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Dear Bavry,

The enclosed carbon of my ap eal under the Frecdom of Informmation law to Archibald
Cox i8 for your inforuation, not for a story,

Prior to thinmfusal, my personal view of (ox was roughly thet ven Hoffman mxpressed
in a recent colum. That explained his selection to me. This uerely confirms it. &n its
own way, his concept of his role is not nmuch less authoritarian than Hixon's iz of hig,

But aken with other recet dsvelomments, not the least of  hich is Jomm Il wehiellls
seli~casting in the function of lightenings rod, it £ills pe with apyrehension,

Todayls Fost reports that Cox is loading his staff with lawyers. Yo the avergge
person this may seem apnropriate for a special prosecutor. However, what this case necds
is investigators aperienced in bhe kind of invesibgationxequired. All federal investi-
gative agencies are in thismse conpromised, s the story also indicates. If there is
any indiecation that Cox has or will engage & Single one, I am unaware of ite So, what

the hell is he going to take to court, mse law?

3 own experience with lawyers as investigators is extensive, personal :nd extends
back to the 0s. They are notoriously bed investigators. I know of no lawschool with
even a gingle course in investigstions,

Lawyers are as notoriously disinterested in anything smacking of malpractise as
doctors. In tidismse virtually every possibke or potential defendant is a lawyer,
Cox's personal record in this area von Hoffman addressed rather well, I think,

How coues Joe Iraft to tell us that Gox "is uniquely equipped to dothe job,"
in today's Posgt. In my view, whether or not he is suited, he is wnequipped except with
MOBEY e _ , .

I anm not complicated by indebiedness to sources, which is not an accusation, So,
Ian look at all agencies with suspieion, I sm suspiidous that Mitchell was -alled in
advance of Ehrlichman by the Senate commitiesc. Once thrlighman teed off on Hitéhell on
camera as he seoms $0 have in private, Mitchell's position would have been different or
at least much more difficult. Moreover, if this did not cccur to the committee, itws
suggested to it by a lawyer in my presences It shifted its schedule for Yoore, but uot
for the possibility of epening Mitchell up more? I have been a Mitchell-wateher becsuse
he prevanted my getting public information. There is much in his record that was appropriate
to his questioning, lothing in his record outside Watergate was referred to, Here the
departure is from the lawyer's norm.

_ “unt's book fascinates me. + have gone through about a third of it. without so
intending he has effectively ended most of the fictions sbout hhe Bay of Pigs, including
the one on which the Fost and the N.Y.Times were gulled. To #his point I have seen several
trings that I will follow in my own ways I csan:h Imow whether the others will interest you.

Not related to Watergate is his statement that Drescher (Droller to Schlessinger
in 1000 Days, beginning p. 230) got his name "Frani Bender” from the Bender Building,
1f trus, I wonder why? Could he have had a previeus connection with it or sn office in .
it?"Droller” is not indexed in Schlesinger. Hunt says he wet with Schlesinger, but
neither Hunt nor "Eduardo" is indexed and Iremember neither from the long treatment.
Hunt's self-portrait as an incompetent escaped hinm snd his editors of similar political
perspective. With soms of his \unjustified) cracks at Schlesinger, I think it is possible
that if Schlesinger knows him, he might say something. Schlesinger avoids naming the CIA
operative who lmocked the “uban heads at the Skyways Motel in Miami to form the Suben
Revolutionary Council (beginning about Pe 243), I haven't gotten far eiough to know if
Bunt says he is the one.



Not suggesting that it need mean anything bub on the off chance that in the future
you mey want to know it, let me report a few of the conneciions of the names of these
Euntmcam; :eted groups with the investigotion of the J¥lassassination, the overnment's
and mine,

Oawald used the Tommer address ol the Uil on his wew Urleans litersiuve, hardly

a pro-Castro Acte The FBI never stopped withholding bhisfrom the Warren Commission,
Ultinately, 1t got Bhe prool frow the Secret Senvice. Tne FBI also dispembled about
this ddressand other occupanis, one of whom had buen Chicago SAIC. I brought this

to light in sy fourth beok. lavid Ferrie also used that address. Ferrie.was the :ubject
of ot least two FBI reports I have tha® wore withheld frum the Coummission, onc in conveetion
with the allegation of rumming ams to Cuba, hox other in conneetion widl hiswolg in the
Frente in New Orleans. (If you did not read the galleys, the v nte people were ;Iunt's
pals. *t was part of CRC, which wes %o be the yovernment in exile in lwnt's schemie.)
Ditto for Ferrie's young friend aud homosexual aparimeni-mate, Layton kHartons, later
indicted by Garrison for perjury (he did comdb it and esked re o help him cop a
plea, but Garrison dropped the mse). babbens was also a frente functionary, akiouch
then a kide Oswald's nobebook has the name of $he CRC head in New Urleans in it, dise
gulsed by a comuon device with him, & simple misspelling. the FBI transcription hides

t further, as does its "interview with him, & mere six typed lines. This man, ¥rank
Bartes, later flew planes in the Congo for the CIA, In the late spring of 1968 he told
me he was still under "Washington protection.” in FBI agent Warren deBrueys atiended
Frente meetings in New Orleans, wiih Ferrie, and never mentioned it in hiswports.
Instead he tried to hassle the witness, whose estimony was inbibited by the righit-wing
Comndsaion lawyer, Wesley Lichelere The CRC was subsidimed by the CIa through April 1963,
411 its \and the Frente's) politicalactivity in the Mew Urleans aress was under Hunt,
from what Hunt says of his own role. Some of these people, friends of General Walker
and Billy James largls, later surfaced in Cuban—Americans for Nixoneignew in the 1968
campaign, with others of the same political coloamr. Une in particular helped fix the
"red"% label on Oswald, who @as an anti-Comuunist, despite appearsnces.

HBunt is ineomplete in aress where no necd wasmerved,as in hiding in his book what
his owm Who's Who listings show., (I gave Son Woodward copies of thesemd a (sbulation
made from them.) One of these items im hic mssignment to Montevideo, I would imsgine
the then ambassador might say more about Hunt than Smule's Sunday piece hade

“untts limited references to his second Mexican carecr providem enough lesds for .
learning much, especially with police onoperation, "Sem" should be easily identified and
froo lunt's account, should be quite willing %o talk about Hunk, And we was well known
there prior to his 1960 retuwm. e had spent two years there .ith a State cover.

To the point I've regehed, therc secms %o be a pattern in Hunt's use of names. Those
he doesn't like he does name, usually fully. Ticse he likes among his fellow spooks he
does not. Miami Bhould be crawling with his enemies, like the Ray people. Sown what he
says about Ray, they also might have a few intercsting recollections. If Huni's past
were to be of interests One of those llunt likes is Rivero, of Disriod la Marinal,l
exposed or helped expose, I'm not now sure which, the paper's and the owners' Nozi
connections, back in 1941, in a magazine plece.{Por Welter Annenberg!)

if you want to try to tap anti-anti-Castro sources in Hexico, Cedric Belfrage
shoula Le able to direct you. He isat Apartade 630, Cuernavaca liorsles. (To my knowledge
he is not a Comuunist, by khe way.) le may be able to refer you to Mexico City reporters
who may be able 1o ap police sources. 1 donli knowe



