léither all that bad.

Sirica- Hel

Bty iscl ) all in other reporting, that all
Rugaber's 2/3/T3 story discloses what I do not rec
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i j was not under oath and, if I read it 9orr§ctly, that
t?e'EVI?ﬁzcgtzzioiiaz?z gﬁ:gg i:rgomething worthy of loudtOZ;irii :%i:gzla%tlgglgizd;nzzzh
e Moy ;4 ] rted a sen s d €
o hu:igd . thetzlgglieanfgeag;Tpgi:d“igztizgﬁy" not under-oath? Tain't testlmgzyis
i r%ghzlguiz t;e impropriety of some of his conduct. He is a judge, zgemogzérnment
el s te (in this tasethere is none!).Whht he has ?ong is expose ; a% opypiall
it er s Heia I didnht realize he is 69, Guess he won t join Burger a bu. =
no? s Hg;sg; decided to ask questions, he asked all the necessary and olgzzu:lse
e mean.thgt - ted he'd know from his own experience. I can on%y wonﬁ?r W o
b be‘exzig e transcripts. Yr if Brvin gets his investiga?lon, he'll have the

- ?E e tazdin and will have the guts. He makes good noises, but he'alsg :ere
N undersr rha g Sirica's sounding off can help there. B?t ; never Ereame .
Etzfdsgort aigwh:s;hiﬁg ag "abgentee" grand-jury "testimony". When it is from Stans, I guess

WO e S0

that says enough about who was in charge. HW 2/5/73
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Laryy- ) The ChiTrib Siddon story and the AP and
UPI 1~m:ta;,p§{ ﬁ? 2/2, all contained details on WG I'a n:t
veen reported elscvhsrv:, Thanks., If the prosecutor tho:gh
the judge wes sorcious, Lt to .k lota_of hrua? ?r lots o dpres-
sure not to call th witnesses the judge 89RO ba called.
With a serious juls: 1% could have meants ricking axpomn'r;
of the carcful coverlnge-up an. th. grosa %nadaguacy of the
grend-jury "investigation", as mefleoted in tho grose
inadequacy of the indictmont. A law 5tu.rl‘._-nt oould hawve done
a much botte  job of hundling the grang jury, if there was
. serdous intent. i'm still not persuaded that th{s Judge

was antirely on the up-and-u:, oo oqu‘?luﬂ to this im in
what you've samnt, that he went out of hin way to_aay ?Bed
was not critlaiming the prosocutor=the man who mishrandl

% gemnd jury and the inddcgments. Thanics BW 2/6/73

Bﬁr 2/5 WG:Hunt/Buckley, Your description of how he came thry is so
of the radiright (Agnewing), They are

ypical of the "intellectuals"
11 more than certain they alone hold the real truth, they alone
nderstand. I think he has more than delusions of grandeur abogt
imself: & bit of paranoia with it. If the "Hew Frontier" hadn t
acked out ‘on the word JFK
Ff. See is his book doesn't say this, He was
ending against, but not saying to whom, note), right on Bay Pigs
311 Hew Ypontier fault), Everybody is always doing him in,
3¢ Braden'd column on him? Fost didn 'r carry,
derstande oIV has shown us your weather, S
5 has come to us and I hope'passed°
"8 s0 aituated and they can t flood us

Mo Glad you didn'tl...If no Marboro outlet there, don't bother
wokdng for copies F-U, Marboro has only

'd I know of no case of subcontracting other than to
©sar finally got recommendation NYU lawyer, wrote me

right on WG, recom-

which is hard to

Giant, DoCc
about it,

'‘aving out the address!) I'd like to read Hunt's civil-suit depo-

tion and will try, mW 2/7/73
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never gave, that is) he'd have pulled it

Did you
Some rain for those hills,
We had flood warnings, but we
and we can't slide like you

remainders of which I know

w3 73

Superficially, what Gmmening says (1tr
to l¥Times 1/25) is the way it is.
However, the judge bestows the sentenc
not the prosecutor (who can recommend
and may), One of the signs we may have
is the sentences, and of tho§e who cop
ped pleas and those who didn'+ conpar—
ede If the judge really means what he
has been saying, the sentences with be
severe, We'll then have to wait and se
if there is a pardon, which would then
raise more questions about the Judge,
who would be covered, with harsh smmie:
sentences and fast pardons, and still
not look like he is part of the deal,
With all the Cubans known violators of
federal law, Heutrality Act at the vers;
least, the pre-sentencing investiga-
tion will also have to be some kind of
dealse.liobody has yet asked whey licC
wasn t charged separately with viola-
tion Com.unications Ac?. Sirica has to
imow of this, tooDig?z}ht 798Py thm

W 2/1/73 Tour 2/5 actually 7

git here a.n. 2/7, .
Hote on Bvans-llovg
1/29 aske was f'not
ingluded in Post
version. Yes, Holile
ing suit and filing
not the same, Cole
80N zot his lettep
printed and 211 the
other Coverage in
which he Zpoears
Wrong. this crumb
crumbles ton cuch
aka ppotesteth)
1 think he myst by z
8o deeply in he has
to bs daring, He ig
responsible for fyns
in W,H. when even tn
doledog houge should
have becn denied, If
no more, this is oo
much and I suspect
more. Wi 2/7/7%



