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IMPEACHMENT INQUIRY

TUESDAY, JULY 9, 1974

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY,

Washington, D.C.

The committee met, pursuant to notice, at 10 a.m., in room 2141,
Rayburn House Office Building, Hon. Peter W. Rodino, Jr. (chairman)
presiding.

Present: Representatives Rodino (presiding), Donohue, Brooks,
Kastenmeier, Edwards, Hungate, Conyers, Eliberg, Waldie, Flowers,
Mann, Sarbanes, Seiberling, Danielson, Drinan, Rangel, Jordan,
Thornton, Holtzman, Owens Mezvinsky, Hutchinson, McClory, Smith,
Sandman, Railsback, Wiggins, Dennis, Fish, Mayne, Hogan, Butler,
Cohen, Lott, Froehlich, Moorhead, Maraziti and Latta.

Impeachment inquiry staff present: John Doar special counsel; Albert
E. Jenner Jr., minority counsel; Samuel Garrison III, deputy minority
counsel; and Bernard Nussbaum, counsel.

Committee staff present: Jerome M. Zeifman, general counsel; Gar
ner J. Cline associate general counsel, Alan A. Parker, counsel;
Daniel L. Cohen, counsel; William P. Dixon, counsel; Arden B. Sclhell,
counsel; Franklin G. Polk, associate counsel; Thomas E. Mooney.
associate counsel; Michael W. Blommer, associate counsel.

Also present: James D. St. Clair, special counsel to the President;
John A. McCahill, assistant special counsel; and Malcolm J. Howard,
assistant special counsel.

The CHAIRMAN. The hearing will come to or der.

Before calling on the witness to stand and take the oath, I have
several announcements to make.

[Material unrelated to testimony of witness deleted.]

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Bittman, willl you please stand and—you have the
right to remain silent and not provide any testimony or information
which may tend to incriminate you, but if you do testify, anything
you say here may be used against you in any other legal proceeding.



You have the right to consult with an attorney prior to answering any
question or questions.

I understand you prefer not to be represented by an attorney. Is that
correct e

Mr. BITTMAN. That is correct.

The CHAIRMAN. You have been provided, I understand, with a copy of
the rules of the House and the rules of the committee.

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, Mr. Chairman.

The (:HAIRMAN. Mr. Bittman, w ill you kindly raise your right hand ?

(1)
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Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give
before this committee will he the truth, the whole truth, and nothing
but the truth, so help you God ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I do

The CHAIRMAN. Will you kindly give your name and please be seated ?

TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM 0. BITTMAN

Mr. BITTMAN. My name is William O. Bittman, B-i-t-t-m-a-n. I am an
attorney practicing law at 1200 18th Street NW., Washington, D.C.

Mr. JENNER. Mr. Chairman.

[Material unrelated to testimony of witness deleted.]

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Doar.

Mr. DOAR. Mr. Bittman, if you woul]d speak up in a loud, clear voice so
that everyone in the committee room can hear you, I would
appreciate it.

Would you briefly outline for the committee members your
background and experience as a lawyer ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I graduated from De Paul Law School in Chicago, Ill., in
1959. After graduation, I entered the I7.S. Attorney's office in
Chicago, Ill., as an Assistant IDS. Attorney. I was a trial lawyer
there for approximately 5 years.

In December of 1964, I was requested to transfer to the Justice
Department in Washington, D.C., and became a Special Trial Attorney,
which I did.

I resigned from the Justice Department on June 19 1967, became a
partner in the law firm of Hogan & Hartson in Washington, D.C., at
that time.

On June 30th of this year, I resigned from the law firm of Hogan &
Hartson and became a partner in the ]aw firm of Pierson, Ball, &
Dowd at 1200 18th Street A751.



Subsequent to my graduation from law school, I have engaged in the
practice of law as a trial attorney. I was a prosecutor for
approximately 8 years and since entering the private practice of
law, I have continued being a trial attorney have devoted
approximately 75 to 80 percent of my time in the civil practice of
trial litigation, and the rest of the time in criminal cases.

Mr. DOAR. Now, when you first went to work for the Department of
Justice, was that in Chicago or in Washington ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That was in Chicago, Ill., Mr. Doar.

Mr. DOAR. And what year was that ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I believe 1959 or early 1960.

Mr. DOAR. So then you worked in the U.S. Attorney's office in Chicago
for about 4 years ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I think it w as closer to 5 years. I left there in
December of 1964 to transfer to Washington, D.C., at the Justice
Department.

Mr. DOAR. Could you give the committee members the nature of the
cases that you handled while you were with the U.S. Attorney's
office in Chicago ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, I tried approximately 100 cases while I was
Assistant U.S. Attorney. In the early years, they were relatively
simple cases; in later years, I was involved principally in protracted
cr iminal
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investigation such as tax evasion cases, securities fraud, mail
fraud, pension fraud, and things of that nature.

Mr. DOAR. Would it be fair to say that based upon that experience,
you had a clear understanding of how the Federal Bureau of
Investigation operated ?

Mr. B BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. In criminal matters, in the investigation of criminal
matters ?

Mr. BITTMAN. In many of those cases, I worked very closely with the
FBI.

Mr. DOAR. Now, did you, prior to the time that you came to
Washington, can you tell the committee whether or not you handled
the prosecution, one of the prosecutions, against Mr. Hoffa ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I did. I was the Government's Chief Trial Attorney in
the prosecution of James Hoffa that took place in Chicago in the late
spring and summer of 1964.

Mr. DOAR. Is it fair to say that that was a complicated, protracted
piece of criminal litigation ?

Mr. BITTMAN. It was a 13-week trial, Mr. Doar, at which
approximately 150 witnesses testified, approximately 1,500
exhibits—excuse me,15,000 exhibits were entered in evidence. It
was a complicated piece of litigation.

Mr. DOAR. Who was your immediate supervisor when you came to
work in the Department of Justice ?

Mr. BITTMAN. You mean in Washington or in Chicago ?

Mr. DOAR. No, when you came to Washington.

Mr. BITTMAN. It would be Herbert J. Miller, Jr., who was Chief of the
(?riminal Division.

Mr. DOAR. When you say Chief of the {Criminal Division, you mean
Assistant Attorney General in charge of the Criminal Division ?



Mr. BITTMAN. That is correct.

Mr. DOAR. And you reported directly to him ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. Yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. What was your designation or title ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I was a special trial counsel and I was in charge of the
prosecution of Robert G. Baker.

Mr. DOAR. At the present time, Mr. Miller is representing you; is that
correct ?

Mr. BITTMAN. From time to time, in selected matters, I have
consulted with him, yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. Now, in the course of your prosecutions for the justice
Department here in Washington can you tell the committee whether
or not you became familiar with the operation of the U.S. attorney's
office here in the District ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, I have handled matters with the U.S. attorney's
office in the District of Columbia. When I was the chief prosecutor
in the Bobby Baker case I had an office in the U.S. attorney's office
for approximately 6 months. So I believe I am familiar with the
workings of that office, or was at that time.

Mr. DOAR. And is it fair to say that you are likewise experienced and
knowledgeable about the operations of Federal criminal grand
Juries?
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Mr. B ITTMAN
Yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. Now, as I understand it, you left the Department of
Justice, you resigned at the end of 1967 ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I believe it was June 1,1967.

Mr. DOAR. June 1, and thereafter, you immediately became a partner
in the firm of Hogan and Hartson ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That is correct; yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. And that is a firm here in Washington ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes; it is.

Mr. DOAR. How large a firm is that ?

Mr. BITTMAN. At the present time, it is approximately 100 lawyers.
At the time I joined it, it was closer to 40.

Mr. DOAR. And about how many partners are members of that firm 2

Mr. BITTMAN. At the present time, there are approximately 40
partners.

Mr. DOAR. And you were one of them ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. Or you became one of them ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I became a partner at the time I joined the law firm.

Mr. DOAR. Can you briefly describe the type of matters that you
handled as a partner for Hogan and Hartson, up to and including the
first of July 1972 ?

Mr. BITTMAN. As I said earlier, most of the legal work that I perform
involves protracted civil litigation. From time to time, I have also
been involved in certain criminal litigation.



Mr. DOAR. So that protracted litigation involves pretrial discovery,
pretrial motions?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, it involves all facets of the trial practice, from
the filing of a complaint to pretrial motions that are filed,
discovery motions, numerous conferences among counsel, hearings
before courts, and the trials themselves.

Mr. DOAR. Did that include the investigation of matters that were
assigned for trial ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well. in civil practice. of course most of the
investigation is done through civil discovery. The representation of
an individual charged with n crime from time to time. you w ould
engage outside investigators to assist you.

Mr. DOAR. And what was the practice, your practice at Hogan and
Hartson, with respect to the employment of outside investigators to
assist you in the investigation ofcases
 that came
 to you from persons who faced charges or possible charges
involving illegal criminal activity 2

Mr. BIITMAN. If I felt it was necessary I would make the decision and
I would retain the investigator and the investigation would be done.

Mr. DOAR. Did you do any of the investigation yourself ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well. I would interviews a number of witnesses so in
that connection I guess you could say that I was engaged in
investigation but that would normally be the extent of it. I would
examine documents, interview witnesses! and things of that nature.

Mr. DOAR. Shortly after July 1, I would like to ask you whether or not
you were retained by Howard
Hunt as his lawyer?
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Mr. BIorlsAN. On July 3, 1972, I; BITTMAN retained by Mr. and Mrs.
Hunt. M

mr. DOAR And had you met them before ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I had not

Mr. SOAK What was the purpose of your retainer?

Mr. BITTMAN. To represent him In connection with any possible
criminal proceedings or civil litigation in which he or his wife
might be involved.

Mr. DOAR. Now, you have, I assume you had a conversation with Mr.
Hunt at the time that you were initially retained ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, I did. He and Mrs. Hunt came to my home on the
evening of July 3 1972, and asked me to represent them.

Mr. DOAR. And are you representing Mr. Hunt at the present time ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I am not.

Mr. DOAR. Could you tell the committee who is representing him ?

Mr. BITTMAN. There are two attorneys that are presently
representing Mr. Hunt: C. I)ickerman Williams from New YORK City,
and William Snyder Jr. from Baltimore. That's S-n-y-d-e-r.

Mr. DO.AR. When did you cease representing Mr. Hunt ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I believe it was approximately in the middle of August
of 1973.

Mr. DOAR. In my conferences with you, you have indicated to me that
there are certain matters that you feel that you cannot go into
because of the attorney-client privilege; is that correct?

Mr. BITTMAN. I might emphasize Mr. Doar, it is only because of the
attorney-client privilege. I have. been informed by Mr. Hunt's
attorney in the past that Mr. Hunt will not waive the attorney-client
privilege with respect to my representation of him and I called Mr.
Snyder in Baltimore yesterday to verify that. He unequivocally again



stated the position that Mr. Hunt would not waive
 the attorney-client privilege. That is the only prohibition that I
have from answering any questions of this committee and if it was
up to me, I would be more than happy to answer all questions. But I
believe that I have to observe the attorney-client privilege with
respect to conversations that I have had with Mr. Hunt.

And I might add that there is a case pending in the court of appeals
involving Mr. Hunt which was argued before the IT.S. Court of
Appeals approximately 3 weeks ago, in which Mr. Hunt has sought
withdraw his plea of guilty which was previously entered on January
11 1973 and in addition to that pending case, there are several civil
matters in which Mr. Hunt is a defendant.

Mr. DOAR. The retainer that you mentioned to the committee, was
that oral or in writing?

Mr. BITTMAN. The first evening that I met Mr. Hunt, it was oral. It
was subsequently confirmed in writing on July 10, 1972.

Mr. DOAR. Was any money paid to you at that time by Mr. Hunt ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir; he paid me a fee of $100,000 in cash.

Mr. DOAR. That was paid to you in cash ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. I)OAR. And subsequent to your being retained by Mr. Hunt, can you
tell me whether or not, shortly thereafter, you had a meeting with
attorneys, Mr. Parkinson and Mr. O'Brien and Mr. Mardian, with
respect to your representation ?



Mr. BITTMAN. I did. I had a meeting with Mr. Robert Mardian, Kenneth
Parkinson. Paul O'Brien, Thomas Jackson and Austin Mittler, a
partner of mine, on July 6, 1972, at Mr. Mardian's office at the CRP.

Mr. DOAR. What was the purpose of that meeting?

Mr. BITTMAN. The purpose of the meeting was to determine the
status of the civil case which was then pending filed by the
Democratic Party against the Republican Party and several
individual defendants, to inform them that I was representing MI-.
Hunt, and to find out what, if any, knowledge they had with respect
to the break-in of Mr. Hunt's safe at his office No. 338 in the EOB.

Mr. DOAR. When you say SOB, you mean the Executive Office Building
at the White House ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes sir.

Mr. DOAR. Or next to the White House ?

Mr. BIT TMAN. That is correct.

Mr. DOAR. What information, if any, did you get from Mr. Mardian
about the break-in of your client's safe at the room 338 at the
Executive Office Building?

Mr. BITTMAN. I was informed that Mr. Mardian—I was informed by Mr.
Mardilan that he did not have any specific knowledge of the
Watergate case itself and that he had no specific knowledge of the
break-in of Mr. Hunt's safe. I asked him whether or not he knew
whether or not a search warrant ha(l been utilized in the break-in of
the safe. He indicated to me that he did not know an(l that he would
endeavor to find out for me. I discussed the fact that certain
personal items that had been taken from the safe had been utilized
by the FBI in its investigation and interrogation of Mrs. Hunt and I
told him ill rather strong terms that I was very y concerned about
the propriety of the F13I using personal letters, which]l could not
conceivably have any relevancy in the Watergate case, to upset Mrs.
Hlmt. And I asked him to endeavor to find out, if he could, if he was
willing to. whatever facts he could ascertain concerning them.

Mr. DOAR. Did Mr. Mardian give you any indication that he had any kind
of a connection or an association or relationship with the White
House ?



Mr. BITTMAN. No sir, he told me that he had recently been retained as
general counsel of the CRP, and I was aware, of course that he
formerly was the Assistant Attorney General in charge of the
Internal Security Division of the Justice Department.

Mr. DOAR. Did Mr. Mardian give you any indication of the relationship
between the Committee To Re-Elect the President and the White
House or the officials in the White House ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Not that I can recall.

Mr. DOAR. What if anything, else—now with respect to Mr. Hunt's
safe, can I ask you whether or not you made any inquiries at the
White House with any officials at the White House w with respect to
the alleged break-in of Mr. Hunt's safe ?

Mr. BITTMAN. The first discussion I had with any White House
official concerning the break-in of Mr. Hunt's safe was with Charles
Colson on January 3, 1973.

Mr. DOAR. And the meeting that you have told us about with Mr.
Mardian occurred on July 6, 1972 ?
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MI. BITTMAN. Well, he was not an official of the White House, Mr.
Doar.

Mr. DOAR. I understand that, but between July 6, 1972, and January 3,
1973, YOU had no discussions with anyone at the White House with
respect to the break-in of your client s safe ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That is correct, but I did have numerous conversations
with other people.

Mr. DOAR. Well, other people—could you give us who those other
people were ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, the principal conversations that I had were with
the Prosecutor—Mr. Earl Silbert, Donald Campbell, and Mr. Seymour
Glanzer. I had numerous discussions with them concerning the
breakin of the White House, and I might say they were very
uncooperative with me. They would not even tell me if a search
warrant had been issued. They would not indicate to me any of the
various aspects of the break-ill. It was not until the time that I
filed a motion to suppress in the court, approximately October of
1972, and the Government responded to that motion to suppress, was
I aware of some details of the break-in.

Mr. DOAR. But is it fair to say that following your meeting with Mr.
Mardian, where you inquired about the break-in. that you made no
investigation, no inquiries at the White House with respect to the
break-in of the safe ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That is correct.

Mr. I)OAR. And did you make any attempt during the month of July to
contact Mr. Colson ?

Mr. BRITTMAN. No, sir, I did not. I did draft a letter to Mr. Colson in
the latter part of July of 1972, asking certain specific questions
concerning the break-in of Mr. Hunt s safe. Before I sent that letter I
had a discussion with Kenneth Parkinson and Paul O'Brien, the
attorneys for the CRP? and they told me that they were aware of the
interest that I had in that and they told me that they would endeavor
to determine the information for me.

Mr. DOAR. You had told them that you had drafted the letter to Mr.



Colson ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I did. I might even have shown them a draft.

Mr. DOAR. And it was satisfactory to you that Mr. Parkinson and Mr.
O'Brien conduct this investigation for you ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, they weren't conducting an investigation for me,
they were attempting to ascertain information for me that I felt
was relevant on behalf of my client.

Mr. DOAR. I see.

Mr. BITTMAN. And I was interested in getting the information in any
way that I could.

Mr. DOAR. Now, did you at that meeting on July 6—let me strike that.

Was there a discussion at the meeting on July 6 about a man named
Mr. Rivers ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes; there was.

Mr. DOAR. Could you tell the committee what was that discussion ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Earlier that day I had received what I considered to be
at the time a most peculiar telephone call from a man who identi
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fied himself as either Mr. Rivers or Mr. John Rivers, in which he
mentioned terms such as "the writer, ' "the writer's wife, ' "what's
the script going to cost," things of that nature. Because of my
experience in the past representing, clients. affluent clients in
certain cases in which blackmail attempts had been made, I hung up
on him and would not talk to him.

At the meeting that I had with Mr. Mardian—I might add here for
completeness that this is the first time that I had ever had a
discussion with Mr. Mar(lian. Mr. Parkinson, and Mr. O'Brien in my
life. I might have met Mr. Mardian once to say hello to him. hut I did
not know these individuals.

In any event, during the course of that conversation. either Mr. O
Brien or myself alluded to a peculiar telephone call that we had
received from Mr. Rivers. I do not specifica]ly recall whether Mr.
O'Brien mentioned it first Or I mentioned it first. but that
conversation was alluded to during my meeting on July 6.

Mr. I)OAR. And you related, then, the fact that you had had the call
tile night before ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No; I believe it was that morning that I received the
cal l .

Mr. DOAR. Excuse me, that morning.

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. What, if anything, was said by the other participants in
that meeting about this particular subject ?

Mr. BITTMAN. There was not much discussion at all. It is just that
there was mentioned about the peculiarity of these strange
telephone calls, and it seemed rather coincidental that Mr. O'Brien
had(l also received one, as well as myself.

Mr. DOAR. At that meeting, did you indicate to Mr. Mardian and Mr.
Parkinson and MI. O'Brien who you understood Mr. Hunt was employed
by ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I indicated at that meeting that I understood that Mr.
Hunt was working for Mr. Liddy.



Mr. DOAR. Did you indicate who you understood Mr. Liddy was working
for ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir, I didn't know.

Mr. DOAR. Did Mr. Mardian OI' Mr. Parkinson indicate who Mr.— that
they knew Mr. Liddy ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, in view of the fact that Mr. I,iddy s name, I
believe, had been in the paper—I am not even sure about that—I am
sure they indicated to me that they knew who Mr. Liddy was. Mr.
Liddy had been the general counsel of the Finance Committee to
ReElect the President, so they certainly knew who he was.

Mr. DOAR. Well, are you telling the committee that they did or did not
acknowledge that Mr. Liddy was an employee of the (committee to
Re-Elect the President or the Finance committee ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't recall anything specifically being mentioned,
but I am sure as I can be that they acknowledged that they knew who
Mr. Liddy was.

Mr. DOAR. Now, later that day, did you receive a call from Mr.
Parkinson with respect to Mr. Rivers ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir, I did.
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Mr. DOAR. Will you tell the members of the committee the substance

of that call ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. Well, as I recall, it was a telephone call to my home

that evening of July 6, 1972. It u as a very short telephone call in
which
Mr. Parkinson told me that Mr. Rivers, in substance, was OK to talk

to.

Mr. DOAR. Mr. Parkinson being the same Mr. Parkinson that was

at the meeting with Mr. Mardian and Mr. O'Brien
Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir, that is correct. I had been informed at that

time that Mr. Parkinson and Mr. O'Brien had been retained by the
CRP to represent it in connection with the civil cases that had been
filed by the Democratic Party. And I might say both of them, to my
knowledge, even though I had not met them before, had excellent

reputations, and to my knowledge, still do.

Mr. DOAR. So that Mr. Parkinson told you that it was OK to talk to

Rivers ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. What did you conclude that that meant ? As an experi

enced lawyer ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, experience was not very helpful with the unique

ness of some of these events that transpired, I don't—because some
of

them were very unusual.

In analyzing the initial conversation that I had with Mr. Rivers, in



which he mentioned "What's the script going to cost," the fact that
Mr. Parkinson told me it is OK to talk to Mr. Rivers, I will have to
speculate here, but the thought certainly could have entered my mind
that this was a representative of a defense fund that was contacting
me

to find out what my legal retainer would be.

I am speculating that that thought went through my mind at the

time.

Mr. DOAR. Had anything been said about a defense fund ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I had a conversation with my client. There were other
events that had taken place which I was aware of.

Mr. DOAR. Had there been any publicity about a defense fund ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Not that I know of.

Mr. DOAR. And did Mr. Rivers call you that night ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I believe he did, yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. When he called you, did he say anything about a defense

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. DOAR. What did he say ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't recall exactly what language he used, but the
essence of it was what I would want as a retainer in connection
with the case. And either at that conversation or during that
conversation or at a later conversation, I indicated to him that I
thought a 825,000 retainer would be appropriate.

Mr. DOAR. And did you know at that time who Mr. Rivers had been
referring to in his earlier conversation when he referred to "the
writer" ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, since Mr. Hunt has written many hooks, I am sure
I speculated that when he was referring to the writer, he was
referring to Mr. Hunt.
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Mr. DOAR. And the writer's wife, then, was Mrs. Hunt ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. And what the script would cost—did you
Mr. BITTMAN. In interpolating what that meant, I. after Mr. Parkin
son called me, I interpreted that to mean what legal fees I felt
would

be appropriate.

Mr. DOAR. Was this $25,000 retainer paid ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. And how was it paid ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I received a telephone c all in the middle of the after
noon on July 7 at my office. I was told by MI. Rivers that he had an en
velope downstairs in the lobby on top of the telephone books. could I

come dow n and pick it up.

Mr. I)OAR. Let me ask you there, in connection with your work as an
attorney, had you ever received, in your practice, a payment of a

retainer or attorney's fees in that fashion that time ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I had received retainers in cash before.

Mr. DOAR. That isn't the question I asked you, Mr. Bittman. I asked

you if you had ever received a retainer in that fashion before.

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. DOAR. And describe—as I understand your testimony to be, Mr.
Rivers said that there would be an envelope downstairs for you to
pick

up?

Mr. BIT]TMAN. Yes, sir.



Mr. OOAR. And did he tell you where the envelope would be?

Sir. BITTMAN. On top of the telephone books.

Mr. DOAR. And what floor Mr. BITTMAN. The phones which were
immediately outside the ele
vator bank.

Mr. DOAR. And what floor is your office on?

Sir. BITTMAN. The sixth floor.

Mr. I)OAR. Did he ask you to identify yourself in any way?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. DOAR. Did he give you any instructions about how to go down

and pick up the money?

Mr. BITTMAN. No! sir.

Mr. DOAR. And what did you say to him?

Mr. BITTMAN. I told him I would be down to pick up the envelope.

Mr. I)OAR. And what did you do?

Mr. BITTMAN. I went down and picked up the envelope.

Mr. I)O\R. Was anybody there?

Mr. BITTMAN. I did not see anybody.

Mr. DOAR. And was the envelope sealed or unsealed?

Mr. BITTMAN. It was sealed.

Mr. DOAR. Was the envelope—did it have any writing on it?

Mr. BITTMAN. Not that I can recall.

Mr. DOAR. Were there any other people in the lobby of your office



building at that time?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't recall seeing anybody there at the time, Mr.

Doar.

Mr. DOAR. How long a time would you say elapsed from the time
you got the call from Mr. Rivers until you went down to the lobby

of your building and picked up this envelope?
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Mr. BITTMAN. I am sure it was within a matter of minutes.

Mr. DOAR. What, then, did you do with this money?

Mr. BITTMAN. I took it back to my office and opened it.

Mr. DOAR. What did you find?

Mr. BITTMAN. I found $25,000 in cash.

Mr. DOAR. What kind of bills?

Mr. BITTMAN. Principally hundred dollar bills and I do have a

recollection of some $50 bills.

Mr. DOAR. New bills or old bills?

Mr. BITTMAN. Old bills.

