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" WASHINGTON, May &§—
Following is the text of a
memorandum submitted yes-
terday by James W. McCord
Jr. to the Senate Watergate
investigating committee and
Federal prosecutors in the
case:

. Subject: Pressures on the
defendants to blame the
Watergate operation on C.LA.;

I have previously referred
to political pressure which
was applied to the seven
Watergate defendants..

One area of pressure
which was applied was that
of December, 1972, in which
intense pressure was applied

- on some of the defendants

LTI was
formed by Bernard Barker:

to falsely claim for purposes
of a defense during the trial
in January, 1973, that the
Watergate operation was a
C.I.A. operation. This would
have had the effect of clear-
ing the Committee for the
Re-election of the President
and the White House of re-

‘sponsibility for the operation.

In two separate meetings
in December, 1972, it was
suggested that I use as my
defense during the trial the
false story that the operation
was a C.ILA. operation. I re-
fused to do so.

Cuban Money Charged

subsequently in-
just before the trial began in
January, 1973, that E. How-
ard Hunt and other unnamed
persons in Miami had brought
intense pressure to bear
against the Cuban-Americans
who were defendants to use
the same story as their de-
fense, that my stand taken

| against it had been the de-

cisive factor causing this
ploy to be dropped, and that
Hunt was very bitter about

_ it. Hunt’s bitterness was lat-

er revealed early in the trial

¢ when the' Cubans advised
 that Hunt had said that I
~ “was responsible for our be-

ing in the plight we were in
for not going along with the
C.LA. thing.” .

At a later time, I heard
from Barker that he had been

. told that Cuban money was

4,
suspected of being funneled
into the McGovern campaign.
I have no knowledge that
this suspicion was ever veri-
fied.

The two December, 1972,
meetings - with me were on
December 21, 1972 and on
December 26, 1972. Present
at the first meeting with me
at the Monocle Restaurant in
Washington, D.C., were Ger-
ald Alch and Bernard Shank-
man, my attorneys. Present
at the second meeting was
Gerald Alch, and the meeting
was at his offices in Boston,
Mass.

In the first meeting, Alch
stated that he had just come
from a meeting with William
O. Bittman, attorney for E.
Howard Hunt, and I received
the impression in the discus-
sion that followed that Alch
was conveying an idea of
request from Bittman. There
followed a suggestion from
Alch that I use as my defense
during the trial the story that
the Watergate operation was
a C.IL.A. operation. .

I heard him out on the
suggestion, which included
questions as to whether I
could ostensibly have been
recalled from retirement from
C.LA. to participate in the
operation. He said that if so,
my personnel records at
C.I.A. could be doctored to
reflect such a recall. He
stated that Schlesinger, the
new director of C.LLA. whose
appointment had just been
announced, “could be sub-

poenaed and would go along.

with it.”
Support for Gray Cited

I had noted in the news-
papers of that day, Dec. 21,
1972, that it"had been an-
nounced by the White House
that Schlesinger would take
over as director of C.ILA.,
and that it had been decided
that Pat Gray would be sup-
ported by the White House
to be permanent director of
the F.B.L '

Alch went on to mention
testimony, or a statement,
made to Federal authorities
by Gary Bittenbender, a
metropolitan police depart-
ment undercover police offi-
cer, whom I had seen at the

courthouse on June 17, 1972,
when the five of us who were
arrested were arraigned, in
which  Bittenbender, pur-
portedly claimed that I had
told him that day that the
Watergate operdtion was a
C.I.A. operation. I advised
Alch that if Bittenbender had
made such a statement under
oath that he had perjured
himself, and that I had not
made such a claim.

Bittenbender can be inter-
viewed to determine the cir-
cumstances under which he
had made such a statement,
and whether his statement
was in fact an honest error
of impressions based on
events which occurred in
court on that day, which
could have misled him. Those
were that some of us were
identified in the hearing in
court as formerly connected
with C.LA.

Alch went on to mention
the name of Victor Marchetti
whom he was considering
calling to describe C.LA.
training in which its em-
ployes were trained to deny
C.LA. sponsorship of an op-
eration if anything went
wrong and its participants
were arrested. He also re-
quested that I meet with him
in Boston on Dec. 26, 1972,
which I did. There he opened
the discussion by showing
me a written statement of
an interview with Bittenben-
der in which Bittenbender
claimed that on' June 17,
1972, I had told him that the '
Watergate operation was a
C.ILA. operation. I repeated
to Alch my earlier statement,
that Bittenbender had either
perjured himself, or ‘had
made a false statement to
Federal authorities. I told
Alch that I would not use as
my defense the story that the
operation was a C.I.A. opera-
tion because it was not true.

In addition, I told him that
even if it meant my freedom,
I would not turn on-the or-
ganization that had employed
me for 19 years, and wrongly
deal such a damaging blow
that it would take years for
it to recover from it, and .
finally that I believed that
organization to be one of the
finest organizations of any
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kind in the world and would
not let anyone wrongly lay
the operation at the feet of
C.LA.

