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BITTAN DISPUTED'

AOVER HONT HEND

fl’;',qrmer Partner Tells -Courte
v‘“ﬁ'l'h-at His Associate Saw
+ the Document in 1972

(7ol

7 By DAVID E, ROSENBAUM
Speclal to The New York Times
=1 WASHINGTON, Nov. 20—A
.- former law partner and close
associate of William O. Bittman
. contradicted Mr, Bittman today
¢and testified that the lawyer
+did, in fact, see a controversial
~memorandum from their former
client: E. Howard Hunt Jr.,
““shortly after it was writt.en”
- Mr. Bittman said yesterda
iand again:today that he did:not,
‘elook at the memorandum;until
five or si)%months after he re-
sceived it. ¥ v
- The memorandum was ‘writ-
ften on Nov. 14, 1972, by Mr.
Hunt, one of seven men’ who
=pleaded guilty or were convict-
¢ed in the "Watergate break-in:
trial. The . memo reminded;
{aides to President Nixon of
stheir alleged “‘commitments” of
-money and pardons in Teturn
for- the ' defendants’ - 'silénce
zabout the roles of higher-tips in
the break-in. HCo
;. Until he testified last month
-rat the Watergate cover-up trial,
£Mr. Hunt had maintained in all
chis sworn testimony that the
=payments he received from the
“Nixon campaign organization ‘,
were not intended to buy his
silence.
bl Notation in Diary
4

Austin Mittler, who worked
‘elosely with Mr. Bittman in Te-
“bresenting” Mr. Hunt, testified
“at a special hearing this after-
;hoon that his personal diary
Jcontained this notation under
“the date Nov. 14, 1972: “Confer
“with W.0.B. re Hunt position—
review of memorandum.” :
= Mr. Mittler said that,he re-

i called Mr. Bittman’s showing

him the document in their-law ‘
offices on Nov. 14 and _ghat,

“while not reading it from: be-
ginning to end, there were;
some things in the document|
that I found disturbing.” %

' Jill Wine Volner, an assistant
-special prosecutor, asked 'Mr.
Mittler whether the disturbing

. part was ‘“the word ‘clemen-
C
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[, ~“It could well have been the
iword ‘clemency,” Mr. Mittler
! replied.

‘= Mr. Mittler’s testimony, |
'together with that of other: wit- |

i"nesses today, could prove'to be -

yincriminating to - Mr; Bittman, |
_twho is an unindicted co-con- |
i spirator in the cover-up case. !

" them.

‘Standard Warning

' ' The' prosecutors ‘have said
‘they are reviewing the possibi-
lity of Mr. Bittman’s culpabili-
-ty, and, before Mr. Bittman'tes-
rtified yesterday, he was given
I'the standard warning presented
i to criminal suspects of his right
fto remain silent.

The existence of a copy of the
tHunt memorandum was made,
tpublic 15 days ago when James
i F. Neal, the chief prosecutor, in
'the cover-up trial, told “the
court that Mr. Bittman had in-
+formed him of it the previous

" { weekehd.,

' The week before, Mr. Hunt
testified that he had given Mr.
@ Bittman the memorandum . in
s November, 1972, and that.-Mr.
$Bittman had reported back tg
+him that it had been brought to
:the, attention” of Kenneth W,
rkinson, one of ‘the defeh-

@ann:s in the cover-up case,

Today’s--hearing, out of the
presence of the jury, was called
by Judge John J. Sirica of the
'United States District Court to
determine what happened to
the original memorandum and
whether a copy could be intro-
duced into evidence in the trial.
»‘@r ‘Copy to Be Allowed -
*5;7& here is conflicting testimony
wabout what happened to the or-
#izinal memQrandum, but it
clearly is not available, Judge
gj&irioa indicated that he would
gallow the copy to be intro-
pduced. '
¢ According to Mr. Bittman, he
‘made a copy of the memoran-
‘dum in August, 1973%as he was
.preparing to -withdraw as Mr.
Hunt’s attorney&He said he haqd
‘placed the original in a file of
ipersonal correspondence Mr.
fHunt had given him for safe.
jkeeping, and kept the copy.. .
i The personal file, he said, was
jturned over to Henry Goldman,
va fawyer, who, in turn, was to
{deliver it to William A. Snyder
¢Jr., Mr. Hunt’s new attorney.

There was only a “remote

zaossirbility,” Mr. Bittman said,
‘that he had not placed the ori.
ggin-al documen tin that file.

~ Mr. Goldman testified that he
thad given the file, unopened, to
ng Snyder. Mr. Snyder said
sthat he had examined the file
*when he received it
fand that it conatined
;sotal letters between
nd a woman, .
Letters Burned

After Mr. Hunt’s release from
gprison earlier this. year, Mr,
{Snyder said, he gave the file of|
‘&pe‘rsonafl correspondence ta Mr.
Hunt. Later, Mr. Snyder said,
$Mr. Hunt told him that he and a
#woman had “tossed it into a,
Mireplace at 'a restaurant.”
v Asked why they had done
@;ﬁha-t, Mr. Snyder said, “Because
“the affair had run its ‘course,
and they decided to do away
with it.” 3

It was not clear whether the
.woman who helped Mr. Hunt
“burn the letters was the same
. one who had written some of

4

last year
only per
Mr. Hunt

s

Unti] he met with the prose-
cutors earlier this month, Mr.
Bittman had repeatedly denied
the existence o :
showing that there were strings
attached to the payments to
Mri Hunt. : ;

"~ As Mr. Bittman prepared to

any evidence

|

leave the witness stand today,|

Mr. Neal, a close friend of Mr.
Bittman since they were col-
leagues at the Justice Depart-
ment in the mineteen-sixties,
asked Judge Sirica whether he
could ask a question as a mat-
ter of “personal privilege.”.,
Granted the permission, Mr.

:Neal looked Mr. Bittman in the
-eyes.and, in a sad

tone of voice
asked: SE e

“Bill, as you sit therg you
say: you did not tell ; 1e.4in  th
summer of 1973, Jim, I have no
knowledge or information that
Mr. “Hunt contends he was
maintaining silence in return
for funds?"”

“In" substance, I told you
that;”
ding that he had not divulged
the 'memorandum because it
“was given me in confidence,”

Ben-Veniste’s Question

Then Richard Ben-Veniste, an ‘
assistant to Mr. Neal, asked Mr. |-

Bittman, “Why did you not say
that your attorney-client rela-
tionship prevented you from
giving evidence?

Mr. Bittman replied, ‘ad-|-

| “There were things in' that :
memorandum that I did not be-|
lieve were true at the time I{

read it and to

replied,

Mr. yBittman’s version was
furthér contradicted by Edward
A. McDermott, another former
partner in the firm of Hogan
and Hartson. Mr, McDermott
said that he and his partners
had made it clear to Mr. Bit-
tman on Nov. 1 that they were
going to tell the prosecutors
about the memorandum if
Bittman did not do so.

Mr.,'Bittman maintained that
he went to the prosecutors on
his own and not at the urging
of his former partners. Mr. Bit-
tman resigned from Hogan and
Hartgomand entered a new firm
last summer.
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( this day do not|,
believe“are true,” Mr. Bittman|;