Mr. DOAR. And what did you do with this money?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, my secretary and I counted it. I then called

a member of my law firm's executive committee and explained the
circumstances of the unusual receipt of this money to him. We then
called the office manager, because it was late in the day on Friday,
and
asked him to immediately go to Riggs Bank to deposit it into a
special account. I then had a meeting with my firm's executive com
mittee concerning the circumstances of the receipt of the money and

the way in which it was delivered.

Mr. DOAR. Now, did you continue to represent Mr. Hunt in con

nection with various matters throughout the months of July, August,

September, October 1972?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir. There were numerous activities on a daily

basis that involved Mr. Hunt and his wife in both the criminal case



and the civil case.

Mr. DOAR. And is it fair to say that you conferred with the counsel

for the Committee to Re-Elect the President in connection with civil
suits in which both Mr. Hunt was a defendant and the Committee to

Re-Elect the President w as a defendant ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir. I had numerous such conferences.

Mr. DOAR. And did you participate actively in the defense of those

cases ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, I did.

Mr. DOAR. And did you keep records of the time you spent on this

retainer, on this particular assignment that you had in representing

Mr. Hunt ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. Did you receive—you received further payment for your

services, is that fair to say ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. Could you briefly indicate to the committee just what was

your or your firm's total fees for representing Mr. Hunt and for what

period of time ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Through the end of March 1973, my firm was paid

$156,000 and if my recollection is correct, we had approximately
3,600
hours in connection with representation of Mr. and Mrs. Hunt in

criminal and civil cases.



Mr. DOAR. How was this money.

Mr. BITTMAN. $110,000 was paid to the firm by check and $446,000

was paid in cash.

Mr. DOAR. Now, you have told us about $26,000 having been paid in

cash. Could you relate to the committee how the other $20,000 was

paid in cash ?
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Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir. If my recollection is correct, on October 13,
1972, I received a telephone call at my office. He asked if I would be
there. I indicated to the caller that I would be. It is my recollection
that the call was from Mr. Rivers, although I understand from
subsequent testimony that it was a man who identified himself as
Mr. Baker. I don't have a clear recollection who it was.

I was told that an envelope would be delivered to the sixth floor
receptionist and would I give that envelope to Mr. Hunt and I
indicated that I would. I received a telephone call from the
receptionist indicating to me that an envelope had been turned over
to her. She delivered it to me. I called Mr. Hunt, who either made a
special trip downtown or, in connection with another pending
matter, was going to come downtown; I just don't recall.

He came to my office. I gave him the sealed envelope. He opened the
envelope in my presence. It contained $20,000 in cash. He and I
counted the money.

Mr. DOAR. New bills or old bills ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Old bills. He then turned the money over to me and told
me to apply it to his attorney's fees. I then called the office
manager, gave the money to him, and told him to deposit it into the
firm account.

Mr. DOAR. No Now when Mr. Rivers or Mr. Baker called you and spoke
to you about the delivery of moneys to you for attorney's fees, can
you tell me whether or not they indicated on either occasion, Mr.
Rivers on the first, Mr. Baker on the second, what the source of those
funds were ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. DOAR. And did you ask what the source of the funds were?

Mr. BITTMAN. I did not.

Mr. DOAR. When you met with your managing partner on July 6 and
gave him the $2S,000

Mr. BI TTMAN. It was on July 8.



Mr. DOAR. Excuse me, on July 7, did you indicate to him the source of
the funds ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I indicated to my firm's entire executive committee
that it was my opinion that the money was coming from a defense
fund that was set up by prominent Republicans. and that was my
feeling at that time, and that continued to be my feeling until
various witnesses testified before the Senate Watergate Committee.

Mr. DOAR. And what was the basis of that feeling?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, there were several bases to that feeling. No. 1, at
the time that I was retained to represent Mr. Hunt I had been
recommended by a prominent lawyer from Los Angeles and most of
the legal work that I perform is based on referral by major law
firms, that F. L. Bailev's firm had already been involved in the case
on behalf of Mr. McCord Mr. Henry Rothblatt from New York City had
already been retained to represent the Cuban Americans, and
certainly this seemed to be rather unusual legal talent to represent
individuals in this kind of a case.

In addition. 
 of the enormous publicity that surrounded the filing of the lawsuit
by the Democrats against the Republicans, and
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the fact that it had become a major campaign issue, and based on
conversations with my client, it seemed imminently reasonable to
me that this money emanated from a defense fund.

Mr. DOAR. Were you aware or did you know of any publicity to the
effect that there was a defense fund organized to provide attorneys'
fees for your client ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. DOAR. And can you tell me whether you had seen or anybody had
told you about the existence of such a defense fund?

Mr. BITTMAN. I had conversation with my client. Other than that I do
not recall anybody indicating to me that such a defense fund existed.
This was my feeling based on the circumstances that I was aware of
at the time.

Mr. DOAR. Can you tell me whether it occurred to you or not that this
defense fund might be the Committee To Re-Elect the President?

Mr. BITTMAN. I had discussion with my partners, Mr. Doar, about that
possibility. And I might say that after discussing it in detail, the
thought of this money coming from either the White House or the
CRP appeared to us to be preposterous in view of the reporting
requirements that the CRP had and that the amounts paid would have
to be reported, and in view of the numerous public statements that
the White House and the CRP had issued about the fact that they had
no knowledge and no involvement in the Watergate case.

It just seemed to be preposterous that this money could possibly
have come from either of those sources.

Mr. DOAR. But did you make any inquiry from Mr. Parkinson as to the
source of the funds ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I did not.

Mr. DOAR. Did you make any inquiry from Mr. O'Brien as to the source
of the funds ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I did not.



MI. I)O.AR. Did you make any inquiry of Mr. Mardian as to the source of
the funds ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I only had one conversation with Mr. Mardian and legal
fees were not discussed.

Mr. DOAR. You knew at that time, and you have told us that your
client knew Charles Colson ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes. sir. I was informed that he had been hired by Mr.
Colson.

Mr. DOOR. I)id you make any inquiries of Mr. Colson as to the source
of these funds ?

Mr. BITT.~~fAN. No, sir. The first time I spoke with Mr. Colson in my
life was on December 9* 1972. and that related to the death of
I)orothx Hunt on l)ecember 8* 1972, a crash of a United Airlines
flight into Chicago. I called Mr. Colson's office on December 9
knowing that he had been a close friend of the family and indicated
to his secretary that I thought Mr. Colson would want to be informed
of that information.

Mr. Colson returned the call and indicated the condolences of a close
friend. Also he expressed concern that Mr. Hunt might commit
suicide, and that is the first time I have ever spoken with Mr.
Charles Colson in my life.

41-574 O - 74 - 2
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Mr. DOAR. Did you know what position Mr. Colson held at the White
House ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. What was that position ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Special assistant to the President, special counsel to
the President, or some such title.

Mr. DOAR. Did you have any knowledge or were you aware of any other
of the members of the White House staff, were you acquainted with
any of the other members of the White House staff at that time e

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir. I don't believe I have ever spoken to Mr.
Haldeman, Mr. Ehrlichman, Mr. Nixon or Mr. Dean in my life.

Mr. DOAR. And you then made no inquiries at the White House as to
the source of these funds ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. DOAR. Now, how was the money—you have indicated that
subsequent to the payment of cash, $46,000 in cash that came to
you, the balance was paid by check ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. Did your firm, following the receipt of the $46,000 adopt a
policy with respect to acceptance of cash money in this particular
case ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir. The policy developed by the firm was that they
had no policy against the receipt of cash as legal fees as long as it
came from Mr. Hunt. Notwithstanding that, the remaining $110,000
in legal fees was paid by check.

Mr. DOAR. Now, can you tell me whether or not in November of 1972
you were aware of the fact that Mr. Hunt -was in touch with Charles
Colson ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I was aware that he had a telephone call with Mr.
Colson approximately that time, but I was not aware of the specifics



of that telephone call, and did not learn the specifics of that
telephone call until some time in April or May of 1973 in connection
with the grand jury proceedings in which I was representing Mr.
Hunt.

Mr. DOAR. Now, during the time that you represented Mr. Hunt, did
there come occasions or times when envelopes were delivered to you
either at your office, at your home, following calls by Mr. Rivers or
Mr. Baker for delivery to Mr. Hunt ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir. I received well over 100 envelopes for Mr.
Hunt.

Mr. DOAR. From Mr. Rivers or Mr. Baker?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, I am trying to complete it, they were delivered to
my home, sent to my home, delivered or sent to my office, I received
some from the prosecutors, I received some from the Senate
committee, but as a result of telephone calls from an individual who
identified himself as Mr. Baker on three or four occasions envelopes
were delivered to my home.

Mr. DOAR. Did you ever say in your conversations with Mr. Baker,
"Well who are you ? "

Mr. BITTMAN. That certainly is a very logical thing that I would say,
and perhaps I did, but I don't recall it. But, it certainly sounds like
something I would say.
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Mr. DOAR. Do you have any idea, any recollection now that Mr. Baker
indicated who he was ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Other than saying he was Mr. Baker and asking me if I
would deliver an envelope to Mr. Hunt, I don't recall any other
conversation that I ever had with him.

Mr. DOAR. Is it a fair inference for the committee to conclude that
you realized that the names Mr. Rivers and Mr. Baker were fictitious
?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, I assume that they conclude that.

Mr. DOAR. No; but you, you concluded, not what they concluded, but
what you concluded ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Mr. Doar, I didn't know. Certainly the thought entered
my mind that these were fictitious names. I was representing a man
who for 2) years of his adult life had been in covert activities on
behalf of this Government, a man who felt his home telephone was
wiretapped, a man who felt he was under surveillance, a man who
felt there was a mail cover on all of his mail at home. It was a very
unusual representation, and I am sure a number of things from time
to time came into my mind.

Mr. DOOR. Well, all I asked you about was what came into your mind,
whether or not it occurred to you at the time or the thought crossed
your mind that these two persons who identified themselves as Mr.
Rivers and Mr. Baker were using fictitious names?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir. The thought I am sure entered my mind.

Mr. I)O~R. Did you make any investigation to ascertain their actual
identity ?

Mr. BITTMAN . I did not. Once Mr. Parkinson, in my opinion, vouched
for Mr. Rivers, I made no further inquiry.

Mr. DOAR. Now, with respect to these three or four envelopes that
were delivered to you by Mr. Baker, can you tell us the time and the
occasion and the circumstances of those deliveries ?

Mr. BITTMAN. The procedures, to the best of my recollection, were



always identical. And that is, I would receive a telephone call some
time in the evening asking me if I would be home. He would be
identified as Mr. Baker asking me whether or not I would deliver an
env elope to Mr. Hunt. During that conversation I would be given a
specific time that an envelope would be delivered in the mail box
asking me if I woul d pick it up and deliver it to Mr. Hunt.

In all such instances I did receive the envelope. I never opened the
envelope. I would bring it into my home. I would call Mr. Hunt,
usually the next morning. He would come to the home, to my home,
either that morning or the next morning or what have you and pick it
up, and that is pretty much what happened.

Mr. DOAR. Do I understand that—did you make the suggestion that
these envelopes be left in the mailbox ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir. I never made such a suggestion.

Mr. DOAR. Who made the suggestion ?

Mr. BITTMAN. The individual who telephoned me, who I understand is
Fred LaRue.

Mr. DOAR. But it was—he identified himself as Mr. Baker ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. Now, did you know what was in the envelope?
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Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. DOAR. When you went out to the mailbox and took out these
envelopes, did you examine them ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I did not.

Mr. DOAR. Well, you carried them into the house with you ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I did.

Mr. DOAR. Was it a thick, bulky package, or a thin, ordinary lettersize
en velope ?

Mr. BITTMAN. To the best of my knowledge, it was a regular manila
envelope, that for one reason or another did not appear to me to be
really bulky. Certainly hindsight is a wonderful thing. but at the time
it didn't really make much difference to me because I delivered
hundreds of envelopes to Mr. Hunt. and maybe I should have been
alerted to the rather peculiar nature of these deliveries. but I did
not.

Mr. DOAR. Well, you have said several times this morning about the
delivery of 100 envelopes to Mr. Hunt.

Sir. BITTMAN. Yes. sir.

Mr. DOAR. But I w ant to be sure there is no misunderstanding, and in
fairness to you, Mr. Bittman the number of envelopes that you
delivered following calls from people who you didn't know that gave
you names and arranged to not deliver the letter to you. or the
envelope to you personally, but leave it in your mailbox, there weren
t 100 of those?

Mr. BITTMAN. There were not.

Mr. DOAR. As a matter of fact that kind of delivery were only
deliveries that you got from Mr. Baker, that kind ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That's correct.

Mr. I)OAR. That's fair isnt it?



Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, it is.

Mr. I)(>AR. Did you realize when you passed on this envelope to l!~~fr
Hunt that there was money in it ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I did not.

Mr. DOAR. Did you know whether or not money was coming to Mr. Hunt
for his personal use. and the use of other defendants in the case ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, of course, I was aware of the July 7 and October
13 deliveries. I was aware—I don't recall the dates, October or
November, or September and October, that legal fees and living
expenses had been paid to the defendants

Mr. I)OAR. Well, you have referred to being aware of the fact that
money was being received by the defendants throughout the summer
and fall of 1972.

Mr. BITTMAN'. We]], you say throughout. I don't know if it was
throughout. I do recall receiving two memos from Dorothy Hunt
which indicated that such payments for legal fees and living
expenses had been made.

Mr. DOAR. Mr. Chairman, I think it probably would facilitate the
examination—these two memos are in the notebooks—but we have
made copies and if I could show these to the witness and have them
marked at Bittman exhibits No. 1 and No. 2, and then distribute them
to the committee at the same time, I think the questioning would be
facilitated.



The CHAIRMAN. That will be all right, and they will be so marked.

Mr. BITTMAN. I might state that these two memos were turned over
by me to the Special Watergate Prosecutor's Office, without anyone
at the Special Watergate Prosecutor's Office even having knowledge
of their existence, so I am familiar with the documents.

Mr. DOAR. If I could ask Mr. Garrison to mark the September 19 memo
as Bittman exhibit No.. 1 and the October 2 memo as Bittman exhibit
No. 2.

The CHAIRMAN. Please proceed, Mr. Doar.

Mr. DOAR. Mr. Bittman, have you had a chance to examine the exhibits
that have been marked exhibits 1 and 2 ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. And could you identify for the record please 2

Sir. BITTMAN. These two memos were handed Hunt at my home on or
about the dates they bear.

Mr. DOAR. I would like to ask that these two be record.

The CHAIRMAN. They will be so designated.

[The documents referred to as Bittman exhibits No. 1 and No. 2
follow.]

those two exhibits,

to me by Dorothy

made a part of the

[Bittman Exhibit No. 1]
September 19, 1972.
Memorandum to: Mr. William O. Bittman
From: Dorothy Hunt
Re: Contact made on above date and distribution on same date

I received a call from Mr. Rivers at noon on the above date and
arranged to pick up what he "was able to scrape up on such notice." I
asked the amount and was told $53,500. I then asked what



distribution was to be made and was told that it was up to me. but
that I would be accountable at our next conversation. I informed Mr.
Rivers that Mr. Liddy had telephoned me the previous night and
informed me that since he would be in court on the 19th, he would
appreciate it if I could handle any contact for him.

Mr. Rivers said he had not arranged anything about Mr. Liddy (a fact I
am not going to pass on to Mr. Liddy as I feel it will anger him), and
asked me to spread the $53,500 out to include Mr. Liddy and his
attorney as well as Mr. McCord. He concluded that he would be in
touch with me again when he could and repeated that this amount
was all he was able to scrape up on such short notice. I thanked him.

Distribution as follows:

Mr. Barker for Mr. Rothblatt_ _
Mr. McCord for Mr. Bailey_ ___
Mr Liddy for Mr. Marlius-----

~~.. . .,, for, ..
Mr. Barker for two assistants to Mr. Rothblatt_____
__________________
Mr. Liddy for compensation of 2 months salary_____________
_______
Mr. Liddy for bail
_________________________________________________
Mr. Hunt for
bail__________________________________________________
Mr. Barker for travel for 4 persons from
Miami__________________ __
Mr. Barker for Mr. de Felipe for attorney and
expenses_____________

Total ___.

_ $13,000

 _ 13,1,00

13, 000
5,000
5, 000
1, 000
1, 000



1, 000
1,500
53, 500
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[Indistinct document retyped by House Judiciary Committee staff.]

[Bittman Exhibit No. 1A]