Suspected White House

By now, I was completely
convinced that the White
House was Dbehind the idea
and ploy which had been pre-
sented, and that the White
House was turning ruthless,
and would do whatéver was
politically expedient at any
one particular point in time
to accomplish its own ends.

In addition, I earlier had
determined to tell the true
story of the Watergate: oper-
ation, and it was now only a
matter of a propitious.time
to do so.

On Friday, Dec. 29, 1972, 1
visited Bernard Shankman’s
office in Washington, D. C,
and let him read a statement
which I had prepared, which
I proposed to read to the
press on Dec. 30, 1972, re-
leasing Alch as my attorney.
I believed that although
Shankman had been present
at ithe first meeting he was
not a party to the events pre-
viously described. Shankman
suggested that I give Alch an
opportunity to meet with me
and explain why he had un-
dertaken the course which he
had, and such a meeting was
set up for Tuesday, Jan. 2,
1973 in Washington.

Dismissal of Helmé

Alch failed to appear, and °

I delivered a letter to Judge
Sirica, releasing Alch as my
attorney. Alch immedijately
called, asked to meet with me
on Jan. 3, 1973, and asked
to continue as my attorney.
We met and Alch stated that
he, in conveying the request
made of me on Dec. 21 and
Dec. 26, 1972, was acting out
of what he felt to be was my
own best interests. By this
time, I was convinced that
the ploy to lay the operation
at C.ILA.’s doorstep had been
headed off, and agreed to
give him a second chance.
By this time, I was also
convinced that the White
House had fired Helms in
order to put its own man in
control at C.I.A,, but as well

to lay the foundation for

claiming that the Watergate
operation was a C.I.A. opera-
tion,*and now to be able to
claim that “Helms had been
fireq for it.” There had been
indications as early as July
that the Committee for the
Re-election of the President
was claiming that the Water-
gate operation was a C.LA.
operation.

Mrs. Hunt had told me in
late July, 1972, that Paul
O’Brien had told Howard
Hunt in July that the Com-
mittee to Re-elect the Presi-
dent had originally informed
him that the Watergate oper-
ation was a C.I.A. operation.
Mrs. Hunt said -that her hus-
band had denied to O’Brien
that it was a C.I.A. operation.
By early December, 1972, it
appeared that the White
House was beginning to
make its move. The events of
Dec. 21 and Dec. 26, 1972,
only confirmed this in my
mind. .

Further, based on an earlier
discussion with Robert Mar-
dian in May, 1972, it ap-
peared to me that the White
House had for some time
been -trying to get political
control over the C.LA. as-
sessments and estimates, in
order to make them conform
to “White House policy.” One
of the things this meant to
me was that this could
mean that C.LA. estimates
and assessments could then
sbe forced to accord with
D.O.D. [Department of De-
fense] estimates of future
U.S. weapons and hardware
needs. This could be done by
either shifting am intelligence
function to D.O.D. from
C.ILA., or by gaining com-
plete political control over
it at C.LA.

Among other things, this
also smacked of the situation
which Hitler's ~ intelligence
chiefs found themselves in,
in the 1930°’s and 1940,
when they were put in. the
position of having to tell him
what they thought he wanted
to hear about foreign mili-
tary capabilities and inten-
tions, instead of what they
really believed,. which ulti-
mately was one of the things
which led to Nazi Germany’s
downfall.

When linked with what I
saw happening to the F.B.L
under Pat Gray — political
control by the White House
—it appeared then that the
two Government agencics
which should be able to pre-
pare their reports, and to
conduct their business, with
complete integrity and hon-
esty, in the national interest,
were no longer going to be
able to do so. That the na-
tion was in serious trouble,
has since been confirmed by
what happened in the case of
Gray’s leadership of the F.B.1I.

E. Howard Hunt has addi-
tional information relevant
to the above. Hunt stated to
me on more than one occa-

sion in the latter part of

1972, that he, Hunt, had in-
formation in his possession
which ‘“would be sufficient -
to impeach the President.”

3-Page Hunt Letter Alleged

In addition, Mrs. E. Howard
Hunt, on or about Nov. 30,
1972, in a personal conversa-
tion with me, ‘stated that E.
Howard Hunt had just re-
cently dictated a 3-page let-
ter which Hunt's attorney,
William O. Bittman, had
read to Kenneth Parkinson,
the attorney for the Commit-
tee to Re-elect the President,
in which letter, Hunt pur-
portedly threatened “to blow
the White House out of the
water.” Mrs. Hunt at this
point in her conversation
with me, also repeated the
statement which she, too,
had made before, which was

“that E. Howard Hunt had in-

formation which could im-
peach the President.

I regret that this memo-
randomhas taken this length
to set forth. In view of the
nature of the information
which I had to furnish, how-
ever, it appeared that there
was no- other way to ade-
quately set this material
forth, and to do so in the
proper context, without de-
leting material highly rele-
vant to the events being re-
ported. I shall be glad to
appear and answer questions

. under ocath on the material

which appears in this memo-
randum,



