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Dcr derb, 

4cauac 1. am aware of what time preeenres, enotions and excitement can du to the 
most leveleheaded and most competent reporTplease understand that I an not making an 
accusation or anythiag line that. I don t for a minute think that piny nastinese was 
the intent or deliberate. 

At the end of today's dramatic Alch testimony, Carl Stern, after making cone conment 
about Bud l'enaterwaldis interest in political aseassinations, said something to the effect 
that it was beCaliSe of this interest and nothiag else that Bud had come to public 
attention in Washington and that only recently. Meet) are not his exact words, but it 
ie the sense I took from them, 

it in not an accurate repreeentation of a lawyer who, before going into private 
practise, was on the staffs of Tom Hereetngs and kstes leofeatver. Even lees does it 
reflect the career of the counsel for the Senate coeeittee from which the Freedom of 
Informationtlaw issued, eeYbe Carl is unaware of it, but Bud was eirensel for the Senate 
investigation of wfro-tapping. And there he was so little a party—lining Democrat that 
he questioned Bobby jeeneody when no member of the connittee had the couraee. 

Is not Bud bettor known as James Zell. Ray's counsel? Lest you asewae that this is 
connected with his conoittae, I arranged that, and I am not a meaber of his cceeittee, 
nor have I over been. Ile has the ay case without fee, as he is nendling the :eel case 
for me of which you know. It is, with hie, a matter of principle, and his interest in 
freed/ea of information preeeede the organizatien of ,his oomeittee, by more than two 
years to my knowledge. In the Ray case and with me, he is not getting his coats back 
and in ny POI case, he paid all the costs of appeal. 

Or, without intending it, EiC slandered a man who puts his money where his mouth 
is (principles are). 

In this case, you appear also to have been conned by Alehis testieony in more than 
the to cases I cite, He denied that of which eoCore did not accuse him, for ecCore did 
not say that he would fake McCord's CIA records. I think a proper question is why die 
Rich so erosely mieetate the iSBUO4 I can understeed how a competent reporter, who 
can't follow complexities like theee,caa fail to catch them, but I can't conceive 
innocence in the grese mizrepresentation by Aiello Ior can I conceive of nud'e saying  
what Alch said he was quoting directly, that Bud would be out to get Nixon, 1 can easily 
anderntand that Bud would give as his opinion following a certain line in defense of 
kiceord would, if it succeeded, have this effect. Examine what has happened since aeCord 
wrote Sirica if you want validation of the opinion. 

write ;east before your evening net news, so I don t know if aneone will catch these 
things. Az of this monent, being suckered by Alch has ju2t done more to exculpate Nixon 
than any one thing to date, and it is not factual. It io, in effect, a successful pro-
pganda ploy that was in no Dense necessary to Aich's purposes, to say McCord did not 
fairly. represent his relations wirth Aloha I welder why? 

Toward the ond of March, in your absence i loaned one of your aseociates noise material 
on e. Howard hunt. No was to return it in a few .days. I than wrote you about tete, without 
answer. I was in Washington on the 15th. In your absence I left a nessage. It woule take 
time and money I do not have to replace theee things. I would apixeciate getting them. 

eineeeaYte 
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Jim, 1 guess modern luxuries are not for me. To save time I used some carbon sets I have 
and put them in backwards. Hold to the light and you can read. Pour Bud! What a dirty, 
rotten thing! I paid close attention to Alch and it reminded me of my limited, previous 
experience with Aim for which I can find no innocent, satisfactory explanation. Lil keeps 
saying he was disbarred in N.J. and there had to be a reason. I haven t send Bud a carbon 
because he enjoys his paranoia too much as it is. 
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