}.g9>:~~~J\^~~~DUM "> Mr. :.+i11ia;-. fJ i?-Lctrzziln

 FROM: Dorothy Hunt. ~~~.0s~~~~~~,\* /

RE: Contact made on above date and distribution on sa--.e date

I received a call from ?!r. Ri-~~~ers at noon on the above date and
arranged to pick'.< U? what he a:25 able to _xUp on such snort
notice". I as'-ced •he a;^.ount ar.d w25 toid $53J500. @ t'nen zsked
~~~what distribution -W~~~as to be made a.-.:l was tOla that it
az2s t~~~S to me, sout that I t4auld be adcour.t.>D at ooXr ne:et
conversation. I inform_d bL—. Rivers o~~~.E!t I£~~~r, bis haa
talenhoned ne the previous night and inform.eg m..e tnze si] he
sfould.De in court or .;ee 19th, ne zzoul;- 2cg-eci2te lt if COuld
handle any contact fo- him......

s:~~~r. ~~~~~~iv2rs S?.'d ;-e 'ned no_ a.-^aeged any.hirg _=?:t'-Nr.
JJidd~~~..(a -act A an .~~~ot so-.g to pa.s O.1 to tir. tsdd.-.2S:: feel
ie .| ~~~ill -t.ger hic.,, an8. as';e_ rze to 39reE!t the $53,S03 . Out to
in_lude •.}. b'' n'! 2;1i h- s ztto-ney 25 'fe- 1 as wfwr, T ~~~_< Be
concluAed 'hat •.e ~~~.:eu'd be in touc:5 4;ith pef •g2iT' li. e- ke
cofld _..~~~ reSeated .t:-at t:his a-..^unt t;:as al 2 'b'25 2~~~-e @ to
5C U,p,Oh SUG' s;ha-. .-_~~~ ice. I ch ~~~n-:e^ Ai2,

Distribusion a. ~~~-0'10'.i3:

t13,030 to :1=. Blr;:_-- f .r i -. Zo_:5.>l;-.te $1~~~J0nM!S to •:~~~
...ZD: . fo= *-.—. B ~~~' l_y

$13,30.. to :'~. .,.-.S "-. f-~~~r ;;r. i:a-: us

S 1 ,.~~~S,.,- tC: > .t .

45s, i.. )
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[Indistinct document retyped by House Judiciary Committee staff]

October 2, 1972.

Memorandum to: Mr. William O. Bittman
From: Dorothy Hunt
Subject: Accounting of Monies Received

In July, I received and paid out the following amounts:

Bail money for Frank
Sturgis________________________________________ $5, 000
Income replacement James McCord 15, 000
Bail at $4,000 each for Messrs Barker, Martinez and
Gonzales________ 12, 000
Income replacement for Mr. Barker_______________
________________ 6, 000
Income replacement for Mr.
Sturgis________________________________ 4, 000
Income replacement for Mr. Hunt and Mrs.
Hunt______________________ 30, 000
Income replacement for Mr.
Martinez________________________________ 3, 000
Income replacement for Mr.
Gonzalez________________________________ 3, 000
Under table bail money for Mr.
Barker________________________________ 10, 000

NOTE—Income replacement was for a period of July-Nov.

In August, I gave Mr. Barker a total of $3,000 for expenses of travel
for him

self and others and for telephone expenses, and for interest paid on
pawning of wife's jewelry.

In other words, I received a total of $88,000 and have paid out
$91,000 (using

the final $3,000 from my own funds)

You already have an accounting of the $53,500 received on
September 19th.



[Bittman Exhibit No. 2]

[Bittman Exhibit No.2A]

October. 2, 1972

MEMORANDUM:antlu:at to: MR. WILLIAM:nt O. Bittman}

Fro,zt: Dorothy hunt:

Subject: Accounting.~~ of Monies Received

Ax July I received and pa d out the following amounts:

$5, 000

31 A, 000
$12,000

S 6,000
$ 4,000
S30,000
$ 3,000
$ 3,000
$10,000

Bail money for Frank.'s Sturgis Income replacement James McCord
Bail at $4,000 each for.;e3srs.

Barker, Martinez and Gonzalez
Income replacement for Mr.. Barker
Income replacement for Mr, Sturgis
Income replacement for Mr.. Hunt and Mrs.Hunt
Income replacement for:lr.ttartinez
Income replacement for Mr. Gonzalez

 , Under table Dail.^ oney.:forI=. Barkk:'~~:e

{Note: Income replacement;was for a period o .:July~~No^^}

In.Xus63~~,;I:gave,lir; Barker a total of $3,000 for expenses

of travel for himself and others and for telephone expenses,



>-9 for interest paid on pawning of wife's jewelry.

In other:sriords, I received a total of $3SJ000 and have paid out
$91,000 (using the final $3,000 from my own-funds

Yost already have an accounting..g O_ the $53,000 received on
September 19th.



Mr. DOAR. Now, at some time during your representation of Mr. Hunt
you had a conversation a first conversation with Charles Colson ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes sir on December:9~~ ;972.

Mr. DO AR at that time do you know what Mr. Colson's employment
was t ; ~ :¢ q - <

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes,slr.

Mr. DOAR. -And what was it ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Special counsel to the President special assistant to
the President, something of that nature.

Mr. I)OAR. Now, as I understand it, Mr. Bittman, you talked to Mr.
Colson on the 9th of December 1972

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. DOAX. Did you place that call ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. And what was the purpose of calling Mr. Colson ?

Mr. BITTMAN. To inform Mr. Colson that Mrs. Hunt had been killed the
day before in Chicago.

Mr. DOAR. Did you do that at anyone's direction ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir .

Mr. DOAR. Did you talk to Mr. Colson as a result of that conversation
?

Mr. BITTMAN. I initially put the call in and talked to his secretary,
and subsequently he returned the call.

MI. DOAR. And what was the extent of the conversation ?

Mr. BITTMAN. He was shocked. He was very concerned about the
effect it would have upon both Howard Hunt and the children, and
expressed deep concern that Mr. Hunt might commit suicide.



Mr. DOAR. Now, when did you next have any contact with Mr.

Mr. BI TTMAN. January 3,1973.

Mr. DOAR. Prior thereto did you learn that Mr. Hunt had written a
letter to Mr. Colson ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't know if I did or not. I was out of town when the
letter was written but I did find out eventually that on December 31,
1972, Mr. Hunt had written a letter to Mr. Colson and asked Mr.
Colson to see me.

Mr. DOAR. Well], what was the circumstances of the meeting on
January 3 ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I was out of town with my family from I)ecember 22
until late in the evening on January 2. I returned to my office early
on January 3. There was a conference of attorneys before Judge
Sirica. I then had a conference with the prosecutors. I then returned
to my office and there was a conference. of all attorneys
representing the defendants in the case and the trial at that time
was scheduled to begin on January 8.

At sometime after I had returned to my office I received a telephone
call from Mr. Colson's office indicating that he would see me.
Needless to say, I was rather surprised because I had not asked to
see him.

Then I called Mr. Hunt and had a conversation with him inquiring
generally as to why he wanted me to see Mr. Colson. Pursuant to that
conversation I then met with Mr. Colson.

Mr. DOAR. Now, do I understand you correctly that this set the
chronology ?
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Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. This was 5 days before the criminal case in the U.S.
District Court for the District of Columbia before Judge Sirica was
about to start ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, that's correct. Of course, I had learned, Mr. Doar,
just to be fair, that approximately almost 3, 4 weeks earlier that
Mr. Hunt would not go to trial then and would plead guilty because of
the death of his wife, and I had numerous conversations with the
prosecutors concerning the possible severance, continuance and/or
plea of guilty, so this was an established fact when I met with Mr.
Colson on January 3, and this is one of the items that Mr. Hunt asked
me to discuss with Mr. Colson.

Mr. DOAR. Did you have a discussion with Mr. Colson on January 3
with respect to Mr. Hunt's employment at the White House ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. What did Mr. Colson say to you about that ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, he indicated that he had known Howard Hunt
because of the Brown University Alumni Association meeting. I
believe that's what it is. I am not absolutely certain, that when he
learned that Mr. Hunt had left the CIA and joined Mullen & Co. that
from time to time the two of them would have lunch together. And at
some point Mr. Colson thought that he could perform a valuable
service to the White House and asked Mr. Hunt to work for the White
House.

He indicated that Mr. Hunt was involved in matters such as
narcotics, numerous special projects. I think one of the items that
seems to be vivid in my mind is he mentioned Mr. Hunt had prepared a
very lengthy contingency report for the White House in the event
Fidel Castro died or was killed, and a number of miscellaneous
projects. I did have that general discussion with Mr. Colson who
indicated that he was responsible for the White House hiring Mr.
Hunt as a special consultant.

Mr. DOAR. Did he indicate that Mr. Hunt worked for him ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, he worked for him for part of the time and then



Mr. Hunt was involved for other individuals in the White House. He
did not indicate that he worked for him directly during Mr. Hunt's
entire tenure.

Mr. DOAR. Did he indicate what other individuals Mr. Hunt worked for
in the White House ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't recall that discussion.

Mr. DOAR. Did he indicate when he was, when his services were
terminated by the White House ?

Mr. BITTMAN. He indicated to me that Mr. Hunt's services were
terminated the end of March 1972. And I told him that was
inconsistent with the information that I had.

Mr. DOAR. What did Mr. Colson say ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, this related, to put it into context a discussion
about the motion to suppress that I had fi]ed in which the
Government endeavored to justify the break-in of Mr. Hunt's safe on
the grounds that Mr. Hunt had abandoned the property and, therefore,
they didn't need a search warrant.

I told Mr. Colson that I thought that that legal theory was prepos



terous and could not hold up, and that Mr. Hunt had given me the
names of a number of witnesses who could testify, and that he fre

uently used his office subsequent to late March 1972.

Mr. Colson informed me that notwithstanding that, if he were called
to the witness stand during a hearing, that he would testify that it
was his opinion that Mr. Hunt had been terminated in March 1972, and
that he had no knowledge of Mr. Hunt using the office, I guess it was
S-338 in the EOB.

Mr. DOAR. Did you ask Mr. Colson if he knew anything about the
breakin to Mr. Hunt's safe ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, to try

Mr. DOAR. Just answer that question if you could.

Mr. BITTMAN. We discussed the break-in of the safe. To the best of
my knowledge Mr. Colson indicated to me that he had no specific
knowledge about the break-in of the safe. He certainly did not seem
to be familiar with either the motion to suppress that I had filed
back in October or the defense that the Government or the opposition
to my motion that the Government had filed a couple of weeks after
that.

Mr. DOAR. Well, I would like you to be as precise as you can within
your recollection with respect to the discussion you had with Mr.
Colson about Howard Hunt's safe in the Executive Office Building in
the White House.

Mr. BITTMAN. I do not recall Mr. Colson telling me anything which
indicated to me at that time that he had any specific knowledge
about the break-in of the safe.

Mr. DOAR. And do you recall, did you ask him specifically about that ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I am not sure that I did. but we discussed the breakin
of the safe, but from the tenor of the conversation it certainly
seemed clear to me that he had no such knowledge. And I might also
state certainly there wasn't any indication in the papers that the
Government had filed concerning the break-in of the safe that Mr.
Colson was in any way involved, so that didn't surprise me.

Mr. DOAR. I)id Mr. Colson give you any indication where you might go



to get the information about the break-in of the safe ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir. He suggested I talk to John Dean.

Mr. DOAR. And did you do that ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. DOAR. Did you know John Dean ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir. I don't know him today.

Mr. DOAR. Now, did you meet again on the following day with Mr.

Mr. BITTMAN. I did.

Mr. DOAR. Let me ask you this, and just go back again, Mr. Bittman,
when Mr. Colson suggested you talk to Mr. Dean, what did you say to
Mr. Colson ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I indicated to him in substance that I did not care to
talk to Mr. Dean, that I heard that he was involved.

Mr. DOAR. And what did Mr. Colson say about that ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Nothing.

Mr. DOAR. Now, on the next day—did that terminate the conversation
?



23

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, I also discussed other matters with Mr. Colson
such as certain pension problems that MI. Hunt had. The Government
had conducted some legal research and whether or not they could
revoke Mr. Hunt's annuity from the CIA. which Mr. Hunt was very
concerned about. Mr. Hunt asked me to relay that to Mr. Colson.

And there was some red tape involving the transfer of the annuity of
the pension from the CIA to the White House. And(l I also told Mr.
Colson that Mr. Hunt wanted me to indicate to him that it was his
intention to plead guilty and the reasons why

Mr. DOAR. NOW, on the following day did you meet with Mr. Colson
again ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I did, sir.

Mr. DOAR. And who initiated that meeting ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Mr. I l Hunt asked me to see Mr. Colson again.

Mr. DOAR. And you had reported to Mr. Hunt about your conversation
with Mr. Colson between the time you met him on the 3d and the time
you called Mr. Colson on the 4th ?

Mr. BITTMAN Yes, sir-. I met with MI . Hunt at my home the evening of
January 3, and indicated to him the full substance of my dealing
with Mr. Colson.

Mr. DOAR. And you talked, you met Mr. Colson on the 3d in his office
at the White House ?

Mr. BITTMAN. At the EOB.

Mr. DOAR. At the EOB ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir. I don't recall the room number. It was on the
first floor.

Mr. DOAR. And tell us about your initiation of the call to Mr. Colson
on the 4th.

Mr. BITTMAN-. Well, all I can recall is that I placed a call to Mr.
Colson's secretary and asked Mr. Colson if he could see me that day. I



am sure subsequently someone called me and said that he could, and
that then I went to the E()B and I had another conversation with Mr.
Colson probably sometime late in the afternoon on January 4.

Mr. DOAR. And what w as the substance of that conversation ?

Mr. BITTMAN. We went into much more detail, or I did, with respect
to Howard Hunt's plea of guilty, and the fact that Howard Hunt was
very concerned about his children when he would go to jail? and he
was very concerned about the possibility of Judge Sirica giving him
a substantial sentence.

In view of the fact that his wife had been killed less than a month
earlier, he was terrified with the prospect of receiving a
substantial sentence. Mr. Colson indicated that he was a very close
dear friend of Howard Hunt, that if necessary he would take Howard
Hunt's children into his own home, that in his opinion it would be
outrageous if Judge Sirica would give him a substantial sentence
because of his own health problems, his family's health problems
and his service to the country, and because of the nature of the
offense.

And he told me to go back to Howard Hunt and to indicate to him that
he would always be a close friend of Howard Hunt's and that he
would do anything whatsoever to assist Howard Hunt as a friend,
whether he was in or out of the White House.

Mr. DOAR. Let me ask you this: prior to the time that Mr. Colson
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made that statement to you, I would like to ask you whether or not
you
had asked Mr. Colson what he could do if Hunt got a substantial

sentence ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I never asked him that sentence.

Mr. DOAR. YOU never did 2

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. DOAR. Words to that effect, in that substance ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I do not recall ever asking Mr. Colson what he could

do. I pointed out on behalf of my client the tremendous problems, and
I was very specific, with respect to his four children, three of which
had serious problems. And I went into great detail, and I went into
the
problems that Mr. Hunt had, Mr. Hunt's own personal problems, and
I did not ask Mr. Colson specifically what he could do. But, I did con
vey to him the fact that Howard Hunt wanted to know whether or
not if he received a substantial sentence from Judge Sirica, whether

or not he could help him in some way.

Mr. DOAR. And when you say he, you mean Charles Colson ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Oh, yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. Now, did you have any further conversation with Charles

Colson abut Howard Hunt ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I recall a telephone call that eventuated in a conver

sation with Mr. Colson sometime in the middle of January in which
he placed, and the conversation took place after Mr. Hunt had pled
guilty. He pled guilty in January or I should say the court permitted
him to plead guilty on January 11, 1973. Sometime thereafter Mr.
Colson called me, and I spoke with him, and he indicated that Mr.
Hunt



would appear on national television, the first time Mr. Hunt, to my
knowledge, had spoken to the press, and had made a short statement

on national television.

Mr. Colson indicated to me that he had observed Mr. Hunt on

television, that he thought he made a tremendous impression, and
that certainly many people would
be sympathetic with respect to his
situation. And he advised me to indicate to Mr. Hunt that it might
not be in his interest to continue talking to the press because of the

way that they had of distorting things.

I indicated to Mr. Colson that I didn't think that would be. a prob

lem, that I had  always advised Mr. Hunt not to talk to the press, and
that I did not think it was in his best interest. That was the
substance

of that conversation.

Mr. DOAR. NOW, did you have any further conversations with Mr.

Colson about your client; Mr. Hunt ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I know I had discussion with Mr. Colson later, and

I believe the substance of those conversations related to the Novem
ber 1972 conversation that Mr. Hunt had with Mr. Colson in preparing
Mr. Hunt for grand jury appearances. Mr. Hunt began
testifying before the Federal grand jury almost immediately after
he was sentenced on March 23. And I would determine in advance
of each grand jury appearance the areas in which the prosecutor
would ask Mr. Hunt questions. I would then have conversations with
Mr. Hunt, and I would also endeavor to determine independently
what other witnesses might testify to in order to refresh Mr. Hunt's

recollection.
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It was in that connection that I went to see Mr. Colson. This was

probably sometime in April or May of 1973. And I asked him? and
I probably spoke to him and his attorney David Shapiro. and I
asked them what, or asked Mr. Colson, what his recollection was of
the November 1972 conversation. because Mr. Hunt was going to be

asked about it, and had a very dim recollection of it.

And I was informed at that time! for the first time that the con

versation had been recorded. And I asked for a copy of the transcript.
I was given a copy of it, went back to see Mr. Hunt in jail and gave

it to him.

Mr. DO OR. And did you read it before. you gave it to him ?

Mr. BITT MX\N. Oh yes, I did.

Mr. DOAR. Now, did you have a conversation in the middle of March
with Mr. O'Brien with respect to Mr. Hunt ?

Mr. BITTM:AN. Yes, sir, I did.

Mr. DOAR. And can you fix the time of that conversation ?

Mr. BITTMAN. To the best of my recollection, it was March 16, 1973.

Mr. DOAR. What is the basis of your recollection ?

Mr. BITTMA:X. Notes that I have in my day book.

Mr. DOAR. What kind of notes and what kind of a day hook?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, I have Mr. Hunt in my office at 2 p.m. on March 16,
and that's the only way that I can fix the date of that meeting.

Mr. DOAR. For how long a period was Mr. Hunt in your office that day
?

Mr. BITTMAN. I believe it indicates approximately an hour.



Mr. DOAR. So, you have in your daybook MI. Hunt's being ill your office
on the 16th of March from 2 to 3 p.m ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Either 2, 2:45 or 2 to 3, yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. Can you tell the committee whether or not as a lawyer are
you a meticulous recordkeeper with respect to your appointments ?

MI. BITTMAN. No—well, it depends. This particular notation, Mr. DOAR,
says conference with Hunt, et cetera. So, if you asked me about that
particular conference I wasn't very meticulous. With respect to
other conferences I might be, depending on the tenor of each
conference.

Mr. DOAR. I am asking you whether that entry in your notebook, or
log, or daybook, or whatever you call it, was made in your usual
practice contemporaneous w ith the conference ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Mr. Doar, I have to answer that question in this way: It
depends how busy you are. If you can do it contemporaneously, you
do. But, there are many occasions in which I sit back in the evening,
and sometimes even the next morning to reconstruct what I did on a
particular day. I rec(mstructed all of my hours during the period of
time that I represented Mr. Hunt, and I was averaging 60 billable
hours a week for that entire period. That does not include many other
activities that I, professional activities in which I was engaged, and
so I would attempt to do it, you know, contemporaneously, but I can't
say, you know, I always did it.

Mr. DOAR. Mr. Bittman, all I am trying to find out is how confident
you are that Mr. Hunt was in your office on the 16th of March
between 2 and 2:45 ?
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Mr. BITTMAN. I am only confident because I am normally fairly
accurate in my making that kind of reference. I think I know what
you are driving at, because there is a discrepancy between the
testimony of David Shapiro who also has Howard Hunt in his office
at 2 on the same day. I cannot reconcile that discrepancy.

Mr. DOAR. Did you keep timesheets of your work for Mr. Hunt ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. Did you check the timesheets later to see whether they
showed

Mr. BITTMAN. My timesheets are—right from my daybook. They would
be absolutely consistent with my daybook. Everything goes into my
daybook, and then subsequently it is dictated to my secretary. But, I
dictate from my daybook, so whatever the computerized timesheets
would show, it would come directly from the daybook.

Mr. DOAR. The question was whether you looked at the timesheets,
checked them?

Mr. BITT}IAN. No, sir. I looked at my daybook.

Mr. DOAR. All right. Well now we have Mr. Hunt, according to your
testimony, in your office at 2 on the 16th ?

Bittman. Yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. Did you place a phone call to anyone on that occasion for
Mr. Hunt ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I did.

Mr. DOAR. And to whom did you call ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I called Paul O'Brien.

Mr. T)o.AR. And at whose request did you call Paul O'Brien ?

Mr. BITTMAN. At Mr . Hunt s request. I told Mr. O'Brien

Mr. DOAR. Wait a minute.



Mr. BITTMAN. Excuse me.

Mr. DOAR. You called MI . O'Brien at Mr. Hunt's request ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. Had you called Mr. O'Brien theretofore at Mr. Hunt's request
?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, I had many conferences with Mr. O'Brien.

Mr. DOAR. No the question is, had you called Mr. O'Brien at Mr. Hunt's
request before that particular time?

Mr. BITTMAN. The reason I am confused is because there was a time
approximately 2 or 3 weeks earlier than that that Mr. O'Brien had
met with Mr. Hunt in my office and I don't recall whether or not that
was inadvertent that Mr. O'Brien just happened to be there. or
whether or not I had called Mr. O'Brien, or Mr. O'Brien wanted to talk
to Mr. Hunt. But, I do recall there was an earlier meeting I believe in
February between the two of them at which I was not present where
there was a discussion concerning the possible testimony of Mr. Hunt
before a congressional committee.

Mr. DOAR. So at any rate, you called Mr. O'Brien. What did you say to
him ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I told him that Mr. Hunt was in my office, that he
wanted to talk to him.

Mr. DOAR. What did Mr. O'Brien say ?

Mr. BITTMAN. He thought about it, and he said he would be over. His
office was approximately a half a block from mine.
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Mr. DOAR. And at the time that you made that call Mr. Hunt was in
your office ?

Mr.Bittman. I believe he was

Mr. DOAR. And by that I mean in the same room that you were in 8

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't know for sure, but I believe he. was.

Mr. DOAR. And did Mr. O'Brien come over to the office ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. Yes; he did.

Mr. DOAR. And did you have a discussion with him ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes; I did.

Mr. DOAR. Was the discussion in Mr. Hunt's presence ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I believe it was.

Mr. DOAR. Can you tell the members of the committee what that
discussion was ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir. I am certain it was a very brief conversation
in which I would have told or told Mr. O'Brien that Mr. Hunt wanted to
talk to him because he was very concerned about the fact that
within a week he was going to go to jail, and that he was very
concerned about accumulating legal fees and living expenses that he
wanted to discuss with Mr. O'Brien and the two of them then had a
meeting in a vacant office in our office suite at which I was not
present.

Mr. DOAR. Did you suggest that the meeting—that they go into another
office and talk ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I doubt that.

Mr. DOAR. Well

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't; know who suggested it, but I customarily— that
would not be—that suggestion would not have been made by me.



Mr. DOAR. Well then, did anybody suggest that you should be ex cluded
from this meeting ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Mr. Doar. I can't answer that question. I just don't know
. All T know is I wasn't t pr esent at their meeting.

Mr. DOAR. And did you arrange for them to go into another office ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, i did.

Mr. T)OAR. How long were they gone ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I can only guess. My guess would be half an hour, 45
minutes. I just don't recall.

Mr. I)OAR. What do you remember next about that ?

Mr. BITTMAN. The two of them returned to my office. Again there was
a very brief discussion, Mr. O'Brien and Mr. i Hunt. Mr. Hunt informed
me, and I am a little cloudy as to whether or not Mr. O'Brien was
present or not but he could have been, so I will testify to the
conversation, that Mr. O Brien had suggested that he could not do

anything with respect to Mr Hunts attorneys fees and living expenses
and that he suggested that he contact his close friend. Charles
Colson. And he had suggested that Mr. Hunt write a memorandum to
Mr. Colson and Mr. Hunt did not feel that was appropriate. I was
asked to call Mr. Colson by Mr. Hunt.

Now, at what point Ml . O Brien was there or M as not there, I don't
know. But in any event, I called Mr. Colson's secretary informed the
secretary that Mr. Hunt wanted to talk to him. Either during that
conversation or in a callback conversation, I was informed,
probably—because I am not sure—by Mr. Colson's secretary tha/t Mr.
Colson did not feel it was appropriate to talk to Mr. Hunt, but Mr.
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Shapiro, his attorney, would. And I conveyed that information to Mr.

Hunt.

Mr. DOAR. Was that the first time that Mr. Colson had ever advised

you or his secretary that Mr. Colson didn't fee} it was appropriate
for

himtotalktoMr. Runt?

Mr. BRAN. This could have been alluded to on January 3 and 4,

that Mr. (Colson did not feel it was advisable to talk to Mr. Hunt,

but I am not sure.

Mr. DOAR. But it could have been—

Mr. BITTMAN. It certainly could have been.

Mr. DOAR. Now, did you get a call subsequent to that meeting on

the 16th from Mr. Baker ?

Mr. BTTTMAN. Certainly not immediately

Mr. DOAR. Not immediately there but subsequent to the meeting?

Ml. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. Can you tell the members of the committee when you

got that call ?

Mr. BITTMAN. To the best of my recollection, I would(l have received

a telephone call on the evening of March 21. but I cannot be positive.
It would have, again come around(l 9 or 10 o'clo(k, asking me if I
would deliver an envelope to Mr. Hunt. I said that I would. An en
ve]ope or envelopes was delivered to me that evening.

Mr. DOAR. How was it delivered ?



Mr. BITTMAN. In the mailbox

Mr. DOAR. Where is your mailbox located ?

Mr. BITTMAN. It is at the end of the driveway.

Mr. DOAR. About how far from your house?

Mr. BITTMAN. A hundred yards 75 yards. I don't know.

Mr. DOAR. Did you go out the 75 yards that evening and pick up

the envelope ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I did. I then called Mr. Hunt the next morning.

Mr. DOAR. Now, wait, before you got, to that. was this the same kind

of envelope or a different envelope ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I am not sure. I seem to recall that it was not the

same kind of envelope. I seem to recall that it was a different kind

of envelope.

Mr. DOAR. How different was it ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I have in the back of my mind that there were four

envelopes. No one has ever testified to that, but that is what my

recollection is. So I can only testify here what my recollection is.

Mr. DOAR. Did you feel the envelopes when you took them out of

the mailbox ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I had them in my hand. yes, sir.

Mr. I)OAR. Did you notice anything unusual about the envelopes?

Mr. BITTMAN. I did not.



Mr. DOAR. Did you realize that there was money in the envelopes ?

Mr. BITTMAN, I suspected there was. But I was not sure and did not

learn positively until Mr. Hunt,'s subsequent grand jury testimony,

at which I asked him a specific question.

Mr. DOAR. And what did you do with the envelopes ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Brought them into my home and called Mr. Hunt the

next morning and he came over to pick them up.
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Mr. DOAR. Was the call made by Mr. Baker after you picked up the
envelope to find out if you had gotten it?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't recall such a call. I mean I can't say that it
didn't happen, but I do not recall a conversation that I had after I had
obtained an envelope. I don't recall such a conversation, but 1 would
not want to say that it could not have happened.

Mr. DOAR. And you called MI . Hunt that night or the next morning ?
Mr. BITTM.~N. I called him the next morning.

Mr. DoAR. And what did you say to him ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I said I received a telephone call, Howard, and there is
an envelope here, or envelopes, whatever it was, would you come
over and pick them up.

Mr. DOAR. And did he ?

Mr. BITTMAN. He did.

Mr. I)OAR. And did you deliver that envelope to him ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I did.

Mr. I)OAR. What did he say at that time ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Nothing.

Mr. DOAR. Was the envelope opened in your presence?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. DEAR. Now, I have asked you about the total amount of your
attorney's fees, or the attorneys' fees of your friends in connection
with your representation of Mr. Hunt. I would like to ask you how has
your former law firm handled those fees? Did they handle those any
different than ordinary legal fees that came to the firm?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, initially, the $25; ()00 was put into a special
account. Approximately 2 months later, the special account was
transferred to the firm's regular account. The entire $1.56,000 was
handled through the firm's regular account, hut subsequently, the



firm put $156, 000 into an escrow account and that is where the
