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Thenics very smeh for wds, He, Botowsn. ~t is vory heipful, it does help ny
understanding ve:y muah and in some areas 1t does ineresse my imowledge, ~s on tho
plans for Lamets, lunt and Ceddy to buy Mullen. I regret the necd for the masking,
particularly oomuse in somv cases, perticularly the {irst, page 2, 1 BaY have airasuly
put ogether what wiygit bue o inkerest $o vou,

Of coursc, you .wy also hawe done the aase tldnge T dun't bejieve tivt Jmez about
the hot stuff on Huskie Greensjm is alicged to Leve bl suc™didn te I did that writing
the day 1 sav the testimony. {1 padave the attompbed breuk-in thal, as I recall it, was
exactly a year belors tholERMEERS J0b, was to gob the iwhen papars on Hughes' noiion
that he could buy licon. Inough on this was in my Siles, old neuspaper clip dnss,

Thore woe soue arens in wiicn i find myseld wondering wh the stefl was s wuch
lese Ldoduative than it coula have beeie Senators are too busy to kecy up vithout
bedug Ldorucie This begins witk the first iten, tw bdography, which vays wuch less
than is public acout luant's careor, prticuluarly where it is relevent in his CLA posta.
One aspect of this L have not bewn able to follow and would like to if you have any
suggestions or lnformation is the Ueminican fimsco of 1969 The sparious 1ist of so~
cﬂ.luimmintaumdauaMsforthemuﬂumtmimnﬁoammmmto
the domestic affairs of u?atwmtxyiumtlythukiﬂofﬂuncmcmum
from Hunte +% was a tragely for the Dominican epublic end a dissster for Undted States
foreign relations. I have a 7ile of old elippings on this. They suy the forces opponed
by the United States were not commmdnts,

This also has 0 be true about Nexico cnd about domevtie intelligamce, both areag
I am followin,: as beat 1 cane 1 belicwe both wre relevani to the inquiry ond thus should
have becil in this swuamiy,.

Your 1litter coucludes with o kind oifer of more mutarial if you have ite Li ig is
not oo auch trouble, I lwve spuciul iuterests in iunt, Cadly au. sewets anc the kullen
agengy, 50 wytidog you uighs be able to provide that is not reproduce. in the heardngs
I would be¢ espocially hapy to have. X feel drly contident of beliy able to cone up
with what hes not yet been adluced on tiidis. % will take time, has teken much time, but
I thizk it will be worth the efforte When I luve coripleted this work, I b-licwve it mny
intercast vou wwl Scmator Weicher,

Ynis swwary uoes ot so indicnte, but Hunt was a sulien viee preoddent. dased on
what I have from Sennett in a civil-suit deposition, page 2 is wrong in that Sennett
says he was Mred ar orenident bafore the puxchnse, vhich I believe he does not mention
in that deposition,

Of course you should L. cuel, Dt 2 do nobe Lowever, as & Meat puge 17 i sarti-
cwlar I worderal if you luvo cu perec il i othey railters with the LY pik Liddy
OXPENSe LCCObs. AW parls U0 tido pade Beul S0 VY el wadked, oue [or BUleée + Lave
a story in .hich Uresnspun i quoded ge suying there actually wae the breas-in. This
Fage says the plan was vetosd Ly the Huiches covpanys Unles: Greonspur 1iod, sorebody
ddd breaik in wl left proof of it,

A nmaber ol iteus on poge 21 gevn B0 bk inadequate or i.cousistont walds wlal ie
publicly availubles Incompletenens continues to the top of Pl 22e Clde i what Lok~
lows give o wore intewest in Wi so~callod Jmt blackssil lvvier, shich - nave woe
seen, il you cwi spare & CUDY.

If you are interested in these things wnd I oan help you, please let me know.
Thanks Tor wiwit you have done and what You muy do,

Re: Witueos bSuucory, Bverette lioward aunt

Sincercly,



uel ¥~

leuorandus for sire djcharml Holowan on Semator Weicher's 12/12/75 Jougressional Hecord
"iixon Papers Tax Deduction,” frow iarold Weisberg. 12/22/73

What I swoestod in my 12/14/73 letter to Senator weicher is supportec by a hasty
realdny of this reprint, rvceived late yesterday. Senator Weicher's focus is on the
tax deduction wid he has mxle a velusble addition to the record on this. However, 1 ano
more thun ever convinced that the other possible lixon interest should be considereds

The other interest L have in mind is » wechaniem for supyressing his own PeCOrise

Whether or not he had this in mind, he has achieved tlds, with regard to all his
pro=Sreaidential papoerse

a8 Senator seicher noted, only about & thixd of these papers are included in the
"Zft." But all are comered by th: conveyanoes, This would seex To mewn that until
there is a final detemdination of what is included in this "gift,” the imposed and
inherently accepted conditions apply to all the third given and the two-thdrd net
Ziven, Gould this be the reason \page 2, 0.5 that "The 1969 deed has nuver been
acceptedess,” because wmtil final determdnation of what is included it can't be?
If so and if the lidxon lawyers understood the manner of making this "HALfEY was
clouded, 1 wonder if the ulterior purpose mentioned in the fourth paregraph of my
letter was important enough to risk clouding the tax creddlt claimeds In part Senator
Wedcher begins to address this on page 3, the paregrpph beglnning at the bottom of the
first column and concluding, “It is dnpossibl: to relinquish physical dominion or cone
trol over something if there is no way of physically knowing what that something is.”
Un page 5, L. quotes, "Since the pupers for the wost bart ake not yel GReded TO TLHE
W.'“ Perhaps relevant also is Mﬁ, P.’ "There is no uplmmm
reason Tor the differcnees in the 1969 deed, such as the attempt to use an agent, or
the abpence of a signature block for the Genere). Services admdnictration.” Coulc it
not at some later date be urgued that without GSA acceptunce the whole deal if off7
Ur mooocks hov to have the eaten cuke.

Exhdbdt 1 on page T, 1., dendes access to gll Nixon peapers as long as he is
President, 50 does Lxhibdt %, 1. Both also give Nixon "the right and power at any time
during his lifetine to modify or remove thic restriction...” I su gest that if the
mind if not eaptured by "rewve” and focuses on "modify", onc mouifdcation could b to
extend the period of total sup xvssion.

If I am correct, liizon has created a machine for thw total suppression of any of
his pre-Presidential papors he wants suppressed and for as long as he wanto this. I
believe there are such papers, thos: he does not want seen by anyons who can use thes.
And fron my own experdenoe in C.ae 2569=70 in the federal distriet court in Washington,
the federal govermment wili undertaie to press the right to supress for the donor. In
that case perjury and subomation of perjury were the federal way. Were this precedent
followed, Wixon would not have to defend the case himselfs The attachments in thet case
sey the precedent is follow.:d without deviation. There is always the glib explanation,
the need to induce such pricoless gifts that otherwise would not be nade.

While 1 want to keop this short, I do ask you to conuider why with all the legal
talent I had and with the clear intent to wie the tax—reducing potential of the law,
and particularly with the peling end of that capability, there was all this fusziness,
all the possible jeopardy to the making of an easy half million dollars. I belioeve it
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cau be expleined by what I called "ulterior pwrpose” and that sup rcssion in ohe purposc.

These documonts e referred to as "decds." 1 an not o lawyer, but 1 belivve they
are rather contractas. “hus torms can be extracted from GSh and they are not valid withe
out GSA signature. Can you think of any good reason for them to be drafted with no
provizion for USh aignature aside fron this?
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