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‘ Mr. Gebhardtetfadﬁf DATE: 5 /21,73
. l1- Mr. Felt
FROM : R, E. Long. .y, 1- Mr. Gebhardt T Y~
ﬂ%ﬁ;& 1- Mr. Gallagher Mir. Kinley _____
1- Mr. Long Mr. Amstrong __
SUBJECT: yaATERGATE 1- Mr. Nuzum I <l
1- Mr. Herington Ms. Herwig
Mr. Mintz
Mrs. Noenan .

In accordance with instructions in Mr. Felt's
memorandum to Mr. Gebhardt dated 2/21/73, there follows an
analysis of the 2/21/73 “Washington Post" article written by
Bob Woodward and Carl Bernstein captioned "Hunt Linked to
Dita Beard Challenge." Mr. Gray desired to know those
portions in the article which could have come from FBI
sources and the identities of persons having access to
that particular information. Items set forth below are
numbered to correspond with points in Mr. Felt's memorandum.

(1) "'Sources close to the Watergate investigation
said that Colson's testimony was given in a secret deposition
to Federal investigators during the Watergate probe last year.'
This testimony allegedly relates to his instruction to E.
Howard Hunt, Jr., to proceed to Denver, Colorado, to inter-
view ITT lobbyist Dita Beard."

T
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Fﬂi/'On 8/28/72, Mr. Colson furnished a deposition, in
lieu of grand jury appearance, to Assistant U. S. Attorneys
(AUSAs) EardAsdlbert and DonaL@*ngﬁbéIIT”“WE”Eﬁ"hUt”have*“

. coples of thdat deposition and it is maintained in the U, 8.
| Attorney's (USA) office. It was not introduced in court since
‘> Hunt pled guilty. On 8/29/72, Mr., Colson was interviewed by
* 8As Angelo Lano and Edward Leary, WFO, concerning Hunt's
expense vouchers submitted while he was employed as a con-
sultant to the White House, copies of which had been furnished
. to WFO on 8/7/72 by James Rodgers of the White House Personnel

;mfme REC-103 (37’ 0[7 ,ng

Mr. Colson advised he did not personally review Hunt's
expense vouchers and on only two occasions did he personally
authorize Hunt to.travel at the Government's expense. One of
these occasions was in July, 1971, when Hunt traveled to
Massachusetts to seek information concerning the Chappaquiddlck
Island incident involving Senator Edward Kennedy and the other
was in lMarch, 1972, when Hunt was sent to DenVer*_gg%g;ggp
in connection with the "ITT" case. Mr. Colson saia he received
reports of the work accomplished by Hunt regardi 5
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trips. Since therc was no indication that the ITT case or the
Chappaguiddick Island incident had any relation to the Watergate
matter, Mr. Colson was not questioned in detail concerning these
two trips by Hunt.

It is not known whether information relative to
this item is contained in the deposition which Colson gave
in the civil damage suit instituted by the Democratic Party.
WFO expects this week to gain access to and review the
depositions in that suit, which have been filed with the Clerk
of the Court, U. 8. District Court, Washington, D. C., and are
a matter of public record.

(2) "'The Federal investigators did not ask
Colson the purpose of the interview.' Allegedly, according
to Republican sources, the purpose of the interview was to
discredit the controversial memorandum attributed to
Mrs. Beard."

As set forth in Item 1 above, since there was no
indication of any relationship to the Watergate case of the
ITT matter and the Chappaguiddick Island incident, Mr. Colson
was not dquestioned in detail concerning Hunt's activities
in connection with these two trips. :

(3} "'Republican sources said that Hunt wore an
inexpensive wig during the interview with Mrs. Beard early
in the week of March 19th.' The article goes on to point
out that a similar wig was found in one of the rooms rented
by the Watergate conspirators.”

We do not have any information concerning the Hunt-
Beard interview. We do know that among the materials seized
pursuant to search warrant issued for the rooms at the Watergate
Hotel rented by the arrested subjects, the Metropolitan Police
Department report lists "item #96. 1 hair wig, Jerome Alexander
label”. During the Watergate trial, Metropolitan Police Officer
Cherry testified concerning the search and the police report
setting forth the items seized is a matter of public record.
The police report is set out verbatim in SA Lano's report of =
6/28/72.
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(4) "On page A-21, column 1, the article goes on
to describe events in the ITT controversv as obtained 'from

e
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Federal and Republican sources.'" Mr. Gray wanted a check
made to determine what information is available in the files
to determine what portions of this story, if any, were known
to the Bureau.

The article mentioned that the Washington office
of ITT hired Intertel, a private investigative firm, to check
into lrs. Beard's background and the authenticity of the
controversial memorandum. Our files show that on 3/10/72,
Dr. Fred l. Miller, a retired Sz document examiner, advised
that he had been requested by ITT to conduct document
examinations relative to Mrs. Beard's memorandum and he stated
that he understood that Intertel had been retained by ITT to
conduct investigation of the controversy on behalf of ITT.
The files also show that on 3/27/72, former SA Fred Robinette,
a vice-president of Intertel, said his organization had done
work for ITT in connection with this case. The extent and
purpose of investigation by that organization were not furnished
to us and we do not know what the results of that investigation
are,

(5) "The article goes on to point out that Robert F.
Bennett, present President of the firm where Hunt was employed,
told Hunt that the results of the INTERTEL findings should be
passed on to Colson."

We have no information concerning this.