money is today.

Mr. OOAR. Can you fix the time ?

Mr. BITTMAN. It was probably sometime in August or September of
1973, well after the receipt of the latest legal fee.

MI . I-DOAR. Prior thereto, was the money taken into income ?

BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. VOAR. By the partners ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir; and tax paid on it.

Mr. DOAR. And tax paid on it. And the decision to do that was a
decision of the managing partners of the firm ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir; it was a partnership decision, in which the
partners voted to escrow that sum of money.

Mr. DOAR. That is all the questions I have, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. DONOHUE; presiding]. Mr. St. Clair.

Ml. ST. CLAIR. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Bittman, have you been interviewed by the staff of this
committee ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I have.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. For what period of time, approximately?

Mr. BITTMAN. A week ago Sunday I believe, I was interviewed by Mr.
I)oar, Mr. Jenner, and Mr. Nussbaum for approximately 3 or 4 hours,
on a Sunday.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Thank you.

41-574 O - 74 - 3
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Mr. BITTMAN. Then I was also interviewed the next evening by them
for several hours, which I believe was last Monday night, a week ago
Monday. I am sure if I am incorrect I hope they correct the record(l.
That is my r ecollection.

Air. ST. CLAIR. Well that is consistent with their work schedule.

It is true, however, that you and I have never met before ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Not until this morning, Mr. St. Clair.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Now, Mr. O'Brien, excuse me—I beg your pardon. Mr.
Bittman.

When on the 16th of March of 1973 you had a talk with Mr. Hunt about
asking Mr. O'Brien to come over—do you recall just testifying about
that?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Had you any talk—just yes or no with Mr. Hunt about
arrearages in his legal fees ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I could have. I have no clear recollection of whether or
not—I had several discussions w ith Mr. Hwlt. about the outstanding
balance of his legal fees. Whether or not we had a discussion on that
date or not, I really do not recall. But I could have.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. This had been a matter, however, of discussion
between you?

Mr. BITTMAN. Oh, yes sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And I take it it was a matter of some concern to Hogan
& Hartson ?

WIT . Mr BITTMAN;. Yes sir'. And a concern to Me. Hunt.

Mr. St. CLAIR. And to Mr. Hunt as well.

And I assume you informed him of the extent of that arrearage ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes sir'.



MI. ST. CLAIR. And if I suggest $75,000, would that be the
approximate amount?

Mr. BITTMAN. I have to back-track. I don't recall an arrearage of
$75,000. Mr. Hunt paid to my firm in late January $50 000. In April,
after he was incar(erated, he paid—these are all by check—$60 000.
My recollection is that when he paid the $60,000 in early April that
came close to covering the outstanding balance of attorneys fees and
disbursements through the end of March. That is the best way I can
answer that question.

Mr. St. CLAIR. I see.

Mr. DONOHUE Just a moment.

Mr. Bittman, this was a conversation between you and your client
that you are now relating to Sir. St. Clair ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir, he asked me a g eneral question whether I
discussed the outstanding balance of attorneys' fees with Mr. Hunt
from time to time, and I answered that I did.

Mr. DONOHUE. But this was a private conversation between you and
your client ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, but I did not testify to the substance of the
conversation that I had with Mr. Hunt, Mr. Chairman. At least to the
best of my knowledge, I didn't.

I then recited payments of attorneys' fees that were paid by Mr. Hunt
to the firm in January and in April. But I did not attempt to recite
any such conversation.



~~1

Mr. DONOHUE. I am referring to the conversation that took place

between you and your client on March 16, which you are now relating

to Mr. St. Clair. Is that so ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir, I do not—I don't think the record will reflect

that, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. DONOHUE. I am sorry. Y ou may proceed. Mr. St. Clair.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Thank you, ~~.Mr. Chair man.

Well, as a result of the conversations that you had with Mr. Hunt,

were you of the view that he was concerned about getting money to

pay you?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CL-AR. Now, sir, if we may go back l)riefly, you stated that

your initial retainer resulted from a visit at your home by Mr. and

MIS. Hunt, is that right ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That is correct.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did you consider that you represented both Mr. and

Mrs. Hunt ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, I did, and the retainer letter of July 10, 1972, so

reflects. It was signed by both of them.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. If you know were there any proceedings then pend

ing against her or threatened against her at the time of your initial

r etainage ?



Mr. BITTMAN. Certainly a criminal investigation. Mr. Hunt had not

yet been named as a defendant in a civil suit. That came later. But it
appeared to me that he would be named in the near futures and he

was.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. My question, sir, was directed to Mrs. Hunt. Was

there any pending investigation or any pending claims against Mrs.

Hunt, to your knowledge, at the time of your original retainer

Mr. bittman. You say claim. I mean she had been interviewed by

the F13I. But that is the extent of it at that time. But she had been

interviewed by the FBI prior to my being retained.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I see. And was it in colmection with that interview

that she retained you as her attorney 2

Mr. BITTMAN-. Dorothy Hunt retaining me came about as a result of

the meeting on January excuse me, of July 3 and July 4 in my home,
when we discussed what the prospects would be in the future; and

therefore, it was agreed that I should represent both of them.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And did you treat them for record purposes within

your office as a single client or as separate clients ?

MI. BITTMAN. As a single client. I also represented the children, who

testified before the grand jury.

MI. SI. CLAIR. I see. And they were included within this single

record of representation. in any event ?

Mr. BITT)IAN . There is no specific reference or no retainer in
writ ing



that I represented the children before the grand jury, but certainly, I
felt that it was my obligation as the family's attorney to represent

them, and I did.

Mr. JST. CLAIR. And were the fees collected by Hogan & Hartson

in connection with this family representation, as well as Mr. Hunt

himself ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.



32

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Thank you.

Now, sir, your first contact with persons other than your client r
elating to the matters about which he consulted you I take. it, was
on or about July 6 ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That is correct.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Where you met with a Mr. Mardian, a Mr. Parkinson, and
a Mr. O'Brien.

Mr. BITTMAN. And a Mr. Jackson.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. A Mr. Jackson. I knew that

Alr. BITTMAN. And a partner of mine was with me at that time.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Mr. Mittler ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Mr. Mibtler, correct M-i-t-t-l-e-r.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And he attended w ith vou as—both of you representing
then the Hunt family ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Who was Mr. Jackson ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Mr. Jackson is a partner of Mr. Parkinson's.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And they were representing, according to your
understanding, what party or parties ?

Mr. BITTMAN. The CRP, as special counsel in the litigation.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I see. And who, according to your understanding, did
Mr. O'Brien represent ?

Mr. BITTMAN. He also represented the CRP as special counsel in
connection with the pending litigation. They were from different law
firms.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Yes, we understand that.



Mr. Mardian ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Was a general counsel of the CRP, who apparently had
retained Mr. Parkinson and O'Brien.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. All right. And you were anxious—the purpose of the
visit, I take it, was investigatory on your part.

Mr. BITTMAN. It was a factfinding mission, to find out what I could 3
(lays after I was retained.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Fine. And you were especially interested in what had
happened concerning a safe at the EOB that Air. Hunt used, is that
right ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That is correct.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. You have referred to that in your conversation and
testimony as Mr. Hunt's safe, have you not ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did Mr. Hunt, to your knowledge, own that safe ?

Me. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. It was the property of the U.S. Government, was it not
?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, it was.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. It was used by him in the course of his employment ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. It was not a personal safe, was it ?

Mr. BITTMAN. As far as Mr. Hunt was concerned it was a personal
safe ?

Mr. ST. CLAIR. No. I am asking you did you determine that it was a
personal safe ?
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Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir; I believe you are correct. It was a safe owned
by the Federal Government and used by Mr. Hunt in his private office.

Mr. KST. CLAIR. It was used by—well, Sir. Hunt occupied an office
that was owned by the IJ.S. Government as well ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I w on't quarrel with that.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. All right.

Now, for reasons that we can readily understand, you sought to find
out information concerning this because you were preparing a motion
to suppress, right ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did you have in mind when you were seeking this
information perhaps prosecuting a motion to suppress ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir, I did, but the indictment was not returned
until September 15.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. No, but that is the purpose of your investigation, as a
background for a possible motion to suppress ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir, I thought there was a possibility of tainting
the entire Government's case because of the illegal search and
seizure.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Or alleged illegal search and seizure ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I felt strongly then and still feel strongly that it was
an illegal search.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Fine, but it is still an allegation, is it not?

MI. BITTMAN. It is my allegation.

Mr. ST.C LAIR. Thank you.

Now- Mr. Bittman~ in connection with that, you made inquiries as to
the duration of Mr. Hunt's employment, did you not? At the White
House ?



Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir, I learned that from my client. I did not ask Mr.
Mardian, Mr. O'Brien, or Mr. Parkinson about MI. Hunt's employment.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. You did not ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I did not.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Now, at some point you made inquiries, as I understand
it, about the duration of Mr. Hunt's employment?

Mr. BITTMAN. On January 3 was the first time I discussed that with
Mr. Colson,1973.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Was this before or after the filing of a motion to
suppress 2

Mr. BITTMAN. Afterward.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Was it before or after a hearing on that motion ?

Mr. BITTMAN. It was after oral argument before Judge Sirica with
respect to the motion to suppress and Judge Sirica had ruled that
there would be a hearing on the motion to suppress after the jury
had been selected and sequestered. So, it was after oral argument,
after a ruling, but before the hearing. No hearing ever took place.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. All right. Mr. Colson as I understand it informed you
that according to his information and his view, Mr. Hunt's
employment at the F,OB terminated with the end of March of 1973 ?

Mr. BRITTMAN-. That is what he told me.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did you ever learn from any source, sir, whether
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or not Mr. Hunt received compensation from the White House staff
for any period following March 30 ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Based on my investigation, I ascertained that he did
not.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. So that it is clear from your investigation that Mr.
Hunt received no compensation for any period of time after March
30, 1973, is that right ? 1972 excuse. me.

Mr. BITTMAN. I believe that is correct.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Thank you.

Now, sir, directing your attention to strike that.

In the course of your investigation did you ascertain what had
happened to the contents of this safe ? I think you mentioned
perhaps the FBI had acquired all or some of them ?

Mr . BITTMAN. Well. I learned certain information and as time went
on, I learned other infor mation.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I see. I)id you ever learn that the FBI had acquired all
or some of the contents of this safe ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I v. as informed by the prosecutors, both in their
written response to my motion to suppress and in conversations
with them, that all of the items and material that was in Hunt's safe
had been first turned over to the FBI and then by the FBI to the
prosecutors. I know that that is not true.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. So that you were informed initially that at least some
of the information had been turned over to the FBI ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir, I had been informed that all the information
had been

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Well, at least some of it. That is semantics.

I withdraw the question.

Mr. BITTMAN. It may be semantics, but I was informed that all of it



was and I went down there to examine the information that had been
turned over, and indicated not only to the prosecutors but also to the
FBI agent in charge that this v as not everything that was in Mr.
Hunt's safe. The FBI showed me the personal inventory at that time
in an effort to reassure me that everything was there.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. That is, you gathered from what the FIJI told you that
they thought they had the entire contents of the safe ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Those representations were made to me.

Mr. ST. CL.AR. You thought it was inappropriate that the FBI had any
part of the contents of this safe ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Certainly. I wanted to—this information was my
client's property and I was defending him in a criminal case and I
wanted to review it to find out if it was germane to the case in
which he was charged.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did they let you review what they had ?

Mr. BITTMAN. They let me review what they had, yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Thank you. And that was consistent with the practices
as you understood them, presumably as Mr. Doar understands them ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That is correct. But of course, they didn't permit me
that review until I filed the motion to suppress and Judge Sirica so
ruled.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. You weren't surprised about that, were you ?
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Mr. BITTMAN. I asked to review it before I even filed the motion and
they would not show it to me.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Well, sir, let s move along.

The motion itself, I guess, was ever acted upon because of the
ultimate decision of your client to plead guilty ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That is correct

Mr. ST. CLAIR. At this conversation on July 6, do I understand that
you made or a discussion took place as to who your client worked for
?

Mr. BITT}IAN. No sir, I informed them that I had been informed that
MI. Hunt was working for Mr. I,iddy.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I see. You informed the others at this meetings

Mr. BITTMAN Yes sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. But at that time, you did not know, as I understand it,
W}lO MI . Liddy was or for whom he worked 8

Mr. BITTMAN. No; I don't think that is correct.

MI . ST. CL SIR. What was your understanding as to who Mr. Liddy was
and for whom he worked ?

Mr BITTMAN-. I believe that I learned within 3 days after I began
representing Mr. Hunt that Mr. Liddy was general counsel to at least
one of the committees of the CRP; whether or not it was the Finance
committee or not, I don't knew if I knew at that time. But I knew he
was an attorney for one of the committees.

Mr. St.. CLAIR. And l Hunt worked for him ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That is what I mentioned at this meeting.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. All I right.

NOW, sir-, with respect to Hunt's employment, from what
organization~ if you know, did he receive compensation for the



period of time following the end of March 1972 ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Do I know what my knowledge was at the time or what
my know-ledge is now a

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Well, first at the time and now if you can help us.

Mr. BITTMAN. I am not sure that I had that specific knowledge at the
time.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Well. then what is your current knowledge ?

Mr.BITTMAN The current knowledge is that from time to time, he
would receive funds, apparently from Ml . LIddy.

Mr. St . CLAIR. Did you ever hear of Mullen & Co. ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes sir, I have. but of course, at the time that I
represented Mr. Hunt he had(l been fired by Mullen n & Co.

Mr. ST. CL.AIR. I see. Did he ever work for the Mullen & Co. or w as he
compensated by that company during any of the time that he worked
for you ?

M:r. BITTMAN. No. When he was my client not when he worked for me.

Mr. So. CLAIR. Excuse me, when he was y our client.

Mr. BITTMAN. I had been informed(l by Mr. Mullen that they were
going to fire him or had fired him.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. What was the reason for those conversations?

Mr. BITT)l AN. I wanted to find out if he was employed, if Mr. Hunt
received any additional compensation. If they had fired him, I wanted
to find out whether or not he was entitled to any severance pay.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Whom did you talk to at Mullen & Co. ?
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Mr. BITTMAN. Mr. Bennett.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did you know anything about Mullen & Co. at the time ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Only that Mr. Hunt was vice president.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Is that all you knew about it ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Gradually I learned more about it, Mr. St. Clair, but I
knew very little about it at the time.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. At the time. I see.

When did Mr. Bennett tell you that Mr. Hunt had been fired, if he did ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I am sure it would be sometime during the first 2 or 3
weeks that I had been retained by Mr. Hunt.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. So that it was your understanding from Mr. Bennett's
statements that Hunt had been fired sometime early in July ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't recall exactly when he had been fired, but at
some time, he had been fired or dismissed or—I don't think he ever
resigned, let me put it that way.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. All light.

My question is then, sir, was it at that or from other information
available to you that you learned that Mr. Hunt had worked for Mullen
& Co. from March 30, I guess, until early July 1972 ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir; I learned that

Mr. ST. CLAIR. So that—I am sorry, finish 

Mr. BITTMAN. I learned that Hunt had been employed by Mullen & Co.
ever since he resigned from the CIA up until the time he had been
fired by the Mullen Co. following the break-in on June 17.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. It was your information that Mr. Hunt. even while he
was on the payroll at the White House, was in the employ of the

Mr. BITTM.\N. No, sir; I don't think I said that. I said Mr. Hunt had been



employed by Mullen & Co. following his resignation from the CIA.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. When was that ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't recall the specific date when he resigned from
the CIA.

Mr. St. CLAIR. Approximately ? Say the year ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't know. App)roximately a year and a half. But
when he resigned from the CIA, he then became employed by Mullen

&Co.

Mr. ST.CL.\IR. Then he went on the White House ?

Mr. BITT}MAN. Yes, sir; he was on the White House payroll and(l in the
Mullen Co. employ simultaneously.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. So he continued on the Mullen & Co. payroll after he
left the White House payroll. Is that your understanding?

Mr. BITTMAN. That is a difficult question to answer, because I

Mr. ST.CLAIR. AN Well. he was fired July 1972 ?

Mr. BlTT]fANT. No; but I don't think Mr. Hunt aceepts the fact that he
did not work for the White House after late March 1972.

Mr. ST CLAIR. I didn't ask whether he worked for. I said was paid
compensation for a period of time after March 30. You said he was
not paid compensation.

Mr. BITTMAN. To my knowledge, he was not.



Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did he continue to receive compensation from Mullen &
Co. after March 30,1972, to your knowledge ?

Mr.BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

MI. ST. CLAIR. ITP until such time as he was discharged in early July
1972.

Mr. BITTMAN. Whenever that was. I don't know.

Mr. ST. CLAIR.Whenever that was. Thank you, sir.

In addition, I take it, on Mr. Hunt's behalf you made efforts to find
out about the availability of a pension from, arising from his service
with the CIA ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Do you recall in that connection a suggestion that
maybe he ought to go back on the CIA payroll for a short period of
time so as to in some way solidify his claim ?

Mr. BIT I MAN. No, sir.

Mr. Sr. CLAIR. You don't ? Al] right.

Now, you said, sir, that you had received a call from a man named
Rivers of a rather peculiar nature relating to scripts and writers and
the like. Is that right 2

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And you said that in the course of your meeting on July
6, Mr. O'Brien had alluded to a similar type of conversation ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did Mr. O'Brien, in the course of that meeting, indicate
that he was as curious or as surprised by the type of conversation as
you were ?

Mr. BITTMAN. He indicated it was a curious call. I don t recall that he
hung up on Mr. Rivers like I did.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I see. Have you told us. so I can recall what O'Brien



said about a similar call being placed on him ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That is all I recall. It was mentioned in a very cavalier
way.

Mr. KST. CLAIR. Mr. Parkinson. however, later in the day said that
River s was OIV. to talk to.

Mr. BITTMAN. I believe it was that evening, .

Mr. ST. CLAIR. That evening ?

Sir. B ITTMAN. Yes! sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Were you a friend of Mr. Parkinson's incidentally ?

Mr. BITTMAN. The first time I met him in my life was that morning in
the office of Mr. Mardian, but I was aware of his reputation in the
law firm of which he was a partner.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Were you a friend of Mr. O'Brien's ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I had never met him up until that day.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And you had met Mr. Mardian, but I believe only briefly.

Mr. BITTMAN. I believe someone introduced me to him at one time.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. So these were not friends or close professional
associates ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That is right. I had met Mr. Jackson on prior occasions.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. But still only on a professional matter?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CIAIR. Now, when you received this call from Mr. Park
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inson, you felt that Mr. Parkinson would be authorized to—well, let
me restate it.

You said you knew Mr. Parkinson and respected his reputation, as I
recall your testimony?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And you felt that basically, when he called you and
said that Rivers was all right to talk to, that he in substance was
vouching for him?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Is that right ?

Vouching for something that was legitimate, I take it?

Mr. BITTMAN. Absolutely.

MI. ST. CLAIR. That was what you intended, at least your state of
mind was, that Mr. Parkinson would vouch for something that was
legitimate and you would accept his word for that 2

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. All right. Then I think you told Mr. DOAR that in your
mind, as a result of that call from Ml. Parkinson, you believed, either
then or sometime shortly thereafter, that this was a representative
of a defense fund, so-called, is that right?

Mr. BITTMAN. That was my feeling; yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And YOU told us that as a result of one or more
conferences with your client and certain other events, as my notes
indicate, you concluded that there was in existence a defense fund ?

MI. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. YOU were aware of who the several defendants were in
addition to your client, wer e you not ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.



Mr. ST. CLAIR. YOU were also, of course, familiar with your own
client's general business affairs?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And did you have a belief that your client would be
able personally to pay the legal fees that were likely to occur from
his own funds?

Mr. BITTMAN. That is a difficult question to answer. because I think
the totality of my representation greatly exceeded what OUI—well,
let me rephrase that.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. YOU had to do a lot more work than you thought you
were going to have to do ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That is exactly correct. I don't think anyone anticipated
in early July 1972 how much work would be involved in the criminal
and civil cases.

MI . ST. CLAIR. It may come of interest to you that I am sympathizing
with you.

Now sir, your initial suggestion to him of a retainer was $25,000 in
cash—$25,000, was it not ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir. I never asked for cash.

Mr. ST CLAIR. I am sorry. I didn't mean to infer that you did.

Did you feel from what you know of your client's affairs that he
could afford $25,000 as a retainer ?

Ml. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Out of his own funds ?



Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR All right. Did you think that the other defendants were
in a position to pay substantial legal fees out of their own funds, if
you thought about it at all ?

Mr. BITTMAN. If I thought about it! I would have thought Mr. Liddy
could, being a practicing attorney for some years. But I would
certainly have had some doubt of the Cuban-Americans.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I see. Did these circumstances support your view that
there must be in existence a defense fund ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir, because of the F. Lee Bailey firm and Henry
Rothblatt representing these individuals.

Mr. ST. CL.AIR. Mr. Bailey is not noted for the smallness of his fees,
is he?

Mr. BITTMAN. That is my understanding.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I don't mean to be discourteous. He comes from my
city and in fact I am representative

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't think Mr. Rothblatt is noted for his small fees.
either.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. They were highly regarded in their professions, as you
know ?

Mr. BITTMAN. They had the reputation of being top criminal defense
lawyers.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Now, what other events, other than conversations with
your client, supported your view that there was in existence a
defense fund?

Mr. BITTMAN. I would say prinicipally the enormous publicity that
surrounded the civil suit that had been filed by the Democrats
against the Republicans.

Ml ST. CL.\IR. And you felt that the Republicans therefore were under
some pressure to provide a defense. is that it ?

Mr. BITTMAN. To at least make sure. that these people were



adequately represented, yes, sir.

MI. ST. CLAIR. And was that your understanding from all of the
circumstances and from all of the. information available to you as to
the existence and purpose of this fund ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr STCLAIR. Were you ever told at any time of any quid pro quo for
this defense fund on the part of your client that he would keep quiet
?

Mr BITTMAN. Never. I-'>y anyone.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Would you have had anything to do, sir, with any such
arrangement?

Mr. BITTMAN. No. sir, I would have gotten out of the case
immediately if anyone had ever suggested that l do anything in
behalf of Mr. Hunt that I didn't feel was essential in his behalf.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Do you have any reason to believe—just yes or no— that
Mr. Hunt concealed anything from you as his attorney ?

Mr. BITTMAN can't answer that question yes or no.

Mr. St. C:LAIR. You mean because of an attorney-client privilege ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No; it is just that there were many things that I
learned at later dates and I don't want to suggest that these things
were willfully concealed from me, but certainly I did not have the
totality of all of the facts early on in the representation.
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Mr. St.. CLAIR. I see. Well, at least at the time, did you have any
reason to believe that Mr. Hunt was conc e aling anything from you?

MI. BITTMAN. I would say it took a while to develop the kind of
relationship with}l him where he would tell me additional facts that
I needed to know. I mean I was not known as a Republican. He would
come to my office and see a picture of J. Edgar l Hoover and Bobby
Kennedy on the wall, and I think that it took a while before we
developed the kind of relationship) that was necessary. So therefore,
some of the facts came slowly.

MI-. ST. CLAIR. But eventua]ly, you became reasonably close to him,
did you not ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I did.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And you did a great number of things for him and his
