MecCord’s Version
Of Plot to Blame
CIA Is Supported,
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Two of the original Water-
gate defendants supported
yesterday charges" first made
by convicted Watergate con-
spirator James W. MeCord
that there was a plot as late as
December, 1972, to blame the
Central Intelligency Agency
for the Watergate break-in
and bugging.

The claims came in affidav-
its filed by Bernard L. Barker
and Eugenio Martinez in sup-
port of their motions to with-
draw their guilty pleas and
face a jury trial using the de-
fense that they felt the break-
in was government-approved.

McCord had ‘claimed that
the Decsmber attempt to
blame the CIA was aborted by
his threats to expose it, a con-

tention that one of the Miami-
ans supported as well yester-
day. McCord alleged also that
CIA Director Richard Helms
was fired from his job because

he would not go-along with|

the cover-up plan.

Barker and Martinez‘

claimed in their affidavits that
Helms’ departure from the
agency was told to them in ad-
vance by coconspirator E.
oward Hunt Jr. Hunt had
reviously told them, they
laimed, that he worked for a
ational security intelligence
gency “that had greater juris-
iction than both the FBI and
he CIA.” BRI 5

They said that their attor-
ney at the time, Henry Roth-
blatt, told them" shortly before
their Januray trial that they
could use as their defense that
the Watergate operation had
been a CIA operation.

“It was at this time that Mr.
Hunt informed me of Mr.
Helms’ leaving the director-
ship of the CIA and I believed
that there was some connec-
tion between that faet and

what I thought had been an
approval by the CIA to accept
responsibility for the opera-
tion,” Barker said in his sworn
affidavit.

“Later, I was told that we
could not ‘use the defense of
the CIA and in particular that
Mr. McCord was objecting to
it. I talked with Mr. McCord
because I could not under-’
stand why he objected if the
CIA had approved the plan.

“Mr. McCord told me that
my information was incorrect
and that the CIA had not
approved it,” Barker contin-
ued.

Martinez said in his affi-
davit, meanwhile, that « . .I
believed that Mr. Helm’s leav-
ing the directorship was con-
nected in some way with our
ability to disclose at the trial
the nature of the operation we
had engaged in. Later, I was
told that we could not use the
defense of the CIA .. .”

It was reported in May that
the CIA resisted an extraordi-
nary series of pressures by top
‘White House aides to assist in
a cover-up of the Watergate
seandal over an eight-month
period beginning in June,
1972. At the time, McCord said
he believed Helms was fired
in order to lay the foundations
for a claim that the bugging
and break-in were conducted
under CIA:-auspices.

In the affidavits filed yester- |
day by Martinez and Barker, !
they spell out details of what|
they felt indicated CIA in-
volvement in the Watergate |
breakin and related cases,!
and why they feel they should
be allowed to state as a de-|
fense that they thought the|
burglary was government-ap-|
proved. ) |

They pointed repeatedly to '
the position of Hunt, whom
they called their supervisor,
on the White House staff as
evidence to back their claims. |

On two occasions, Barker
said, “I learned from Mr. Hunt
that he was in possession of
nonpublic information which I
considered to be the type that
only a highranking intelli-
gence officer would have ac-
cess to.”

One of those occasions was
Hunt’s prior knowledge that




Helms was leaving the CIA,
and the other was when Hunt
knew in advance the sub-
stance of President Nixon’s
speech concerning the mining
of Haiphong harbor,

Hunt is scheduled to file an
affidavit in support of his re-
quest to change his plea to in.
nocent by Friday, Watergate
conspirator Frank Sturgis has
already filed such an affidavit,
and one was filed yesterday
by Virgilio Gonzalez as well ag
by Martinez and Barker,

Gonzalez’ statement told
how he was recruited by Mar-
tinez, and Martinez related
how he was recruited by
Barker. Barket pointed to
Hunt as his recruiter,

Barker began by telling how
he first met Hunt during the
Bay of Pigs invasion in 1961,
Then, he said:

“I had not seen Mr. Hunt
for a number of Years when,
on April 17, 1971, the anniver-
sary date for the Bay of Pigs
invasion, I found a note pin-
ned to the front door of my
Jhome (in Miami) from .
Hunt.”

He told of subsequent meet.
ings with Hynt in a Miami ho-
telroom and in the Executive
Office Building in Washing-

on. He said he waited for
unt. to “explain why he had
enewed ¢ontact with me.”

“In August, 1971, Mr. Hunt

sked me if T woulq be willing
help him on a matter of na-
ional security. He did not- at
that time tell me any details
with respect to the operation
itself, but he dig explain to
me that it involyeq a traitor
to this country who had been
giving information to the Rus-
sian Embassy.”

Barker said he was asked to
recruit two persons for the op-
eration, which turned out to
be a break-in at the office of
the psychiatrist for Pentagon
bapers defendant Daniel Ells-

berg. “It was at that time (ox
the burglary) that I was first
informed by Mr. Hunt that the
traitor he had referred to was
- - . Ellsberg,” Barker said.

At this time as well, Barker
said, Hunt “confirmed my bhe-
lief and advised that - (the
equipment, disguises and fake
identification Papers used in
the burglary) had been pro-
vided by the CIA.”

Barker also said Hunt had
‘asked me to commence pre-
iminary organizational efforts
for purposes of establishing
intelligence and counter intel-
ligence units primarily :in an-
ticipation of activities by left-
wing radical groups at the
conventions.” He said he was
later informed by Hunt that
this plan had been canceled,

‘but” that certain other na-
ional security operations
ere going to be imple-
mented.”

He said he Ilater received
$114,000 in checks from Hunt |
and G. Gordon Liddy, tH‘Em;

ixon campaign > and was |
asked to convert them into |
cash. |

|

Barker said he participated :
in a demonstration at the fu-'
neral of former FBI director
J. Edgar Hoover in May, 1972,
and in the two. Democratic
headquarters break-ins be-
cause he thought they had
been government-approved. In
addition, he said he was told
that the identification papers

izales said Hunt’s guilty plea

in the Watergate entries had

II:aeen brepared by th CIA.

He said the treatment of the
persons arrested in the break-
in, the appearance of attor- |
neys who never discussed fees,
and later reimbursements con-
tinued to prove to him that
the break-in was a government
operation. - WU U

Barker, Martinez and Gon- |

and silence- concerning the
operation reinforced their: be-
lief, and was an indication for
them to take the same action,
They also pointed to their sub-
sequent incarceration as a
unit, and Hunt’s continued as-
sociation with them, as further
points to back up that belief,