(6) "The article concludes with a quotation from a
sworn deposition taken from Colson in the civil suit filed by
the Democratic Party in connection with the Watergate break-
in. "

This relates to the deposition furnished by Mr. Colson
in connection with the Democratic Party's damage suit against
the Committee to Reelect the President, which deposition is
a matter of public record having been filed with the Clerk of
the Court, U. S. District Court, Washington, D. C. The
quotation in the article attributed to Mr. Colson to the effect
that Hunt reported to Colson for only a short time and there- -«
after while at the White House worked under someone else's -
supervision, is in accord with information Mr. Colson furnished
us when he was initially interviewed on 6/22/72, by SAs Lano
and Daniel C. M%Eyan, revorted in SA Lano's report dated 6/28/72.
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The information relating to interviews conducted by
WFO is set forth in investigative renorts, copies of which are
neintained both in the WFO and at 7BIiQ. In addition, because
of the wmassive investigation conducted by the Miami office, copies
of the reports were also _desigrateq office. Dissemination

has bcen made of e -hatgggét to the USA, Washin , D. C.,
and to Assi nt Attorney General Petersen, Crimina ivision.
As a natter of interest concerning the possible
rce of this article, the following information was received
Ly SA Lano 2/21/73, from BRUSA Campbell. Ilir. Campbell advise
that late yeaterday, 2/20/73, reporter Woodward contacted
“r. Campbell, said he had a source of information at the White
House and "ran" the essence of the article past Mr, Campbell.
Mr, Campbell told SA Lano he made no comment concerning Woodward\s
story.

ACTION: This is for information. s
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The February 21, 1973, issue of "The Washington
Post® contains an article, a copy of which is attached,
written by staff reporters Bob Woodward and Carl Bernstein,
captioned "Hunt Linked to Dita Beard Challenge.® fThe e
article endeavors to tie in the Watergate case with the
controversial hearings of the Senate Judiciary Committee
in February and March, 1972, which involved International ' -
Telephone and Telegraph Corporation lobbyist, Mrs. Dita
Beard. The article attributes the {nformation set forth
to "sources close to the Watergate investigation,* "Repub-
lican sources," "Federal sources," as well as other TCRTTRNE
gources who-are not further described. SRRSEE NS
m o €. T .
N4 23 AsTa matter of interest concerning the possible i
T o] Source of this article, the following information was . T
o 1| ZTeceivexd éy,our Washington Field Office on Pebruary 21, ™ 2o FF
r~ @973, fyon Assistant U. §. Attorney Donald Campbell, - - . \°
2 E Washington, P. C. Mr. Campbell advised that late on * . ° °
ebruaty 20,°1973, reporter Woodward contacted him, said .. ..
Eé had’aA soupce of information at the White House and Lt
related” to . Campbell the essence of the article which
subsequently appeared in the newspaper. Mr. Campbell o
advised that he had made no comment to Woodward concerning
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Mr. Gray 2/28/73
1 - Mr, Felt
R. J. Gallagher ’ 1l - Mr. Gebhardt -
S . s C‘.D-— Mr. Nuzum .
JAMES WALTLR McCORD, JR., ET AL. ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED
INTERCEPTION OF COMMUNICATIONS AdEREIN 1 NCLASSIFIED

DATE__S 11 BYSPa ‘TRMJ_M

%with reference to your call to me this morning,
the follewing is set forth:

-

l. Miranda ‘larning

-

A. The law requires the warning is necessary when
‘the individual interviewad is in custody.

E. PRY policy is that the warning is given any tima
a porson is being interviewed for a confession or an admission
of his own quilt in the c¢case rather than merely as a possible
source of inforiation. '

In the Watergate, no Miranda warnlngs were given as
the subjects refused to be interviecwnd and we interviewsd all
“oiher persons ags possible sourcos of information. Had we been
in DCSSﬁ,Jion of iniformation indicating one of those to be
interviewsd did in fact have guilty knowledge or was a participant
in the VWatergate affair, of coursz, we would have issued the
recuired Miranda warning.

2. Does Division 6 Have hnv Record of Date Serials Furnished
to Yoa. You fcferred to r'ﬂrlnlh. l tﬁvouih 75 in hate:nate -

G REC 107. /39 -0 85~ [ 1929/
On 6/30/72, 12 reports wore furnished to you; on

7/17/72, 61 investicative reports were furnished to you; and
2«evror  on 9/13/72, 10 reports were furnished to you. These reports

“ " it is belicvsd these are the serials that you referregd to.
e o

B W

2, 3. Bo—cdak}et_swg‘f Lo ialq; Qate thnv vere Drovideu to Vﬁig JuL 19}973

5. : - On €/26/72, a black hooklet contzining a 8“5&35!
— - the investigation up to that date vwas furnlshed to you. n

r—fygq “6/24/72, &t your request, Mr, Bates furnished you with all o

et s not g sdeklers on the case, On 6/2’/72: at your request,

orging s recen s iifantde ) had teletypos an? dnserts from the Washington:

Branck # wi'ply 48 b fce delivered to you.
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Hémorandum to Mr., Gray .
Ret: JAMES WALTER McCORD, JR., ET AL, -

4..DPate of Grand Jury; Date of Indictient; Date of Trial

The Pederal Gfand Jury inquiry becan on 6/23/12;
- the indictment was roturned 8/15/72; and the trial began on
1/8/73. __—

S... Bank Records -

Whare tha bank is covperative, we will take a look
at the records first, We do this bocause many times the
bank records are of no value as far as the investigation isg
concerned and we are saved the time and the expense of going
through the subpocna process,

Where there is an indication of positive information
and the Information is to be used, we will then proceed through
the subpocra process,

- For your inforaation, the Departient of Justice has not
prohibited us from using thic approach, 1In the last session of
Congress, legizlation was introduceqd making & subpoena mandatory
before any infornation was furniched from bank records, The
Departinent of Justice testificd against this legislation and the

_ legislation was not enactes. There is a niovement among bankers

Lo require a subposna. This is not almal at the £BI or
investigators in general for that matter, but rathar a fear
on the part of some bankers that they will face a civil suit.