family that probably weren't really called for, is that right?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes; I did, that is right.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. You in fact are a Democrat, aren't you ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I am an Independent.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. All right.

Now, sir, how often would you see Xfr. Hunt during, let's say, the
latter part of 1972 just briefly ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Virtually every day.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. This has always been a matter of some interest. You
say that you were logging about 60 billable hours a week on behalf
of Mr. Hunt ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No sir, on behalf of all clients. I was representing

Xfr. ST. CLAIR. I am sorry, on behalf of all of your clients.

Mr. BITTMAN. I was in charge of approximately 14 protracted
matters during this period of time, the representation of Howard d l
l Hunt being one of them.



Mr.-. ST. CLAIR. I see. Then I misunderstood your testimony. Can you
help us as to approximately how many hours during the latter part of
1972 you would log for Mr. Hunt or members of his family, on an
average, just so w e get a feel for it ?

Mr. BITTMAN. It varied substantially. I would say about one-third of
my time.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Well one-third of your

Mr. BITTM AN. I mean, for example, I started a protracted trial on
October 30, 1972, so obviously during that period of time, I put in
virtually no time. So it did vary But I would say on an average, it
would be about one-third.

MI. ST. CLAIR. And later, in the first part of 1973, up until the time
that you ceased to represent him on an average, could you give us an
idea ?

Mr. BITT. MAN-. From March—after March 23,1973 the time increased
substantially because of the numerous appearances that Mr. Hunt had
before the grand jury, the Senate Watergate Committee, the Armed
Services Committee, the Los Angeles District Attorney, and maybe
two or three that I can't remember.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Well, what about the period from January 1, 1973, up
until March 23 ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I would say that my time would have been substantially
decreased during that period of time. After January 11, which

was the date that he pleaded guilty.



Mr. ST. CLAIR. After January 11, and then up until March 23, 1973,
you devoted small amounts of time to Mr. Hunt, is that right ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes; I really can't give you a percentage, hut it
certainly was not as high as a third.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I observe. if my mathematics is right, that by March
16 or 19, whichever, the accrued legal fees, according to at least
what Mr. Hunt's belief was, were $75,000.

Mr. BITTMAN. I have never made that mathematical calculation in my
life, so I can't tell you about it.

MI. ST. CLAIR. Well, you received a payment of $60,000 ?

Mr. BITTMAN. This April, early April.

Mr. ST. CL.air. That was for services already rendered ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And you had already been paid $26,000 ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, I received $1,000 $20,000, and $50,000 up until
that time.

MI . ST. CLAIR. Would VOU add those up for me ? I can't do it.

Mr. BITTMAN. That is $96,000 that I had received for attorneys' fees

Mr. ST. CLAIR. UP until that time.

Mr. BITTMAN Continuing]. After January 2 or some such date when the
$5()?00() was paid.

Mr. ST. CL.AIR\AIR. And in addition to that, there was then an
arrearage that was satisfied by the payment of $60,000 ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.'. I think generally that is true.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. SO that $150,0(X) represented the services rendered
to March 21

Mr. BITTMAN-. Through March.



Mr. ST. CLAIR. Through March ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did you ever receive compensation for services
rendered, if you rendered any, after the end of March 1973 ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did you bill for it ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I had discussions with Mr. Hunt, but I never billed for
it.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did your firm ever bill for it ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

IMI. ST. CLAIR. YOU devoted a great deal of time on Mr. Hunt's behalf,
did you not, during that period following the end of March

Mr. B1TTMAN. A substantial amount of time.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Could you give us some estimate of the number of
hours, roughly ?

Mr. BITTMAN.-~X. I can't, but I am sure the legal fees that
accumulated after March 1!37;3 must exceed $50,000.

MI. Sl. CL.AIR. For which Mr. Hunt has never been billed, and of
course, has never paid ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That is correct.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Now sir with respect to Mr. Hunt's plea of guilty— just
yes or no—I assume he discussed that with you ?

Mr. BITTMAN. He did.
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Mr. Sl. CLAIR. You, I think, mentioned that in the course of your
examination by Mr. Doar that there was some connection between
that decision and the unfortunate death of his wife ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. Mr. Hunt spoke to me about that very matter on his
way back from Chicago on December 10, 1972, at my home.

MI. ST. CLAIR. And I take it

Mr. DONOHUE}. We will now recess until 2 o'clock because of the
quorum calls.

[Whereupon, at 12:15 p.m., the committee recessed to reconvene at 2
p.m., the same day.]

AFTERNOON SESSION

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will come to order. And Mr. Bittman, I
remind you you are still under oath.

Mr. BI BITTMAN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Chairman before Mr. St. Clair resumes his questioning, can I make
a very short statement to clarify the record ?

The CHAIRMAN. Of course. Proceed.

Mr. BITTMAN. According to my recollection! toward the end of the
proceedings this morning Mr. St. Clair was questioning me
concerning how many hours I was putting in on behalf of Mr. Hunt in
the first 3 months of 1973. And I believe I testified that time that I
was putting in on behalf of Mr. Hunt was substantially curtailed
during that period of time. I reflected on that over the luncheon hour
and I recalled something which I did not recall this morning and that
is that in the latter part of January 19743 Judge Richey lifted the
stay order on the civil proceedings and therefore commencing the
latter part of January 1973, the civil cases again became active.

And in checking a summary that I prepared for myself, I note that I
put in 256 hours of time on behalf of Mr. Hunt during the first 3
months of 1973.

Of course, that time would not include hours that were put in by



other attorneys in my law firm and I wanted to clarify.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. St. Clair.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Thank you, Mr. Chairman

Mr. Bittman, I think at the noon recess I had commenced to ask you
questions concerning MI. Hunt's decision to plead guilty. Am I correct
ill my memory that that decision was based on his family situation
that resulted from the untimely death of his wife ?

Mr. BITTMAN. It was almost solely based upon the effect that the
death of his wife had upon his family and himself.

MI. ST. CLAIR. Now, at some point you told Mr. Doar that you reviewed
your relationship with MI. Hunt with the executive committee of the
members of your firm. Is that correct ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Could I have the question read back, please ?

[Reporter reads prior question.]

MI. BITTMAN. I don't think that's correct.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Well, did YOU—I have a memory that you said that at
least insofar as the fee arrangements were concerned and/or the
manner of payment was concerned, you took that up with some, with
the executive committee of the firm ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I discussed the receipt of the $25,000 OII July 7, 1972



with the entire executive committee but did not the relationship
with Howard Hunt.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. May I ask you, Mr. Mittler attended the first meeting
you attended after you were retained by Mr. and Mrs. Hunt as I recall
i t  ?

BITTMAN. That is correct.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did he continue an association with you in this case?

Mr. BITTMAN. He worked with me very closely throughout my
relationship with Mr. Hunt.

Mr. ST. CL,AIR. I see. And did anyone else in the firm also assist you
?

Mr. BITTMAN. We had as many as five, six or seven lawyers working
on behalf of the various matters at any given time, depending on
where we were. But, I would say altogether during the 9-month
period we could have had as many as 15 different lawyers that at
one point had worked on a particular Hunt matter, motion, pleading
or what have you.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. But Mr. Mittler was sort of your assistant throughout
the entire representation ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, he was a partner and he and I worked very
closely] v, although I was the attorney in charge.

Mr. IST. CLAIR. I see. Well, with respect to the receipt of the
$2S,000, was it the fact that it was paid to you in cash that you felt
should be reviewed with the committee ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Both the fact that it was in cash and the manner of the
payment.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. YOU will have to refresh my memory. What was the
manner of the pavement ?

Mr BITTMAN. Well, the fact

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Down ill the lobby ?

Mr BITTMAN.~~l.vx. A telephone call lo receive the envelope that was



in the lobby.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I see. After reviewing that I assume you told the
committee everything that was appropriate to tell them with
respect to the fee arrangement and the manner in which it was paid
?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr.STCLAIR.tTnd after reviewing the matter, they approved it and
accepted the fun(ls AND(l deposited them in the firm account ?

MR. BITTMA.\N. They did.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did you have occasion thereafter to discuss with
members of the firm your financial arrangements and tile mann]ler
of payment with Mr. and(l Mrs. l Hunt ?

Mr. BITTMAN.-~X. As I indicated before, the receipt of the $20^000
was discussed and(l w as given to the office manager on or about
O(tober 13 1972. And from time to time I would have a discussion
with a member of the executive committee concerning the fact that
the legal fees were building up.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Or he would have a discussion with you about them ?

Mr. BITTMAN. It could well have been that way; yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. But in any event on the $20,000-payment, again I take
it you reviewed the manner of that payment with someone else in
the firm?

Mr. BITTMAN. It is my recollection I discussed it with a member of
the executive committee.



Mr. ST. CLAIR. And you told them all you knew that was pertinent to
the subject ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, that is correct. There wasn't much to know, just
a telephone call with the envelope that I gave to Mr. Hunt.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. In any event the member of the executive committee
of the firm- raised no objection to it and the money was accepted
and deposited in the firm account ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That's correct.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. A11 right. Did you have occasion to discuss with
members of the executive committee of the firm any other aspect of
your relationship with Mr. Hunt, let's say at least prior to March 31,
1973?

Mr. BITTMAN. I could have mentioned to them the receipt of the
85(),0()0 in January 1973 and the $(;0,000 in April 1973.

I don't recall as far as the $20,00() or whether or not I discussed
that immediately with a member of the executive committee. I am
not sure either, although I immediately gave it to the administrator
of the firm who deposited it into the regular firm account.

M1. ST. CLAIR. 011 the $50,000 do you recall IIOW whether or not you
discussed the circumstances of that payment with any member of
the firm ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't recall whether I did or not.

Xfr. ST. CLAIR. I see.

Ml. BITTMAN. Although

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I am sorry.

Mr. BITTMAN. Although because of the way that money was paid I
probably did. I just don't recall a conversation with any particular
individual. If you want me to get into that payment I will.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Well why don't you tell us about that payment?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, one of the matters that we are handling for
Howard Hunt was the administration of his wife's estate, and she



had taken out $250,000 of insurance on the fight, on the fatal flight.
And those insurance policies were turned over to me to be processed
by the firm. And based on conversations I had with Mr. Hunt, he
eventually endorsed in January a $75,()()0 check from Mutual of
Omaha to the law firm of Hogan & Hal tson to pay for $50,,000 in
legal fees. I then had the firm prepare a $25,00() check back to Mr.
Hunt. Now I would assume when I made those arrangements that
someone in the firm w as aware of it. The checks have to be
cosigned! but I just don't recall specifically what, if any
conversation I had concerning it.

Mr. ST. CI,Alil. SO that out of the $150,000 odd of legal fees paid to
Hogan & Hartson. to your knowledge. $50.000 out of that came out of
insurance policy proceeds due the estate of Mrs. Hunt'

Mr. BITTMAN-. I believe $100 000 came out of the estate of Dorothy
Hunt.

MI-. ST. CLAIR. $100,000 ?

Ml . BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr . X 1. CLAIR. Came out

Mr. BITMAN. And possibly $11() ()00.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And possibly $110,000. Can you identify the other
payments of legal fees ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. Yes, sir'.
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Mr. ST. CLAIR. That you describe as coming from the proceeds of the
insurance policy ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well], I just mentioned the $:0,000. I will now move to
early April of 1973, and at that time there was $100,000 in a
savings account at the Riggs Bank which had been used as collateral
for MI'. Hunt's bond. And the surety released his claim on that
savings account after Mr. Hunt went to jail and that $100.000 bond
had been set up as a result of proceeds of the insurance policies. And
Mr. Hunt signed documents releasing $50,000 of that savings account
to the firm for another $50, ()00 of legal fees.

In addition to that, I had been holding a $10,000 cashiers check for
him in the safe in my office. Before he went to jail he gave me that
$10,000 and asked me to hold it for him in the event there was any
family emergency. And I was told to also use that $1(),000 to make
up for $60,000. Since it was a cashier's check from Riggs I don't
know the source of that money.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. But you can identify $100,000 of the total of
$156,000 as coming from the insurance proceeds ?

WII. BITTMAN-. Yes; I can.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And it may be, as I understand your testimony, that an
additional $10,000 as well ?

Mr. BI1TMAN. It could be.

Mr. ST. CI AIR. Might have been paid out of those proceeds ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That's correct.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Has Ml s. Hunt's estate been finally settled ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't know. That matter has been turned over to Mr.
Snyder in Baltimore and I don't know the present posture of it.

MI'. ST. CLAIR. Thank you. Well now, you mentioned this morning that
you had received something on the order of 100 envelopes on behalf
of Mr. and Sirs. Hunt. I)o I get the impression that they were
directing the correspondence of mail to you for their benefit or their
account ?



Mr. BITTMAN. I don't know. There were numerous letters that were
sent to my home and to my office in care of Mr. Hunt and there were
also

Mr. ST. CLAIR. To Mr. Hunt car e of you ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Care of me, that's correct.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I see.

MI. BITTMAN. And as I said this morning there were letters,
envelopes that were sent to Mr. Hunt care of the I-.S. attorney's
office and care of tile Senate Watergate Committee. All of these
envelopes would be given to Mr. Hunt by me unopened.

Mr. ST. C r AIR. I see.

Now, did you receive hand(l delivery of envelopes other than the
three or four that you have testified you received as a result of calls
from a Mr. Baker ?

Mr. BITTMAN. The only other instance that I can recall receiving an
envelope that was hand delivered was at the funeral of l)orothy Hunt
which I atten(led. and at some time during the course of the funeral
Mr. Colson s secretary gave me an envelope, sealed envelope and
asked me to deliver it to Mr. Hunt which I did.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did you ever ascertain the nature of the enclosure?

 4,-s74 0 T4 4



46

Mr. BITTMAN. Some time later, I am sure in connection with the
grand_ jury proceedings I learned that it was a letter of condolences
from Mr. Colson to Mr. Hunt.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Thank you. Now, sir, with respect to exhibits 1 and 2 1
that have been marked and received in evidence in connection with
your testimony, can you tell us first whether these are the only
written accountings sent to you by Mrs. Hunt ?

Mr. BITTMAN. To the best of my recollection, that is correct.

Mr. ST. CI AIR. Did you request these ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I did not.

Mr. St. CLAIR. Were you surprised to receive them ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, I was.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did you undertake to reject them or to return them?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, I did not.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Do you know any reason why Mrs. Hunt would feel
obligated to account to you for distribution of funds to the person
she has listed on each of these exhibits ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. The only way I can respond to the question is by
directing your attention to the substance of the first paragraph of
the memorandum dated September 19, 1972, which indicates that
she had been asked by Mr. Rivers to make an accounting.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I understand. But the accounting is not to Mr. Rivers, it
is to Mr. William O. Bittman.

Mr. BITTMAN. That's right. She asked me to show or hand these to Mr.
Parkinson which I did.

Mr. ST. CI AIR. I see. I was going to ask you what you did with them.

Mr. BITTMAN. And they were then put in my file and that is where
they remained until I turned them over to the Special Prosecutor's
office.



Mr. ST. CLAIR. Well, were they shown to Mr. Parkinson or delivered to
him ?

Mr. BITTMAN. They were shown to him and I recall he Xeroxed one of
them. I don't recall if he Xeroxed both.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I see. But you kept then the originals in your file?

Mr. BITTMAN. I kept the originals.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did you do anything else with respect to them, such as
check their accuracy or anything like that ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Non sir. I showed them to Mr. Parkinson, put them back
in my file and that's where they remained

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Do VOU know who made the distributions which are
referred to in each of these exhibits ?

Mr. BIITMAN-. The only knowledge that I have, only specific
knowledge I have is the testimony before the Senate Watergate
Committee and I believe Mr. Hunt testified about this in some detail.
That's the only knowledge that I have.

Mr. ST. CIAIR. And you didn't learn that until he testified in the
Senate Select Committee ?

Ml-. BITTMAN. That's correct.

Mr. ST. Cl A\IR. A;\rellF did you speak—just yes or no—did you speak
to Mr. Hunt about these accountings which when you received them
from his wife?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

1 See pp. 17 and 19.
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Mr. ST. CLAIR. Do you know what is meant in the Bittman exhibit 2 by
the term "income replacement" 2

Mr. BITTMAN. I believe I do.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. What do you understand that to mean ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That that would be moneys paid to Mr. and Mrs. Hunt for
income that they have lost because MI. Hunt lost both of his jobs and
Mrs. Hunt was also fired by the Spanish Embassy shortly after the
Watergate break-in.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And insofar as Mr. Barker, and Mr. Sturgis, and Mr.
Martinez and Mr. Gonzales are concerned, what do you understand the
term to mean ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, I can't direct myself specifically to them but I
understand that all of the defendants lost their employment as a
result of the Watergate break-in.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. 1 see. And it was your understanding this was
intended to replace the lost income ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Thank you.

Now, sir, directing your attention to an occasion on which Mr. Hunt,
to your knowledge, met with Mr. O'Brien sometime prior to March 16,
can you tell us the circumstances of such meeting ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I recall that Mr. O'Brien wanted to talk to Mr. Hunt with
respect to Mr. Hunt's testimony before a congressional committee. I
don't even recall now if it was the Senate Watergate Committee or
it was the possibility of the Patman committee or some committee
Senator Kennedy was on, but I know he wanted to talk to Mr. Hunt
about that. And based on my recollection he did have such a
conversation with Mr. Hunt outside of my presence in February.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did he make arrangements for the meeting through you
?

Mr. BITTMAN. l don't believe so. As I said this morning it could have



even been a chance meeting because I don't have any recollection of
MI. O'Brien calling me or my calling Mr. O'Brien to set it up. I would
have had no reason to set up the meeting but I do recall such a
meeting took place.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. But Mr. O'Brien would have every reason to make an
arrangement to see your client through you?

Mr. BITTMAN. That's correct and Mr. O'Brien was the attorney for the
CRP at the time.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And in the normal course of events you would expect
that he would make arrangements through you to see your client ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That's correct.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And seek your permission 2

Mr. BITTMAN. That's correct.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Do you recall now that any such arrangements were
made ?

Mr. BITTMAN. It would not surprise me if I did make such a call. I
just don't recall it.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Do you have any recollection of objecting to the
interview ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No; if it was limited to that I would have had no
objection at all.
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Mr. ST.(:LAIR. And do you know whether or not—do you know anything
about whether or not an interview took place or what transpired
during the course of it ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I believe that such interview did take place, that there
was a very general discussion about the testimony by Mr. Hunt, and
that's all I know.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I see. You were not present ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I was not; present; no.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Now, sir, you told Mr. Doar that you believe it was on
March 16 that Mr. Hunt was in your office and requested another
meeting with Mr. O'Brien. Do you recall that testimony?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, I don't think that's exactly correct. You indicated
that Mr. Hunt requested another meeting with Mr. O'Brien. I don't
believe Mr. Hunt requested the first meeting.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Well, I didn't mean to assert that he did request it. But
that he have a meeting with AXE r. O'Brien ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And the meeting, the suggestion of a meeting with Mr.
O'Brien came f r om Mr. Hunt ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR All right. Did he seek—just yes or no—did he seek your
advice with respect to such a meeting 2!

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. As a result of it, I take it that it was sort of an
instruction you received from Mr. T I Hunt ?

Mr. BITTMAN. It was. You have to recall that this was approximately
a week before he was going to jail and Mr. Hunt was very emotional
and was under tremendous pressure during that period of time.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Do you have a record—you do have a record that he was



in your office on that date from 2 to approximately 3 o'clock?

Air. BITTMAN. Yes, I do.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Do you have a record that he was in your office on the
following Monday, the 19th ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Do you have a memory that he was in your office on
the following Monday ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir, I have no reference of any time for Mr. Hunt on
March 19 at all.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And you have made an effort to find out I take it?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, I have. I have reviewed my record.

Mr. ST. CL} IR. Now, with respect to the week ending March 16, do you
recall whether or not MI. Hunt had been in your office on any earlier
day during that week—earlier than the 16th ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I would have to check; I just don't recall.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. You have not checked that ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't recall specifically checking that. I know he was
in my office subsequent to the 16th but not on the 19th because he
and I spent many hours together preparing his statement that he
made subsequently before Judge Sirica at the time of sentencing on
March 23.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I see. But you did satisfy yourself from your records
at least that he was not in your office on the 19th ?
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Mr. BITTMAN. That's right. The reason I made that inquiry is because I
had been asked that specific question.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Right. And you searched your memory as well?

Mr. BITTMAN. That's correct. I have no recollection of talking to Mr.
Hunt or seeing Mr. Hunt on that date.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Is it your best memory, then, that this request of Mr.
Hunt that you contact Mr. O'Brien for him took place on the 16th ?

l.Mr. BITTMAN. Yes sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. A]1 right. Did Mr. Hunt tell you—just yes or no— what
he wanted to talk to Mr. O'Brien about ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And did you convey that information to Mr. O'Brien
when you made the request that he come over to see your client ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Either I stated that to him in the telephone
conversation or when Mr. O'Brien was briefly in my office before he
spoke with Mr. Hunt.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And would you tell us in substance what it was that
you said to Mr. O'Brien that your client had told you was the purpose
of the v isit ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I told Mr. O'Brien in substance that Mr. Hunt was
probably going to go to jail within a week and that certain
commitments had been made to him concerning his living expenses
and(l legal fees and that he wanted to discuss that matter with him.

Sir. ST. CLAIR. Have you finished your answer ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. In substance, that's all that you can recall that you
said to Mr. O'Brien regarding the purpose of this requested visit?

Mr. BITTMAN. That's correct.



Mr. ST. CLAIR. Was this the first time that you had heard anything
about commitments ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. When did you first learn anything about commitments
?

Mr. BITTMAN. During the first few days of my representation of
Howard Hunt.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. From what source or sources did you learn of such
commitments ?

Mr. BITTMAN . Well, we are kind of going in and around.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I understand.

Mr. BITTMAN. But let me—I would like to end it at this point but
based on conversations w ith Mr. Hunt.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Thank you. And I would like to inquire—I don't want to
inquire into conversations—I just want to know where you learned it,
s ir .

Now, sir, did you learn of any such commitments from any other
sources at or about that time ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. ST. Cl AIR. Did you learn of any such commitments from any other
sources at any other time prior to March 16?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. From what other sources and when ?

Mr. BITTMAN. The conversation that I had with Kenneth Parkinson.



Mr. ST.CLAIR. And when approximately was that ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I would say October or November of 1972.

Mr. ST. CLATR. Can you fix the place, or the manner in which you
learned it ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I believe it WAS in my automobile with Mr. Mittler
present and Mr. Parkinson and then a subsequent luncheon that I had
with him on Sunday at the Mayflower Hotel.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. During that same week R

Mr. BITTMAN. I believe it was within the same several day period.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Would you tell us in substance what you were e told by
Mr. Parkinson regarding the so-called committments ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, basically what I asked Mr. Parkinson was that Mr.
Hunt had been informing me that he had received commitments or
assurances that his legal fees and living expenses were going to be
taken care of. And I said, in Mr. Hunt's opinion this has not been done
and he is very concerned about it. I said I don t have any idea of the
specifics of these commitments but I said I would like you to
determine if you can, whether or not such commitments were, in
fact, made to Mr. Hunt, and; f they were made I would like to know it,
and if they were not made, J would like to know it. Mr. Parkinson
said, and I am just stating the substance of the conversation—I am
not trying to do it word by word, which I could not (lo—and I then had
lunch with him at the Mayflower Hotel and he indicated to me that he
had made an effort to find out and he told me that such assurances
had been made to Mr. Hunt and they would be honored.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Do you recall any further conversation on the point ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. That's what I recall.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I take it that during the course of your initial
discussions with Mr. Hunt during which he informed you about
commitments, you saw no reason why you should not continue to
represent Mr. Hunt ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Not because of his background with the CIA and covert
activities and things of that nature. I saw no reason why I could not
represent him under those. circumstances.



Mr. ST. CLAIR. And no reason why you couldn't continue to represent
him in the light of what he said to you about commitments

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

MI. ST. CLAIR. And the same is true of what you learned about these
commitments as a result of your talk with Mr. Parkinson ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That's correct.

Mr. ST. CLAIR I was a little inattentive. Could you tell me the date
again when you had these two discussions with Mr Parkinson ?

Mr. BITTMA.~~N. I would say that it would(l be the latter part of
October or early November of 1972.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Thank you very much. I should have paid closer
attention.

And thereafter, of course, you continued to represent Mr. Hunt and
Mrs. Hunt?

Mr. BITTMAN
 Yes! sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. As long as she lived ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, I did.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Going back then to the occasion on March 16, Mr.
O'Brien did come over to your office as a result of your request, did
he not ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, he did.
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Mr. ST. CLAIR. And did he meet with you before he met with your
client, if you recall ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't believe he did. I believe the conversation that I
have alluded to was in the presence of Mr. Hunt.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And so you have already testified with respect to that
?

Mr. BITTMAN. That's right.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. At some point then, both Mr. Hunt and Mr. O Brien
withdrew to another room ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That's correct.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Was there any particular reason why you separated
yourself from them ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. I have thought long and hard about that, Mr. St. Clair,
and I don't know unless it was just the press of other business.

I really don't recall the circumstances or why I did not attend that
particular conference.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. If Mr. O'Brien testified that you were on the phone
when he came in would that refresh your recollection?

Mr. BITTMAN. It does not refresh my recollection, but it could well
be. I am on the phone 50 t imes a day.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Let me ask you this: was your failure to attend, if you
can recall, a deliberate act on your part ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't believe so.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. In ally event, how long would you say they were
together ?

Mr. BITTM.\X. It s only a guess. Half an hour,45 minutes.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Of that magnitude in any event ?



Mr. BITTM.~N. I am not sure. It could have been 15 minutes. I am
really not sure how long that meeting lasted.

Mr. ST. CI AIR. When they came out, did you have a further discussion
with either or both of them with respect to the conference that we
had had ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. Yes, I did. I believe I testified to that this morning.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And have you told us all that you can recall of that?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Do you recall saying anything to Mr. O'Brien to the
effect that you had warned him that your client was nervous about
going to jai] under his family circumstances ?

Ml. BITTMAN. Well, certainly Mr. O'Brien knew that, and I am certain I
told him that he was more than nervous. He was distraught and very
upset.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I see. And do you r ecall your client in effect directing
Mr. O'Brien to go see Mr. Dean ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. You do not ? You do recall a suggestion by Mr. O'Brien
that Mr. Hunt might call Mr. Colson ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That was a suggestion that based—wells let me go
back. I do recall that conversation where I think Mr. O Brien was
present where he had suggested to Mr. Hunt to write a memorandum
to Mr. Colson and that Mr. Hunt did not want to write such a
memorandum, and therefore, Mr. Hunt asked me to call Mr. Colson to
ascertain whether or not Mr. Colson would see him.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did you get the impression that Mr. Hunt had no real
interest in contacting Mr. Colson but was very interested in having
Mr. O'Brien see Mr. Dean ?

Mr. BITTMAN. The name Dean w as not mentioned.
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Mr. ST. CLAIR. The name Dean was not mentioned ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did you has-e any information to the effect that Mr.
Hunt was going to request Mr. O'Brien to see Mr. Dean ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. When did you fir st learn that Sir. O'Brien left your
office and went to see Mr. Dean 2

Mr. BITTMAN. I would say at the time of Mr. Dean's testimony before
the Senate Watergate Committee or someone's testimony to that eff
ect.

Mr. ST. CL FIR. Well, now, let's see. Mr. O'Brien had talked with your
client for a half an hour approximately, suggested that
communication

be sent to Mr. Colson. Mr. Hunt was not buying that suggestion. Is
that a fair statement ?

Mr. BITTMAN. It is.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. How was the matter left as you observed it then ?

Mr. BITTMAN. It was left that Mr. ()O'Brien then apparently couldn't
do anything to assist Mr. Howard Hunt, and therefore Ml. Hunt wanted
to talk to Mr. Colson. The name I)ean was not mentioned.

And I had no idea at that time, until I am sure months later, that Mr.
O'Brien was r eporting to Mr. I)ean. T just didn't know.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I see. You knew who Mr. I)ean was ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Oh, yes.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. You had never met him, I understand ?

Mr. BITTMAN. To this day I have never met him. Nor have I ever talked
to him.



Mr. ST. CLAIR. Well, now an effort was made to contact Mr. Colson
and the suggestion was not accepted by MI . Colson ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. That's correct.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. But Mr. Shapiro, AIR . Colson s lawyer, did meet with
your client?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, he did.

Mr. ST. CL.AIR. With your knowledge and consent ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Were you present X

Mr. BITTMAN. No.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I)O you know when the meeting took place ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I would assume it would be on March 16 or shortly
thereafter! but I do not know exactly when.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I see. You made some reference this morning to the
fact that Mr. Shapiro's log shows that he met with Mr. Hunt on the
16th at 2 o'clock in the after noon.

Mr. BITTMAN. That's corr ect.

Mr . ST. CLAIR I low do you know that ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Because in preparing Mr. Hunt for the grand jury in late
March, April, and May I went to see all of these people to find out
what memos or what recollection they had with respect to their
conversations with Howard Hunt and it was at that time during those
efforts I learned the specifics of Howard Hunt's meeting with Paul
O'Brien on March 16. I learned of the taped transc ript of the
telephone call between Colson and Hunt in November of 1972 and I
learned of a memorandum that David Shapiro made of his
conversation with Hunt in March.



Mr. ST. CLAIR. In March when ? When in March ?

Mr. BITT MAN. I believe it says March 16, and that's the reason I
believe there is a discrepancy because I believe that memorandum
indicates and he gave me a copy of it, indicates that Howard Hunt
was in his office at 2 o'clock. And my daybook indicates Howard Hunt
was in my office at 2 o'clock and I cannot reconcile the discrepancy.

Mr. ST. CL.AIR. DO YOU know whether or not Mr. Hunt saw Mr. Shapiro
the same day t that he saw Mr. O'Brien ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I do not.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. DO YOU have any personal knowledge of the time when
Sir. l Hunt saw Mr . Shapiro 2

Mr. BITT MAN No, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Your client was in a hurry to see somebody wasn't he?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes; he was.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. All right. You said in getting ready for the grand jury
testimony, getting your client ready that you made an investigation
which included discussions with Mr. Shapiro ?

Mr . BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I)uring the course of those discussions, do you ever
recall Mr. Shapiro asking you when you received the $75,000 or the
payments that turned out to be $75;~~,000 ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I am sure at some point Mr. Shapiro and I discussed
that but I don't know if it was during a sp)ecific period of time that
I attempted to find out from him the substance of the conversation
he had with Howard Hunt.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I)O YOU recall that he has asked you that question on a
number of occasions ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And do you recall what you have answered ?

Mr. BITTMAN. The only answer I could have given him is it would have



been on or about Mar ch 21.

Mr . ST. CL.AIR. I didn't ask you what it could have been. What is your
memory as to what you said to Mr. David Shapiro as to when you
received that payment ?

Mr. BITTMAN. It would have been on or about March 21.

Sir. ST. CLAIR. On or about ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir-, because I am not positive of the date.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I see. Well, could it have been March 20 ?

Mr. BITT MAN. Yes, Sil.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Could it h ave been OI1 the 19th ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I doubt it.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. On the 22d ?

Mr. BITTMAN. NO.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. But it could have been the 20th ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I would say that it could have been but I would say
more than likely it was on the 21st.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did you follow your client s testimony before the
Senate Select Committee ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did you help him prepare for that testimony ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.
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Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did you ever discuss that testimony with him prior to
his so testifying ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Oh, on many occasions. I represented Mr. Hunt before
the grand jury on 8 occasions and I am sure the Senate Watergate
Committee staff on another 8 or 10 occasions.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Am I correct in my memory that your client, Mr. Hunt,
testified that the payment was made on March 20 ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I have reviewed his testimony within the last month or
so and he testified to March 20 based on a date that Sam Dash gave
to him and said "isn't that the date" and I believe Mr. Hunt's
testimony was well, if that's the date that's the date.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Well, do you think Mr. Dash made that up, or that your
client gave it to Mr. Dash in an interview ?

Mr. BI1]TMAN. NO; I don't think Mr. Hunt knows the date.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I didn't ask you that sir. I asked you did you think Mr.
Dash made the date up or your client gave it to him in a hearing or an
interview ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I am not suggesting Mr. Dash made it up.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. All right.

Mr. BITTMAN. My guess would be

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I am not asking your guess, please.

Mt. BITTMAN. Well, I have to guess is that Mr. I)ash obtained that
date from someone else.

Mr . ST. CLAIR, Like who, you ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. Fred LaRue.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. All right. He didn't get it from you?

Mr. BITTMAN. NO, sir.



Mr. ST. CLAIR. Could he have gotten it from Mr. LaRue?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't know. All I know

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Or from

Mr. BITTMAN. The testimony reflects that the date was given to Mr.
Hunt by Sam Dash. I don't know from whom MI. Dash received that
date.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Your client testified in substance, did he not, in
agreement with Mr. Dash's suggestion, that the payment was made on
the 20th ?

Isn't that right ?

Mr. BITTMAN. He accepted Sam Dash's suggestion, that is correct.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And he accepted that under oath ?

Ml. BITTMAN. Yes, he did.

Mr. JENNER. Mr. Chairman, the record of the testimony is the best
evidence as to what Mr. Hunt said on that occasion when he was
examined before the Senate Select Committee.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Mr. Chairman, I will be glad to furnish the committee
with the pertinent portions of the transcript. I think it is page—I
will be happy to furnish it.

It is 908) and something. I forget now.

The CHAIRMAN. Counsel will supply that then.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Yes; I will.

Now, you said you spent a great deal of time preparing Mr. Hunt for
grand jury testimony ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.
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Mr. ST. CLAIR. Grand jury testimony commencing approximately when
2

Mr. BITTMAN. Within several days after he went to jail.

Mr. ST.CLAIR. So that would be about the first of April of 1973 ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir. It would be, I think he testified before the
grand jury on three occasions in late March.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. All right, late March, W26, 27, something like that.
When was he incar cerated ?

Mr. BITTMAN. March 23.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. .&11 right. So sometime after March 23 he testified
before a grand jury; is that right ?

Mr. BITTMAN.-&N. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. To your knowledge, did Mr. Hunt decline to answer any
questions ?

Mr. BITTMAN. He read a statement to the grand jury on his initial
appearance, and was subsequently given immunity and I believe after
he was given immunity he testified fully. But, I am sure as you kno
Mr. St. Clair, I was never present at the grand jury while he
testified.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I quite understand. You were outside of the room,
weren't you (2

Mr. BITTMAN-. Yes; I was.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did you ever learn from any source that Mr. Hunt
attempted to secrete any information ?

Mr: BITTMAN. Well, I know from the prosecutors that there was
certain information that Mr,. Hunt was very reluctant to testify to.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. But did he tetify to it ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Ultimately he did; yes, sir .



Mr. ST. CLAIR. And this was after he received $75,000, $60,000 of
which you received as legal fees ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I did not receive $60,000 of the $75,000.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Well, it was after the receipt of &75,000, whatever
its disposition ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Thank you.

May I have just a moment, Mr. Chairman ?

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. [ Short pause.]

Mr. ST. CLAIR. When do you say you now recall that you started to
work with Mr. Hunt on this statement that he was to send to the
grand jury or read to the grand jury ?

Mr. BITTM.~N. It was within
 a few days before he was sentenced.

Mr. ST. GL FIR. Before he was sentenced ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. That would be then before he received the $75,000?

Mr. BITTMA.&N. It would be. at or about that time.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did he make any change in that statement after he
received the $75, ,1)()0, in the subst ance of it ?

Mr. BITTM IN. I am sure he did not.

Ml-. ST. CLAIR. Did not ?

Sir. BITTMAN. T)id not.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Thank you. I have nothing further, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. JENNER. MI. Chairman, I have a few questions.



The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Jenner.
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Mr. JENNER. Mr. Bittman, were you present when Mr. Hunt pleaded
guilty before J udge Sirica

Mr. BITTM AN. Yes, sir.

Mr. JENNER. And in the course of that proceeding before Judge Sirica,
when you were present, did(l Judge Sirica advise Mr. Hunt in your
presence of each of the charges and counts ill the indictment and(l
quote f rom t he indictment ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. JENNER. And did this occur:

The COURT. I have already identified briefly to you the nature of the
other counts. Do you concede that your client is familiar with all of
the elements and the other counts besides the conspiracy count ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Your Honor, I know that he is familiar with all of the
elements.

The COURT. Have you gone over them carefully ?

Mr. BI TTMAN. I have.

The COURT. He understands what the elements are that must be
proved by the government beyond a reasonable doubt as to each count
that he is indicted under?

Defendant IIT STY Yes, Your Honor.

The Court. Now, in connection with the elements of the offense
which the government msut prove beyond 2 reasonable doubt as to
each one of the counts in which you are charged, did you commit each
one of those elements of those crimes, Mr Hunt?

Defendant HUNT. I did, Your Honor.

The COURT. Knowingly and intentionally and unlawfully did you do
that?

Defendant HUNT. Yes, Your Honor.



The COURT. Now, in your own words I would like you to tell me from
the beginning just how you got into this conspiracy, what you did,
various things that you did so that I can decide whether or not you
are knowingly and intentionally entering this plea Voluntarily with
Pull knowledge of every possible consequence.

Mr BITTMAN. Your Honor, could I make a short comment before Mr.
Hunt responds to that question ?

The COURT. Yes.

Mr. BITTMAN;. Mr. Silbert indicated to me some time ago that under
the authority of the Kelly case, decided in the Fifth Circuit by the
Fifth Circuit it was Mr. Silbert's intention to bring all of these
defendants before a Grand Jury subsequent to their sentencing, so
certainly Mr. Hunt will be required to appear before that grand jury.
In view of that, Your Honor, and in further view of the fact there is a
possibility that what Mr. Hunt will be required to state to Your
Honor, if he responds to your question, he may prejudice the other
defendants in your eyes at the outset of the trial, perhaps your Honor
would not want Mr. Hunt to respond to that question.

The COURT. You see, I don't want Mr. Hunt coming back some day, or
you with some kind of a suggestion that he didn't understand the
elements of the offense, that questions weren't clearly explained to
him or anything like that, which happens frequently, as you know, in
criminal cases.

Do you waive your right to express what you know about this case ?
In other words, I will shorten this by taking your counsel's
suggestion that you are going before the Grand Jury. I don't know
what questions you will be asked. So, if you are thoroughly familiar
with all of the elements of each count of the indictment under which
you are charged, and that you admit that you have committed those
elements of the offense, you know what they are, then w e can
probably save a little time.

Defendant HUNT. Yes, Your Honor.

The COURT. Now,, as to the possible penalties in this case, I am not
indicating at this time, because I don't know myself, what sentence I
will impose in this case or sentences. Do you understand? But, I
think you should know this, this is provided by statute as to the
other counts under which you have pleaded guilty, because first of
all I am going to refer the ease to the probation officer, naturally,



for presentence investigation and a report. We do that in practically
every case, and that might take some time. But, I want you to know
what the sentences are as to each count.



Under Count 1, Title 18 United States Code, Section 731, the
Conspiracy Count, you could be fined not more than 610 thousand or
imprisoned for not more than five years or both. Do you understand
that 8

Defendant HUNT. Yes, sir.

The (:OIJBT. Under Count 2, which charges degree burglary under
Title 22, D.C Code Section 1801(b), you could be imprisoned for not
less than two years nor more than 15 years. Do you understand that?

Defendant HU NT. Yes sir.

The COURT. Under Count 3, under Title 22, D.C. Code Section 1801(b),
second degree burglary, you could be imprisoned for not less than
two years nor more than 15 years.

Do you understand that?

Defendant E{UNT. Yes, Your Honor.

The COURT. l Under Count 4, Title 18, U.S. Code Section 2511 known
as illegally endeavoring to intercept oral communications, that
carries a penalty of not more than $10,000 or imprisonment for
more than Jive years.

Do you understand that?

Defendant HUNT. I do, Your Honor.

The COURT. I Under (:Fount a, Title 18, l .S. Code Section 2511,
unlawful endeavoring to intercept wire communications, carries a
penalty of not more than $10:\ 000 fine or improsonment for not
more than five years or both.

Under Count X, under Title 18, U.S.. Code Section 2.)11, known as
unlawful interception or endeavoring to intercept or procuring the
interception of wire communications which carries a fine of
$10,000 and imprisonment for not more than five years, or both.

And you understand these sentences could run consecutively ?

Defendant HUNT. I do, Your Honor.

The COURT. Has your guilty plea to the six counts that I have



mentioned been induced by promises or representations by anyone as
to what the sentence will be imposed by this Court?

Defendant HUNT. No, Your Honor.

The COURT. Has anyone threatened or coerced you into making this
plea of guilty—the plea of guilty to these counts.

Defendant HUNT. No, Your Honor.

The COURT. Has any promise of any kind been made to induce your
plea of guilty ?

Defendant HUNT. No Your Honor.

The COURT. Are you entering this plea voluntarily of your own free
will because you are guilty and for no other reason ?

Defendant HUNT. Yes, Your Honor.

You were present when that took place ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr.JENNER And those statements were made by the court and those
responses were made by defendant Hunt and by you ?

Mr. BI11)1AX. Yes! sir.

M]-. JENNER. And that occurred before Judge Sirica at the time of his
guilty plea and a request was made on your behalf that he withdraw
his not guilty plea and plead guilty to the indictment on January 11,
1973 ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, of course. initially, with the consent of the
Government! I requested that the court accept the plea of three
counts. The Government accepted that. The Government recommended
that to Judge Sirica. and Judge Sirica would not accept the plea to
three counts.

Sir. JENA ER. But he did on this occasion, did he not ?

Mr. BITTMAN VX It w as either go to trial or plead guilty

Mr. JENNER. Mr. Bittman! I asked you a simple question, did he accept



the plea on this occasion ?

Mr. Bittman. He did. and(l I think that is what I responded.

Mr. JENNER. After what I have read, the following occurred, did it not
?
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The COURT. Have you discussed the entry of this plea fully with your
attorneys ? Defendant HunT. I have, Your Honor.

The COURT. Are you completely satisfied with the services of your
attorney in this case?

Defendant HUNT. Entirely, Your Honor.

The COURT. Mr. Clerk, take the plea.

Did that occur ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. JENNER. Thereupon, Mr. Silbert. stated to the court, immediately
following the direction of the Court to the Clerk to take the plea of
guilty:

Mr. SILBBT. If Your Honor please, may I be heard just before that?

The COAT. Yes.

Air. SILB}ERT. Your Honor, as you indicated earlier this morning,
under Rule 11 the Court must determine itself whether there is a
factual basis for the plea. As Your Honor knows, yesterday the
government made a detailed opening statement and here this morning
Your Honor asked the defendant prior to his entry of the plea of
guilty what he did and based upon the representations of Mr. Bittman
Your Honor withdraw the question as you asked it and rephrased the
question

Your Honor, the government would suggest for your consideration
whether or not you would inquire of the defendant to ascertain and
make sure there is a factual basis for the plea, whether he accepts
the essential accuracy of the facts as outlined in the government's
opening statement.

The COURT. 1 will put that question to you.

Mr. JENNER. He is addressing Mr. Hunt.

The COURT. AS framed by counsel: Do you accept those as
substantially the facts as you know them to be?



Defendant HOST. Substantially, yes, Your Honor.

The COURT. YOU agree with the government's opening statement
insofar as your knowledge of this conspiracy ?

Defendant HUNT. Yes; Your Honor.

The COURT. And your participation in it?

Defendant HUNT. Yes; Your Honor.

Did that occurs

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes Sir.

Mr. JENNER. Mr. Bittman in response to Some questions of Mr. St.
Clair toward the end of his examination of and questioning of you, he
inquired of you as to Mr. Hunt's appearance before the grand jury, I
take it the latter part of March 1973. As I recall you responded that
eventually—and 1 don't wish to characterize your testimony, and if
you wish to restate it so it will be strictly accurate, please do so—
that eventually Mr Hunt told either the truth or the full facts ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That is not what I said, Mr. Jenner.

Mr. JENNE,R. Would VOII please repeat what you said. because I have a
question or two to ask you about it .

Mr. BITTMAN. I said that there were a few areas which Mr. Hunt
wanted indicated to the prosecutors through me, which T did, that he
did not want to testify to. And I told the prosecutors that if they
would go along with this temporarily knowing that Mr. Hunt could
testify on many occasions! that ultimately they would get responses
to all the questions but because of his long career with the C:T & and
things of that nature, there were certain areas that he was reluctant
to testify to.

Mr. JENNER. Have you completed your answer ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, Sir.



Mr. JENNER. Now, you mentioned the prosecutors. Are you referring to
Mr. Silbert ?

Mr. BI BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. JENNER. And that conversation you have now related to Mr.
Silbert, when did that take place with respect to when Mr. Hunt
eventually testified to all the facts ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, I had a number of conversations with the
prosecutor every day that Mr. Hunt appeared before the grand jury, or
days before he appeared before the grand jury.

Mr. JENNER. I)id you repeat that statement to Mr. Silbert on each of
those occasions ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I know it was mentioned more than once, and I know
there was eventually a time when I met with the three prosecutors
and with Mr. Hunt and we went through everything. Outside of the
grand jury.

Mr. JENNER. All right. So that the reluctance was evidenced prior to
the time that Mr. Hunt went before the grand jury, was it not ?

Mr. BITTMAN. In certain areas, that is correct.

Mr. JENNER. How many days before he went to the grand jury did you
first express to Mr. Silbert Mr. Hunt's reluctance, as you have
expressed it ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I am sure it was immediately after sentencing, because
the prosecutors and I immediately had conversations concerning Mr.
Hunt's appearance.

Mr. JENNER. All right. He was sentenced on the 23d ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I am sure we started having conferences immediately
thereafter.

Mr. JENNER. A11 right. He was sentenced on the 23d, was he not?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. JENNER. And you began your conferences immediately?



Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. JENNER. And you expressed this view that you have related to the
ladies and gentlemen of this committee on March 24, 1973?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, it would have been on or about that date.

Mr. JENNER. All right. When did he first go before the grand jury ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't know, but I would assume it would be around—

Mr. JENNER. You mean you don't know or you don't recall ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't recall.

Mr. JENNER. You were representing him, weren't you ?

Mr. BI TTMAN. Yes; I was.

Mr. JENNER. All right.

Mr. BITTMAN. Rut he testified on eight occasions and I don't know the
dates of any of those occasions, Mr. Jenner. But I have the records at
my office.

Mr. JENNER. All I am seeking is your best reco]lection, and I
understand that when you say no, you don't recall at the moment, is
that correct ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That is correct, I don't recall the first date, but I
would think it would be around the 25th or 26th of March. He
testined 3 days in March.

Mr. J} JENNER. It may help you in your recollection that the 23d was
a Friday, was it not ?



Mr. BITTMAN. I don't recall.

Mr. JENNER. Well, I can tell you that it was. Would you assume that,
please ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. JENNER. Al] right. The 24th was a Saturday, the 25th was a
Sunday. He went before the grand jury the week of the 25th. That is
March 2a, according to your present recollection, is that correct?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir; he testified on three occasions during that
week.

Mr. JENNER. During that week. All right. That is three.

Did he go before the grand jury the following week ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't know.

MI . JENNER. You mean you don't recall ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't recall.

Mr. JENNER. Did he go before the grand jury the following week after
that?

Mr. BITTMAN. Mr. Jenner, I don t recall. If it is relevant either to you
or the committee, I would l)e more than happy to furnish these dates
to you. I have the dates but I don t have them in mind.

Mr. JENNER. All you can do. Mr. Bittman, is answer my questions.

M1. BITTMAN. All right, I don t recall.

Mr. JENNER. Did he go before the grand jury in the month of April 2

Mr. BITTMAN. I believe he did.

'.Mr.. JENNER. Did he go before the grand jury in the month of May ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't know.

Mr. JENNER. You mean you don't recall ?



Mr. BITTM.\N. I do not recall.

Mr. JEN-ner. Could he have gone before the grand jury in the month of
May ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. JENNER. Now, do you have a recollection as to when in the month
of March? the week of the 25th, or in April or in May that he began to
testify about the matters that he had been reluctant to testify about
vhen you first spoke to Mr. Silbert on March 24 ?

Mr. BITTMAN. My recollection is that in most of those areas, that
they were not in any way related to the Watergate case and I know
that I mentioned

Mr. JENNER Mr. Bittman, I didn't ask you that question. Your answer is
not responsive. The question I asked you was in which of those
months the last week in March or any time in April or any time in
May, that Mr. Hunt began to testify about the things about which he
had been reluctant to testify when you talked to Mr. Si]bert on the
24th of March 1973 ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I doll t recall.

Mr. JENNER. Mr. Bittman would you please describe to the ladies and
gentlemen of the committee—

Material unrelated to testimony of witness deleted.

I will reframe my question, then, if I may.

Would you please relate to the ladies and gentlemen of the
committee the usual, customary and regular practice of Hogan &
Hartson with r espect to keeping time records of work done and
services performed by members of the firm and associates of the
firm 2
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Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir. generally, the procedures that I follow, and I
assume most of the attorneys in the firm follow, is you keep a
daybook. You dictate from the daybook to your secretary, who
prepares small sheets. She keeps a copy. A copy goes to accounting
and a copy goes to the computer. Each month, we receive a computer
printout which sets forth the name of the attorneys, the amount of
hours and the client and the hourly rate that they perform for each
client during a given month. Those are the procedures.

Mr. JENNER. Now, would you please, and as of the time of your leaving
the firm on the 30th of June. was that practice still in effect ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. JENNER. And it had been in effect, had it, during all of the time
that you were a partner in Hogan & Hartson ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. JENNER. Would you explain your answer, please ?

Mr. BITTMAN. We didn't receive computerized printouts for the first
2 or 3 years that I was a partner. This was a procedure that
developed approximately 5 years ago.

Mr. JENNER. So that at least during all of the relevant times about
which you have been questioned here today, the computerized system
was in effect ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Or. JENNER. Would you give us the names of those partners and
associates of your office who worked with you, as you have said,
under your leadership and direction in handling, rendering legal
services to Mr. Hunt or members of his family as best you are now
able to recall it ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Mr. Jenner, there were at least 15, and I will recite as
many names as I can recall. That is the best I can do.

Mr. JENNER. That is all I am asking you to do, Mr. Bittman.

Mr. BITTM.~~lAn . Austin Mittler.



Mr. JENNER. Is he a partner ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. JENNER. Would you please identify them either way in that
respect.

Mr. BITTMAN. He is a partner.

George Miller, associate.

Curtis von Kann, associate.

Mr. JENNER. Would you spell that, please ?

Mr. BITTMAN. v-o-n K-a-n-n.

Vincent Rocque, R-o-c-q-u-e, associate.

Bill Bradford, B-r-a-d-f-o-r-d; Nubby Jones, partner.

Mr. LATTA. Mr. Chairman, in the interest of time, I would suggest
that the witness give the committee those names so we can go
ahead.

Mr. BITTMAN-. I can obtain those names in 5 minutes, Mr. Chairman. I
just don't recall any more at the present time. But as I said, there
were approximately 15 attorneys at various times that worked on
the Hunt matters.

Mr. JENNER. That is perfectly all right with counsel

The CHAIRMAN. I think that would be sufficient for the committee.

Mr. Jenner, might I inquire, is there a purpose to this? Do we see
something
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Mr. JENNER. Yes, Your Honor.

The CHAIRMAN | continuing]. At the end of this line.

Mr. JENNER. Yes, Mr. Chairman. I think it will appear from the next
question.

If a request were made to Hogan & Hartson for a computer run on all
of {he timecards as you have described)ed them during this period
that you have testified about today for legal services rendered to Mr.
Hunt and members of his family, would the names of all the persons
who worked and the extent of the services they rendered appear on
those timecards ?

Mr. BITTMAN. It would not appear on the computer printout.

Mr. JENNER. All right. They would not appear on the computer
printout. Where would they appear, Mr. Bittman ?

Mr. BITTMAN.\N. In the small sheets that are dictated to the
secretary.

Mr. JENNER. Are those preserved by Hogan & Hartson?

Mr. BITTMAN. I assume they are.

Mr. JENNER. So that if we sought the detailed information on the
services rendered and time rendered by the various 15 lawyers who
worked on the matter, they would appear on the sheets rather than
the computer cards '

Mr. BITTMAN. That is correct.

Mr. JENNER. Thank you.

Would you turn for a moment to the—Lou said you had, on examination
by Mr. St. Clair, a meeting with Afr. Parkinson in an automobile.

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. JENNER. When was that ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I believe it was a late Friday afternoon when I was on



my way home with Austin Mitt]er, who frequently drove home with
me.

Mr. JENNER. I see. What date as you are best able to recall it?

Mr. BITTMAN. It was either in October or November of 1972.

Mr. JENNER. And what was the occasion of your meeting in an
automobile ?

Mr. BITTMAN. As I said, we were on the way home and I called Ken
Parkinson, asked him if he could meet us, because we could not park
at that time of night—I am sure it was in the later part of the rush
hour. The purpose of the conversation was as I stated to Mr. St. Clair.
That was the legal fees were building up and my client had indicated
to me that he had received these commitments that his legal fees
and living expenses would be taken care of. And I wanted Mr.
Parkinson, if he could ascertain it, to determine whether or not ma,
client was accurate in indicating to me that such commitments had
in fact been received.

Mr. JENNER. I thank you, Mr. Bittman.

You testified this morning with respect to the first $25,00f~~the
thousand dollar and the retainer fee of $25,00(} you received was in
due course taken into firm income do you recall that ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes sir.

Mr. JENNER. And that is a fact ?

Mr. BITTMAN. The entire $156^0(>0 was taken into the firm income.

Mr. JENNER. All right. And the net of that after expense was dis



tributed to the partners as net income and taxes paid on it, is that
correct ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. JENNER. IS that true both as to the years 1972 and the year 1973
?

MR. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. JENNER. And each of you, you and your partners received their
regular share according to the partnership agreement or the
executive committee decision, as the ease might be 2

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes sir, it was distributed to the partners depending
upon their distributive share.

Mr. JENNER. NOW, YOU mentioned a trust fund that was established.
When was the trust fund established ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Approximately August or September of 1973.

Mr. JENNER. And what was the source of the funds that were placed
in that trust fund ?

Mr. BITTMAN. General funds of Hogan and Hartson.

Mr. JENNER. Including you ?

Mr. BITTMAN. C)h, yes sir, I have an interest in that escrow account.

Mr. JENNER. Would you turn a moment to Bittman exhibits 1 and 2 ?

I direct your attention to the second page of Bittman exhibit No. 1,
which, Mr. Chairman, I will ask be marked as Bittman exhibit lA.

The CHAIRMAN. 1)0 we have a copy of the exhibit ?

Mr. JENNER. Yes. they were distributed this morning. Each of the
exhibits consists of two pages, the top page being a retyping of the
indistinct original, which is the second page.

Mr. DANIELSON. Mr. Chairman, which one is 1 and which one is 2 ?

Mi. JENNER. NO. 1 is the one of September 19, 1972.



I notice on Bittman Exhibit 1A in longhand, "D. Hunt." Are you able to
identify that handwriting ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I cannot identify it, but I assume that it stands for
Dorothy Hunt and was written by her.

Mr. JENNER. Have you ever seen her handwriting during the course did
you see her handwriting during the course of your long
representation of Mr. Hunt and his family ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I assume I have, sir, but I don't think I have seen it
with enough frequency to be able to testify that that is her
handwriting, but I assume it is.

Mr. JENNER. Did you tell me when I asked you before you began to
testify this afternoon that it was ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I say I assume it was. She did not sign that in my
presence.

Mr. JENNER. I didn't ask you when it was signed.

Was the longhand on that document when it was received by you ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. JENNER. Some of the questions I was going to ask you have been
kindly brought out by Mr. St. Clair.

Did Mrs. Hunt deliver this to you in person ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes,sir.

Mr. JENNER. Was there a telephone call from her or what
communication was there, if any, from her before she came in on
that oc casion ?

See p.. 1.8.
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Mr. BITTMAN. I don't recall specifically, but normally she would call
and ask me if I were going to be home and asked me if it was all
right if she came over to see me, and I very rarely said no.

Mr. JENNER. All right. I take it from that answer that the two
exhibits, Bittman 1 and 1A and Bittman 2 and 2A,1 were delivered by
her to you at your home ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That is correct, on separate occasions.

Mr. JENNER. Yes, of course.

Exhibit No. 1, September 19, 1972, was delivered to you on or about
the date it bears, correct ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. JENNER. And that exhibit 2 was delivered to the date it bears,
which is October q 1972 ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. JENNER. I direct your attention to Bittman exhibit No. 9, to the
bottom line of the list of amounts, which reads, "$1(),000 under
table bail money for Mr. Barker."

What did that mean to you when you read it 2

Mr. BITTMAN. I speculate, but I don't know what it refers to.

Mr. JENNER. My question was what did it mean to you when you read
it ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Nothing.

Mr. JENNER. When Mrs. Hunt brought this to your home and hand
delivered it, was it contained in an envelope or just an open sheet of
paper ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't recall.

Mr. JENNER. In each instance ?



Mr. BITTMAN. I don't recall.

Mr. JENNER. Did you read the document in her presence on either
occasion 8

Mr. BITTMAN. I believe I glanced at it.

Mr. JENNER. And directing your attention to Bittman exhibit No. 1 and
to the second full paragraph, the sentence reading "He concluded that
he would be in touch with me again when he could and repeated that
this amount was all he was able to scrape up on such short notice. I
thanked him."

Do you find that ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. JENNER. To w hat does the short notice refer ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't know.

Mr. JENNER. I)id you ask Mrs. Hunt ?

Mr. BITrMAN. No; I did not.

Mr. JENNER. Did you discuss this matter with anybody other than Mrs.
Hunt after you had received the two documents on either occasion ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir, I showed them to Mr. Parkinson.

Mr. JENNER. Did you have a conversation with him 9

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. JENNER. Where did that conversation take place ?

Mr. B I TTMAN. In his office.

1 See p. 19.

you on or about



Mr. JENNER. On the first occasion, how soon with respect to the date
September 19 did that conversation take place ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't know.

Mr. JENNER. You mean you don't recall ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don t recall.

Mr. JENNER. What did you say to Mr. Parkinson on the occasion when
you delivered—did you say you delivered a copy to him or he made a
copy ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I told him that Mrs. Hunt had been to my home, had
given me this memorandum, indicated to me that she had been asked
to make an accounting of the funds that she had received, and that
she had asked me to show a copy of this to him That was the
conversation

Mr. JENNER. And with respect to BITTMAN exhibit No. 2 l dated
October 2,1972, did you show that to anybody ?

Mr. BITTMAN. To Mr. Parkinson.

Mr. JENNER. And shortly after the date it bears ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. JENNER. A;\ hat did you say to him on that occasion ?

Mr. BITTMAN. In essence the same thing.

Mr. JENNER. And where did these two conversations take place ? In
his office?

Mr. BITTMAN. In his office.

Mr. JENNER. What did he say on either occasion ?

Mr. BITTMAN. On the first occasion, I know that he xeroxed it.

Mr. JENNER. Yes; I appreciate that. You testified, what did he say ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't recall him saying anything.



Mr. JENNER. Saying anything ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No: because I am sure that I talked to him on other
matters as well, because the civil cases were was in constant
communication with him in connection with the civil cases.

Mr. JENNER. I will ask you the question, What did he say about the
Bittman exhibit No.1 dated September 199 1972 ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't recall him saying anything.

Mr. JENNER. What did he say about Bittman exhibit No. 2 l dated
October 2,1972 ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't recall him saying anything.

Mr. JENNER. Mr. Bittman, did you consult any partner or asso ciate
with respect to your receipt of either of these documents ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I seem to have a recollection of discussing it with Mr.
Mittler, but I don't recall discussing it with anybody else.

Mr. JENNER. Is that true of both documents ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes sir.

Mr. JENNER. And tell us! your conversation with Mr. Mittler, if you had
a conversation with Mr. Mittler, with respect to the document dated
September 19, 1972. DO you have any recollection as to what you
said to him on that occasion ?

Mr. BITTMAN. It would have just--in the event I had that
conversation with him, it would have been an indication that I had
received these from Dorothy Hunt with respect to funds that she had
received for bail money, living fees, and legal expenses that she
asked me to show to Mr. Parkinson and I did.

See p. . 19.



66

Mr. JENNER. I take it from your responses, Mr. Bittman that you really
don't have a recollection and you arc rationalizing at the moment ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That is correct.

Mr. JENNER. And that would be true insofar as any possible
conversation with Mr. Mittler is concerned, also with respect to
Bittman exhibit No.2 ? t

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. JENNER. In any event, I take it from your testimony that you did
not discuss the matter with any other partner than Mr. Mittler,
assuming you spoke with him ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That is correct. The reason I believe I spoke with him
is because he and I worked very closely together and it was my
general policy to tell him everything that had happened that he was
not aware of and he would do likewise.

Mr. JENNER. I see. Well, you are still rationalizing. You do not have a
recollection at the moment that you did, is that correct, sir?

Mr. BITTMAN. I do not have a clear recollection that I did, but I
probably did.

Mr. JENNER. Mr. Bittman, did you enter the—was there any entry on
your time sheet for September 19 or your time sheet for October
22'— October 2, 1972, that referred to either of these documents or
the visit by Mrs. I Hunt to you on the occasion she delivered the
documents to you ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't recall. I would doubt it.

Mr. JENNER. I have no further questions Mr. Chairman. Thank you.

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you.

Mr. Donohue ?

Mr. DONOHUE. May I reserve my time, Mr. Chairman ?

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Hutchinson ?



Mr. HUTCHISON. No questions.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Brooks ?

Mr. BROOKS. No questions, Mr. Chairman.

Unless, Mr. Chairman, I wondered, did counsel advise these
gentlemen as to what the tax consequence of these payments would
be ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I have had such discussions with Mr. Hunt and
Congressman, I have no idea of what was communicated to the other
individuals.

Mr. BROOKS. What did you recommend to Mr. Hunt ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I recommended that he discuss this matter fully with a
tax attorney before he files tax returns. I am not a tax attorney.

Mr. BROOKS. No further questions Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. McClory ?

Mr. MCCLORY. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Bittman. would you tell me, what were the other subjects
unrelated to Watergate to which Mr. Hunt went before the grand jury
subsequent to his plea of guilty in his own case ? I)id that relate to
the Plumbers or something like that ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I believe Ellsberg was one of them. the Ellsberg
breakin. And there were two or three others, Congressman, and I

See p.. 19.
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knew someone was going to ask me that question, and for the life of
me, I don't recall the other areas. But there were two or three and I
discussed this very candidly with the prosecutors and told them it
was Mr. Hunt's desire not to get into these areas, but that I was
confident that eventually he would.

I might add that during this period of time, there were articles
appearing in the Jack Anderson column—at least this is my
recollection verbatim grand jury transcripts. That is a matter that
Air. Hunt was very concerned about.

Mr. MCCLORY. Now, did you know all about these things before and
just not want to relate them, or when did you first learn about
Hunt's other activities?

Mr. BITTMAN. I learned about them very slowly. Most of the areas I
didn't know anything about. Some of the areas I knew very little
about. And as Mr. Hunt was testifying before the grand jury, since I
spent many hours with him, I learned as much as he told me at that
time.

Mr. MCCLORY Were there any investigations going on at that time
that you know of or any criminal charges that were threatened as far
as he was concerned?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. MCCLORY. Now, getting back to the date of March 21 about which
you testified, you mentioned that, you testified that you met earlier
with Mr. O'Brien and Mr. O'Brien met with Mr. I Hunt in your office,
and they discussed securing some money for Ml. Hunt to take care of
his commitments.

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. McCLORY. And then did, at any time did they talk about or did
either of them talk to you about getting money from the White House
?

Mr. B BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. MCCLORY. And you never heard the name of Mr. Dean mentioned at
that time ?



Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. McCLORY. And in your, in discussing the subject of Mr. Hunt
calling his old friend, Mr. Colson, didn't t you talk about getting
money from the White l House ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. MCCLORY. Did you ever hear anybody mention the President
interested ill this or directing anything or the President's name
mentioned(l in any way ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. McCLORY. An important question here relates to the time of the
discussions between Mr. O'BI ien or Mr. Dean or Mr. I,aRue and Mr.
Mitchell and so on relative to procuring the $7,000 that arrived in
your mailbox that evening. Now, you must have had some
conversations, did you not with Mr. Hunt or Mr. O'Brien or someone
about when these conversations took place in demanding that money
or requesting the money ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. No sir. I had absolutely no knowledge at the time of
any such conversations. I didn't even know who Fred LaRue was.

Mr. MCCLORY. And you don't know whether the conversations oc



curred on that day,-, earlier that day or the day before, or the time
of day?

Mr. BITTMAN. My knowledge is limited to the testimony that was
before the Senate Watergate Committee.

Mr. M( CLORY. And what time of day was it that you received the call
about tile money going to be delivered to your mailbox ?

Mr. BITTM.&N. It would have been around 9 or 10 o'clock at night.

Mr. MCCLORY. Then the money arrived later on that night ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. MCCLORY. You, however, didn't communicate with Mr. Hunt until
the following day, is that correct ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. That is correct.

Mr. MCCLORY. Now, did you have any conversations with Mr. Colson
about the subject of executive clemency for your client, Mr. Hunt ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. MCC1 FRY. Never at any time ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. McCLORY-. And do you know whether he had any such discussions
with did he tell you about any discussions or are you able to report
to me about that .?

Mr.. BITTMAN-. No, he stated to me that he would do whatever he
could to assist Howard Hunt personally. whet her he was in or out of
the White House. The tenor of that conversation that took place
would be what, if anything, could be done in the event Howard Hunt
receives a substantial sentence, because I was personally concerned.
and I so conveyed(l to Mr. Colson, that I didn't think Mr. Hunt, based
on his serious family problems and his own medical problems could
stands could take jail for a very long period of time, and I was very
concerned about it. I expressed that cone ern to Mr. Colson.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.



[Material unrelated to testimony of witness deleted.]

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Kastenmeier.

Mr. KASTENMEIER. Mr. Chairman, I do have a question.

In connection with these two exhibits, perhaps I have missed
something in the testimony, but I am a little bit at sea as to why
Mrs. Hunt would send you these memoranda. Are we not to conclude
that she would have understood that you would have understood what
she meant and intended and conveyed in both these memoranda?

Mr. BITTMAN. Congressman the only way I can respond to that is by
saying that Mrs. Hunt knew that Mr. Parkinson had vouched for Mr.
Rivers at the outset. Therefore, I would have to presume from that
that when she was dealing with Mr. Rivers and he asked Mrs. Hunt to
make an accounting, that she felt these accountings should go to
him. That is speculation on my part but that is what I believe.

Mr. KASTENMEIER. But the memorandum really is to you.

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, it is. I don't know why she did that.

Mr. KASTENMEIER. The reason I am troubled with it is because
September 19, when you received this I would have thought if you
wondered why she did it this way! why you would not have said to
her, look, Mrs. Hunt! don't send me this memorandum send it to Mr.
Riv ers or someone else: I have nothing to do with this I don't know
this content.
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But 2 weeks later, she sent another memorandum, which rather
suggests that she was doing it right as far as communicating with
you; s .is fashion and communicating the sort of information she was
communicating to you.

Mr. BITTMAN. All I can do is speculate. It could be that Mr. Rivers
suggested to her that it go to Parkinson. That is pure speculation. I
don t know.

Mr. KASTENMEIER. Excepting she was your client.

Mr. BITTMA:f. Yes, she was.

Mr. KASTENMEIER. You were presumably advising her during this
period, yet you accepted the memoranda the second one in particular.

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. KASTENMEIER. Without complaint or clarification or anything
else, presumably.

MR . bittman. That is correct.

Mr. KASTENMEIER. Well. I am still perplexed. Thank you.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Smith ?

MI. SMITH. Mr. Bittman on Bittman Exhibit No. 2,1 which is a
memorandum from Mrs. Hunt dated October 2, 1972, the last money
item shown is "$10,000 under table bail money for Mr. Baker"—"Mr.
Baker . "Did you know to what that r eferred ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I do not know specifically, but I can speculate what
that refers to. I don't know specifically.

Mr. SMITH. A;what would be your speculation ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. It would be that when the original Watergate
defendants were in jail, I know they had a great deal of difficulty
obtaining a bondsman to put up the type of bond that the court
wanted. This was all before I got into the case, of course, the case
of July 3. It would seem to me based upon that knowledge, that this
was an additional fee that had to be paid to the bondsman for



writing the bond.

Mr. SMITH. Thank you very much.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Edwards ?

Mr. EDWARDS. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Bittman, there was some discussion about Mr. Hunt's
misstatement of the date of the delivery of the $75,000 before the
Senate committee where Ml. I)ash offered the date of the 20th and
not the 21st. Have you, yourself, ever stated or testified that the
$75,000 was delivered on the 2(0th ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don t believe I have. I believe whenever I have been
asked that question, I have said it has been on or about that date.
And I didn't mean to indicate that Mr. Hunt misspoke. All I am trying
to suggest is—

Mr. EDWARDS. No, you answered my question, yes. But you have
always made it very clear that it is the 21st, is that correct ?

Ml . BITTMAN. I believe it is the 21st. but I am not positive.

Mr. EDWARDS. You mean you don't have that in your date book you don
t have documentary. evidence to hack up that that money was paid on
the 21st ?

Mr. BITTMAN. What I do have in my daybook is a reference to a call

See p.. 19.



or a conference with Howard Hunt on the morning of the 22d. That is
the only reference that I have.

Mr. EDWARDS. Thank you.

Mr. BITTMAN. Now, that could mean to me that I received the call the
night of the 21st and I called him the morning of the 22d, so
therefore, that is the reason why I believe it was the 21st.

Mr. EDWARDS. Thank you.

Mr. BITTMAN. But I have no independent recollection.

MI. EDWARDS. One last question.

On the March 16 meeting, Mr. Hunt and Mr. O'Brien in your office. I
think you testified that Mr. Hunt was very upset, that perhaps he was
even suicidal. that he was about to go to jail that he was really in
very bad condition, is that correct, on that day ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I didn't say he was suicidal. I said he was very
distraught and depressed.

Mr. EDWARDS. Then scratch the word "suicidal." But then you didn't
accompany him as his attorney down to the meeting w ith Mr.
O'Brien, is that correct ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That is correct.

Mr. ED)WARDS. And even after finishing the telephone C al]. you didn't
go down to see waht was going on ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. No, sir. You have to recall, Congressman, that I had a
discussion with Mr. Hunt prior to his conversation with Mr. O'Brien
and—well. I just can't

MI. EDWARDS. I)id he tell you that he was going to tell Mr. O'Brien
that he was going to review; his options and that he had done seamy
things for the White House ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I!NO, sir.

Mr. EDWARD)S. What would you have done if he had told you that?

Mr. BITTMAN. I would have been very concerned. and I would have



strongly advised him not to talk to anybody about it. I didn't learn

those terms until the grand jury proceedings in which I went to Mr.
O'Brien to find out what his recol]ectioll was of those conversations
because Mr. Hunt's recollection was not very clear.

Mr. EDWARDS. But you think, though that as his attorney, you should
have been in the room ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I would say knowing what I know now; yes, sir.

Mr. EDWARDS. Don't VOU think it would have been the responsible t
thing to do ?

Mr. BITS MAN-. I would say based on the facts that I know now, yes.
Based on the circumstances that existed at that time, I exercised my
best judgment.

Mr. EDWARDS. Thank you.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Sandman?

MI-. SANDMAN. Only a couple of questions.

I)id Mr. Hunt, to your knowledge! threaten anybody that if he didn't
get the money that he wanted, he would pick up other options, as Mr.
Edwar ds asked ?

MI . BITTMAN. N o! sir.

MI. SANDMAN. Did he instruct you to put any pressure on these people
to keep their commitments ?

Mr. BITTMAN. He asked me—well! let's say that following conversa
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tions with Fir. Hunt, I did have conversations with Mr. Parkinson and
Mr. O'Brien about the status of the legal fees, and I have already
testified to the conversation I had with Mr Parkinson concerning
whether or not the commitments were made.

But as far as asking Mr., Mr. Hunt asked me—my answer is negative—
ever asked me to threaten anybody or pressure anybody, the answer
is no.

Mr. SANDMAN. Testimony was taken here yesterday that the request
made by Mr. Hunt was that he wanted $60,000 plus &75,000 a total
of $135,000. Did you know anything about that ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. I did not at the time g no, sir. Those figures were not
given to me until months later. I should not say months later; at
least a month later or sometime later.

Mr. SANDMAN-. From what you said, you weren't even aware of the
amount requested, or were you ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I was not aware of the amount requested.

Mr. SAND3IAN-. All right. Now, the last question. Did Mr. I Hunt make
any efforts at all on any of these people to get executive clemency ?
To your knowledge ?

Mr. BITTMAN. To my knowledge, he did not.

Mr. SANDMAN. All right. Now, did you do anything in his behalf to get
executive clemency, or a promise of it at some future date?

Mr. BITTMAN-. No. The most I did is at Mr. Hunt's request, have a
conversation with Char les Colson to find out if he could be called
upon to help in the event Mr. Hunt received a substantial sentence.
Mr. Colson did in fact, shortly thereafter, write a long letter to the
probation officer. I did not ask Mr. Colson to write that letter, but he
did.

Mr. SANDMAN-. I have no other questions.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Hungate ?

Mr. HUNGATE. No questions, Sir. Chairman.



The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Railsback ?

Mr. RAILSBACK. Mr. Bittman, I want to give you a chance to further
elaborate as far as the March 20 or the March 21 date. I want to
refer to the Senate Watergate testimony and ask you if this is your
recollection of the questions that were asked and the answers that
were given l)y Mr. I)ash and(l your client, Mr. Hunt. This conversation
took place on Monday, September 24, 1973. This was the afternoon
session.

Stir. DASH. And do you remember when your received that? Would it
refresh your recollection if the record would show that you received
it on March 20th?

Mr. HUNT. I would have said the 20th or the 21st. If the record shows
the 20th, that is perfectly satisfactory.

Fair. DASH. Just a few, a couple of days before the sentencing.

Sir. HE-NT. Yes, sir.

Is that your recollect ion of

Mr. BITTMAN. That is the col]f)quv that I was referring to in response
to a question posed to me by Mr . St. CLAIR.

Mr. RAILSBA(K. IS it further your recollection that in response to a
question by the prosecution before the grand jury! that MI. HUNT'S
answer was, when asked approximately the same question that it
was on or about the 20th 2

Mr. BITTMAN. I was not before the grand jury, and of course, the



date of March 21 really was not of that great significance during
that period of time. It is my recollection during this period of time
that Mr. Hunt did not know specificaly what date it was.

Mr. R.AIL SBA( K. Let me just ask you if, of your own knowledge—do
you have any knowledge that at all interview prior to the Senate
Watergate Committee testimony, that Mr. Hunt ever informed one of
the staff or anybody, for that matter connected with the Senate
Watergate Committee that the events that we have referred to took
place on the 20th 2

Mr. BITTMAN. Congressman, I just can't answer that question. It
could well be. I have been with Mr. HUNT before the Senate Watergate
Committee on just numerous occasions where they questioned him
for hours and(l hours and hours, and I just don't recall if he ever
specifically said the 20th or not. I don't have that kind of a
recollection, I am sorry y.

Mr. RAILSBACK. OK, thank you.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Conyers ?

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Bittman, let me test your credibility. Are you under
examination or investigation by the bar association 2

Mr. BITTMAN. Not to my knowledge.

Mr. CONYERS. Are you an unindicted coconspirator in the Watergate
coverup matters

Mr. BITTMAN. I r ead that in the newspaper, Congressman, but I have
not been so informed.

Mr. CON YERS. I don't have any further questions, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. BITTMAN-. I might say I don't know what that would have to do
with my credibility.

Mr. CONYERS. Well, we might still find out what it has to do with
your credibility, even based on this answer, sir.

I don't have any further questions.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Wiggins?



Mr. WIGGINS. Mr. Bittman, my notes indicate that your notes indicate
that your client's decision to enter a plea of guilty was "almost
solely based upon the death of his family and its effect upon himself
and his family"--the death of his wife, I beg your pardon-—"and its
effect upon himself and his family."

Am I correct, first of all, in that quote ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I believe that is correct. I mean certainly another
factor that was taken into consideration was the overwhelming
nature of the case that the Government had against him. I mean
certainly that was considered. But he was aware of that before I had
the conversation with him on December 10. So therefore I think the
death of his wife was the motivating factor of that decision.

Mr. WIGGINS. Had it not been for the death of his wife, would you
have gone to trial ill this case. ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes. sir, and I w as prepared to go to trial.

Mr. WIGGINS. MI. Bittman, the grand jury which was meeting late in
March 1973 was investigating what subject so far as you know 2

Mr. BITTMAN. Watergate.

MI-. WIGGINS. So far as you know do you have any reason to believe
at all that your client failed to testify fully and accurately before
that grand jury?
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Mr. BITTMAN. Well, again, I was not in the grand jury.

Mr. WIGGINS. But I am asking you if you have any reason to know that
he did not testify fully and accurately before the grand jury ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. WIGGIN S. YOU do have reason to know ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. WIGGINS. State your reason, please.

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, it is based on conversations with him.

Mr. WIGGINS. And under the circumstances, you cannot disclose those
conversations ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I just don't see how I can, Congressman. I would have
no reluctance to, but I don't see how I can.

Mr. WIGGINS. IS your former client at this time faced with perjury
charges arising out of his testimony before that grand jury'

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir, and I might say that ultimately, to the best of
my knowledge, he testified fully and honestly to all questions that
were asked.

Mr. WIGGINS. Did the plea of guilty which was entered have anything
to do with testimony before that grand jury? Indeed, it could not,
because the grand jury testimony followed the plea. as I remember.

Mr. B1TTMAN. I might say this, that in October 1972, all counsel for
the Watergate defendants were informed by the prosecutors that
under the authority of the Kelly case, after the Watergate trial was
over with, whether they were convicted, acquitted, or what have
you, they would be immunized and taken before the grand jury to
testify fully as to what their knowledge was. So everyone, including
the defendants, had that knowledge from October 1972 on.

Mr. WIGGINS. Did your client know of your conversations which you
described as candid conversation, with the prosecutor about these
several areas in which he did not wish to testify 8



Mr. BITTMAN. Was Mr. Hunt aware of my conversation with the
prosecutors ?

Mr. WIGGINS. Yes.

Mr. BITTMAN. I believe he was.

Mr. WIGGINS. What did he say to you about those conversations, if you
can tell us ? Did he agree or not with your discussing these matters
with the prosecutor ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, of course, the thrust of my conversation with the
prosecutors Congressman, was that they defer certain matters to a
later date. Mr. Hunt did not testify before anybody up until March
1973 ill his life, and at that time, he was 56 years old. With his
background with the CIA and the OSS, I knew it would take time
before ho would feel comfortable about testifying about matters and
particularly that related to covert activities.

Mr. WIGGINS. Were YOU representing Mr. Hunt at a time when he was
called to appear before a grand jury in connection with the Ellsberg
matter?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. WIGGINS. DO you have any reason to believe that he did not
testify fully and accurately before that grand jury with respect to
any matter before it?

Mr. BITTMAN. No; 1 do not. The immunity that I arranged for him was
contingent upon his complete truthful testimony.
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Mr. WIGGINS. So far as you know, are any per jury charges pending
against your client with respect to any testimony he offered before
the so-called Ellsberg grand jury?

MI. BITTMAN. No sir'.

Mr. WIGGINS. That is the only question I have.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Eilberg ?

Mr. F,ILBERG. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Bittman, I am not clear on the use or disposition of the $75,000
that was delivered on March 21. Would you go over that again, please
i

Mr. BITTMAN. You mean what was done with it ?

Mr. EILBERG. Yes.

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't know what was done with it, Congressman.

Mr. F,ILBERG. Did you I retain it as counsel fees i.

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir. The last *;110,()00 in fees that I received from
Mr. Hunt was by check. The $75,000 that apparently was in the
envelope that was delivered to me was given to him and to this day,
I don't know what he did with it.

Mr. EILBERG. Are you aware that this committee had testimony
yesterday indicating that that 875,00() was intended to be used as
legal fees for you or TOI' your firm ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That might be. All I can testify to are what the facts
are as I know them. That money did not come to me as legal fees in
any manner, shape, or form.

Mr. EILBERG. So that the individual who delivered that money to you
did not carry out the purpose that he had in mind, apparently.

Mr. BITTMAN-. Perhaps he could have used it as reimbursement to Mr.
Hunt as legal fees. I don't know. But I never received one nickel of
that $75,000.



Mr. EILBERG. With respect to other cash, you said you received only
$46,000 in cash ?

BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. EILBERG. What about the original payment of $1,000? In what
form was that ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Cash, sir'.

Mr. FLIT BERG. So you received more than $46,000 ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir! $46,000. $1,000, $25,000, and $20,000.

Mr. EILBERG. I see. Can you tell us a little bit more about the
character of the 100 envelopes that you received at your home and
your office ?

Mr. BITTMAN. They were all kinds of envelopes all shapes, sizes.
Some that had return addresses on them, some didn't. I would just
put them in an envelope and periodically give them to Mr. Hlmt.

Mr. EIL BERG. How did they come to you ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I assume because of publicity in the newspaper
surrounding the fact that I was representing him.

Mr. F,ILBERG. Did you open any of them at all ?

Mr. BI TTMAN. Never.

Mr. EILBERG. Did any of these contain any cash ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't know.

Mr. F,ILBERG. Did you ever discuss the contents of any of these with
your client?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, I did.
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Mr. EILBERG. What did he tell you ?

Mr. BITTMAN.Well, let me tell you w hat I told the prosecutors. That
on one occasion, he mentioned to me that many people were just
seeking autographed pictures and things of that nature. I think this
was the general tenor of some of the envelopes. It is not as ominous
as it might appear.

Mr. ~~,ILBERG. Mr. Bittman, we have heard testimony that envelopes
were delivered to your residence, other envelopes, with cash in
them. Do you know anything about that '

Mr. BITTMAN. Other than what I have testified to?

Mr. EIIBERG. Yes, sir.

Fir. BITTMAN. Absolutely not.

Mr. EILBERG. One other question. In your conversation with Charles
Co]son where he said he would do anything that he could and he
subsequently wrote a letter, can't we fairly assume that he was
carrying out his effort to obtain a lighter sentence or clemency or
commutation, if you please? Isn't that a fair interpretation?

Mr. BITTMAN-. It v. as not a fair interpretation to me at the time.

Mr. EILB)RG. Yet you did go to him for help in behalf of your client,
who you felt had a commitment, is that right ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well there is more background to it than that. There
was an estrangement between Mr. Colson and Mr. Hunt during this
period of time quite a bit of period of time. The only reason I went
to see Mr. Colson w as because Mr. Hunt asked me to. And when Mr.
Colson said these nice things about Howard Hunt. that is, when Mr.
Hunt asked me to go back to see him and said, could we call upon him
or could he be of some assistance in the event he received a
substantial sentence. It w as in that context.

Mr. EILBERG. No further questions, Mr. Chair man.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Dennis ?

Mr. DENNIS. Mr. Bittman, you have testified that this $75,000



payment in March of 1973 was on or about the 20th or the 21st of
March, that you are not certain which, but you incline to the 21st. Is
that correct ?

Mr. BITS MAN. Yes, it is, Congressman.

Mr. DENNIS. And will you state once more why it is you are inclined
to the 21st ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Because I have a notation in my daybook on March 22d
which indicates that I had a conference with Howard Hunt at
approximately 8 o'clock or 8:15 in the morning.

Mr. DENNIS. On the 22d ?

Mr. BITT MAN. On the 22d.

Mr. DENNIS. All right.

Mr. BITTMAN. Now, that reference would indicate to me that I
received the envelope the night before and that that was a notation
that he came to my home to pick it up.

Mr. DENNIS. You have no independent memory other than that as to
what you talked to him about that morning ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Other than what memory I have and I have no similar
type references for any other (lay.

Mr. DENNIS. And that is the sole reason why you incline to the 21st
over the 20th ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. That is the only reason.
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Mr. DENNIS. Reference has been made by Mr. Railsback, who read the
testimony as to MR. Hunt's testimony to Mr. I)ash in September 1973
before the Senate Select Committee. I)id it come to your attention
that in the preceding July of 1973, Mr. Hunt stated to the grand Jury
that in his judgment, this payment was made on OI' about March

Mr. BITTMAN. Congressman. I have never had access to Mr. Hunt's
grand jury testimony. I don't know what he testified to before the
grand j ury concerning that date.

Mr. DENNIS. And(l you have not talked to him about that particular
matter, then ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. I have, and as I mentioned in my testimony earlier,
without getting into a specific conversation, I don't believe Mr. Hunt
knows what date it was.

Mr. T)ENNIS. But at any rate. what he said to the grand jury you do
not personally know ?

ISIS. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. DENNIS. Now, when Mr. Parkinson went back and said he would
check on the commitments and then came back and told you that he
had checked and there were commitments did he say who had made
the commitments or what the commitments were ?

Mr. BITTMAN. He did not say who made the commitments. He did
indicate that it would cover legal fees, expenses, replacement
income, and he might have said, rehabilitation I am not sure about
that.

Mr. DENNIS. And did you ask him who had made the commitment ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I did not.

Mr. DENNIS. Did he tell you who he had checked with ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. DENNIS. And did you make any inquiry as to that 9

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.



Mr. I)ENNIS. Now you stated, I think this morning that you felt and
still]] feel that you had good grounds for your motion to suppress the
evidence obtained from the search of Fir. Hunt's safe, is that

correct ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I testified that I felt the search was illegal.

Ml . DENNIS. That is correct. That is what ) you said.

And(l following from that, am I correct in; or do you believe that you
had a reasonably good ground for that motion to suppress the illegal
search ?

Mr. BITTMAN. N o, sir.

Mr. T)ENNIS. You do not think so ?

Mr. BITTMAN. The reason I do not think so is that after I saw the
information that the Gov e  rnment showed  to me that they
represented was all the information taken from the safe it would
have rendered the thrust of the motion moot. The only thing that I
would have successfully suppressed was a suitcase full of
electronic equipment. The theory of the motion to suppress was to
obtain certain note-)ooks that Mr. Hunt had in there that I assumed
the Government used in its investigation and prosecution to develop
leads that what I sought to achieve e was to taint the entire
Government's case. Those notebooks were not there.

Mr. DENNIS. So that in fact you became convinced what you are saying
is you became convinced from talking to the (government government
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seeing what they had that there w as nothing in the safe that you
could suppress that M as relevant to the charge ?

Mr. BITTMAN. With the exception of that suitcase of electronic
equipment which was nothing but cumulative evidence based on my
overall anal y sis of the strong case that they had.

Mr. DENNIS. And therefore did you come to the conclusion that the
motion to suppress was not important to your defense ?

Mr. BITTMAN. It would have been important to the defense had Mr.
Hunt gone to trial, because even if I could have suppressed just a
suitcase at least I would(l have achieved something.

Mr. I)ENNIS. Well, you might, as you say, still have succeeded in
tainting the case for the prosecution ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir. Not based on what I reviewed in the U.S.
attorney's office. It would not have tainted anything. The taint
theory is that the Government has to utilize evidence, names or
other evidence based on illegal search and then based upon that they
develop leads and followup. All I had was a suitcase and that could
not have tainted any other evidence that they had against Mr. Hunt, to
my knowledge.

Mr. DENNIS. Then you might have suppressed the suitcase and that's
a l l ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That s right.

Mr. DONOHUE [presiding]. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. Waldie.

Mr. WALDIE. Yes. Mr. Bittman, when Mrs. Hunt gave you these two
exhibits, No. 1 and No. 2, the two memos,l she was then your client,
was she not?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. WALDIE. And were these given to you in your capacity as her
counsel?



Mr. BITTMAN. Well, I assume so, yes, Congressman.

Mr. WALDIE. That was your assumption at the time they were given
to you?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, I mean she wouldn't have given me anything else
in any other capacity.

Mr. WALDIE. I would think not. And you delivered them to Mr.
Parkinson ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. WALDIE. Pursuant to your role as counsel ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, pursuant to her instructions.

Fir. WALDIE. But that was as your role as counsel for Mrs. Hunt ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. W.ALDIE. You were following your client's instructions, and I pr
sume in reading these documents you had an obligation, and
obviously as a careful attorney fulfilled the obligation of counseling
her as to whether she herself was involved in any incriminating or
questionable activities?

Mr. BITTMAN. No: I did not believe that that was appropriate. These
accountings which I received to me were absolutely consistent with
my strong feeling that I had from the outset of my representation
that these moneys came from a defense fund. and there is noth ing
inconsistent with these accountings and that defense fund(l theory

See pp,. 17,19.
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which I stated to my own partners on July 7, 1972 and stayed with
me until the Senate Watergate testimony.

Mr. WALDIE. I see, all the way up to the Senate Watergate you
believed in the defense fund theory ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes; I did. Rightfully or wrongfully.

Mr. W.ALDIE. So where your client said Mr. Rivers "was able to scrape
up" on such short notice, that did not seem inconsitent with your
understanding of the high-powered Republican defense fund(l?

Mr BITTMAN
. No, it did not.

Mr. WALDIE. It did not. Now

Mr. BITTMAN. I mig ht add! I might add

MI. LATTA. Mr. Chairman ? Mr. Chairman 2 I am going to object to
that question because it is not accurate when he said Republican
defense fund. That sounds like the liberal press.

Mr. WALDIE. That s what he identified it as, Mr. Latta, if you had been
listening carefully.

Mr. LANA. If he wants to r ephrase h is question——

Mr. W.ALDIE. Let s clarify the matter. Is that not what you described
the defense fund as, a Republican defense fund ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I described it as what I thought was a defense fund set
up by prominent Republicans.

Mr. WA LDIE. All right. Does that satisfy you, Mr. Latta ?

Mr. LATTA. Yes; that r educes it tremendously.

MI. WALDIE. I see.

All right, Mr. Bittman, when you took these to Mr. Parkinson, was Mr.
Parkinson's role consistent with your understanding that this was
consistent with a defense fund of prominent Republicans?



Mr. BITTMAN. Yes sir.

Mr. WALDIE. What did you think Mr. Parkinson's role was in that
defense fund ?

MI-. BITTMAN. I thought that he was in effect a—I don't know how I
should put it—a conduit or that he was the one that was distributing
the funds from the fund.

Mr. WALDIE. I)id you think the fact that he was connected with (?RP
had anything to do with the defense fund of prominent Republicans ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. No. I think my strong feeling that these funds could
not have come from the Committee To Re-Elect the President or- the
White House, I think led greatly to my conclusion.

Mr. WALDIE. But you felt that this defense fund people gave the
money to Mr. Parkinson as a conduit to distribute ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes; that is exactly what I thought.

Mr. WALDIE)IE. And whom did you think MI. Parkinson would
distribute them to, to MI S. Hunt, your client ?

And that's why she accounted to him ?

Mr. BITTMAN Well, Mr. Parkinson was the one that told me that
Rivers

MI. WALDIE. Yes; I recall that.

Mr. BITTM.\N [continuing]. Was ()K to talk to and it all gets back to
that.

Ml . WALDIE)IE. It sure does. I recall that.

Mr. BITTMAN. And if I was correct there was a defense fund, it all
seemed to tie in to me. I mean, I now am aware that I had a very
erroneous assumption, but that nevertheless is
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Mr. WALDIE. I understands

Mr. BITTMAN. Was my strong feeling at the time.

Mr. WALDIE. And when you called Mr. O'Brien to convey to him the
need of Mr. Hunt to discuss additional moneys, were you under a
similar delusion that Mr. O'Brien then was a conduit for this defense
fund of prominent Republicans ?

Mr. I31 TT.~~r.~N. Yes, sir.

Mr. WALDIE. And so that when y ou sent Mr. O BRIEN down into the
room with Mr. Hunt and did not join him, was it because you did not
want to overhear what that conversation was ? You wanted to be
away from those gentlemen so they could talk in confidence ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. I have no recollection, Congressman! of purposely
avoiding tht particular meeting.

Mr. WALDIE. Did Mr. Hunt request you not be present when he spoke to
Mr. O'Brien ?

Mr. BITTMA v N. I am sure he did not.

Mr. WALDIE. It seems so strange for an attorney to permit another
attorney to discuss with his client outside of his absence matters of
enormous importance, as it later turned out, though at the time I
gather you felt they were rather insignificant matters that did not
require your attention and(l presence. ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I made a decision at the time that it wasn't necessary
for me to attend.

Mr. DONOHUE. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. Fish.

Mr. WALDIE. Mr. Chairman, may he answer the last question ?

Mr. DONOHUE. I m sorry but X our time has expired.

Mr. WALDIE. All right.



Mr. I)ONOHUE. Mr. Fish.

Mr. FISH. Thank VOU: Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Bittman, I understood that it was on the representation and the
authority of Mr. I-'arkinson that you gave credence to Mr. Rivers ?
From my notes however, you did not show W}ho introduced you or
authorized Mr. Baker, then allegedly Mr. Baker was a person you could
deal with

Mr. BITTMAN. No one did introduce me to Mr. Baker.

Mr. FISH. And so then you just received calls from him asking if you
were going to be home and just did you receive a package, you just
went ahead and did that 2

MI. BITTMAN. That's correct.

Mr. FISH. Without getting any authority ? Am I correct that there
were a total of four deliveries through this Baker call and the
subsequent deliveries to your home ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I am not certain how many deliveries there were, but I
think there were approximately four.

I would say three or four.

Mr. FISH. Now, if I could take you l)ack to that time in your office, I
believe the 16th of March when Mr. Hunt and Mr. O'Brien met, do I
understand that it is your recollection that after those two
gentlemen talked in another part of your law firm that subsequent to
that meeting Mr. O'Brien did not say to you, recount his conversation
with Mr. Hunt to you in terms of the. commitment and in terms of the
figure of $60,000 for legal fees and $70,000 for a 2-year period of
sustenance ?



Mr. BITTMAN. I have absolutely no recollection of Mr. O'Brien
mentioning any amount of money to me.

Mr FISH. Mr. Chairman. I would like to yield to Mr. Dennis at this
point.

Mr. DENNIS. I thank t he gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Bittman, had you gone to trial would YOU have pursued the motion
to suppress ?

Mr BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. DENNIS. But as a matter of fact, because of the guilty plea there
was no hearing and it was never determined; is that correct ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That's correct. I can go into that. There are a lot of
reasons why I didn't pursue it and I will be happy to.

Mr. DENNIS. But as a matter of fact, the guilty plea was entered
without a final hearing or disposition on that motion; is that true ?

MI. BITTMAN. That's correct.

Mr. DENNIS. When Mr. O'BI ien was in your office 011 March I 16 did
he say anything about Mr. Hunt stating that he had done seamy things
for the White House or that he would have to reconsider his options
i! his commitments weren't met or anything of that kind to you ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I have no recollection of Mr. O'Brien mentioning that to
me, sir.

Mr. DENNIS. If Mr. ()'Brien has so testified, would you say to the
committee that he was not cor r ect in his statement ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I would say he is mistaken.

Mr. DENNIS. Did there come a time Mr. Bittman in August of 1973
when you terminated your representation of Mr. Hunt ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir-.

Mr. DENNIS. And was that done at anyone's suggestion ?

Mr. BITTMAN. It was based upon a conversation that I had with Mr.



Cox and Mr. Neal, Special Watergate Prosecutor s office.

Mr. DENNIS. So your termination of your representation of Mr. Hunt
was based on conversation with the Special Prosecutors; is that corr
ect ?

Mr. BITTMAN. It was based upon a conversation but it was a voluntary
decision by me. I was not required to step down.

Mr. DENNIS. Well, why did you step down after that conversation?

Mr. BITTMAN. Because. they felt that it would appear, it had—I am
trying to think of Mr. (Fox's exact words, that it had the appearance
of a possil)]e confli(t of interest. That's what he told me.

Me. DENNIS. In what respect?

Mr. BITTMAN-. The fact that Mr. Hunt and I may be. called upon to
testify to certain conversations, and that some people might suspect
that I am such a dominant force that he would be inclined to testify
in a cer tain manner to protect me.

I might say since that time there has been no discrepancies in my
testimony and Mr. Hunt's.

Mr. I)ENNIS. The suggestion being that you were both witnesses
perhaps to matters that Mr. (Fox was inter ested in ?

Mr. BIT T SIAN. Yes, sir. That's correct.

Mr. T)ENNIS. And was he throwing out any suggestion at the time that
he might be contemplating charges against you as well as against Mr.
Hunt ?
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Mr. BITTMAN. Absolutely not.

Mr. DENNIS. That was not the nature of the conflict of interest?

Mr. BITTMAN. It d( finitely was not. It was the ap)l)ealallce of a
possible conflict of interest. Those are the words that Mr. Cox
stated to me at that time.

Mr. DENNIS. And again what did he claim this conflict was, Mr. Cox ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That Mr. Hunt and I would testify to certain
conversations and that Mr. Hunt's testimony was critical to those
conversations and that if he was represented by another lawyer and
Mr. Hunt testified in the same manner he always had, that it would
not appear that there might be a conflict then if I were advising him
with r espect to those conversations.

Mr. DONOHUE. The time of the gentleman from New York has expired.

Mr. Flowers.

Mr. FLOWERS. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Bittman, you were employed to represent Fir. Hunt in initially—in
his behalf on potential charges that might arise out of the Watergate
break-in ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Both civil and criminal, Congressman.

Mr. FLOWERS. Yes, sir. I understand that. And that m-as the extent of
your employment by Mr. Hunt ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, there were other things that I subsequently per
formed for him but that was the basis of tile initial representation.

M1'. FL,O\VERS. The initial representation. The other things were all
connected therewith though, were they not ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. FLOWERS. In that connection! you, I gather, appeared at pleadings
for him in both civil and criminal matters accompanied him to the
grand jury, met with attorneys for the Government as well as



attorneys for the plaintiff and other defendants in both civil and
criminal,i l cases ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir, that was done on a very frequent basis.

Mr. FLOWERS. Over a period of some 8 or 9 months?

I\II. BITTMAN-. Yes, sir.

Mr. FLOWERS. Noxv. during that period of time, Mr. Bittman, did other
memb)ers of your firm appear with you in these more or less public
forums ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. I would say Mr. Mittler was always with me. He was
another p artner, and from time to time, depending upon the
magnitude of the matter, one or two associates might he there as
wel] .

Mr. FLOWERS. And the other firm time was done in either research or
consultation with various members of the firm who were more
intimately involved in the cases ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir', voluminous legal papers were filed in both the
civil and the criminal cases. I mean I think that the pleading file al
lone is a file drawer and one -half .

Mr. FLOWERS. The c ivil case, Mr. Hunt was named as an individual
defendant along with the Committee To Re-E,lect the President and
other parties in the case filed by the I)emocratic Committee ?



Mr. BITTMAN. He wasn't named initially, but subsequently the
complaint w as amended and he was named a defendant.

Mr. FLOWERS. He was named—well, the extent of your legal services
is only in defending Mr. Hunt ? It was not in any way the,
representation of the CRP ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Oh, that's correct. I was only representing Ml. Hunt.
That was clear to everyone involved.

MI. FLOWERS. .&11 right. Thank you, sir. No further questions, Mr.
Chairman.

Ml. l)o>-ollt-E. Ml. Mayne.

Mr. MAYNE. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Mr. Bittman, I am down here at
the end.

I believe you testified that it was your strong feeling that Mr. Hunt
would have proceeded to trial had it not been for the tragic death of
his wife ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. MAYNE. And that in any event you were certainly fully prepared
for trial ?

Ml}. BITTMAN. Yes, sir, I was prepared as I could be.

Mr. MAYNE. Well, I am getting a somewhat different impression now.
I thought when you addressed yourself to this when answering Mr.
Wiggins' question that you stated quite confidently that you were pr
ep)al ed for trial ?

Ml. BITTMAN. I was prepared for trial, no question about it l)ut it
was a ver y difficult case.

Mr MAYNE. When had you made your trial preparations ?

Mr. BITTMAN.~~N. I would say we started as soon as we received a
copy of the indictment, and between 24 hours I had a meeting with
six attorneys in my office giving them various assignments.

Mr MAYNE. Well, and what time frame of work ?



MR. BITTMAN-. Well, it was a continuous thing, Congressman. It was
continuous. That's all I can say. We then immediately filed pretrial
motions. I think we filed some 14 pretrial motions and discovery
motions to obtain certain things from the Government and certain
information. We were interviewing witnesses We went down to visit
the prosecutors and examine the documentary and the physical
eviden(e they had in their possession. This was all being done during
this

period of time.

Mr. MAYNE. Excuse me. I didn't mean to inquire into all of the things
that you did to prepare. I just wondered when you had completed your
preparations ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, I think anyone that has defended a defendant in a
criminal case knows that you never complete your preparation

Mr. MAYNE. That sounds more like it.

MI. BITTMAN-. But I felt I w as ready for trial as well as I could be
at that time.

MI. MAYNE. Of course you testified that you had learned .3 or 4 weeks
prior to June or to January .3 that there wasn't going to be a trial as
far as Mr. Hunt was concerned ?

Mr. I3I TTMAN?V. 011 I)ecember ] () I learned that.

MI-. MAYNE. Thank you. I + yield back the l)alan(e of my time.

Mr. T)o>T()I IITE. AI1. Mann..

Ml. MANN. No questio)lls. Thank you.



Mr. DONOE{UE. Mr. Hogan.

Mr. HOGAN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. BITTMAN, on or about March 16, 1973, was it your impression
that Mr. Hunt was in desperate financial straits ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. HOGAN. In other words, he had ample resources to support
himself at that time from his insurance money or other sources?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well]l, he had the insurance money, and I know he
received a pension from the CIA. But, of course, no one knew what
the legal fees and other expenses would be in the future and, of
course, no one knew how long he was going to be in jail. He did have
four motherless and fatherless children at that point.

MI. I HOGAN. An(l also on OI' about March 16, 1973, the fees run up in
your defense of Mr. Hunt, as I understood from your testimony, were
current at that time ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Through the end of March—I mean, let me put it this
way, with the payment that he made in early Ap)lil we were just
about at the break-even point. We might have been about $5,0()0 or
$6,00() behind but virtually at the break-even point.

Mr. HOGAN-. So it is safe to assume then that at least at that point
you W(  not pressing him for payment of attorneys fees ?

~~.Mr. BITTMAN. That's correct.

Mr. HOGAN. So when it was stated by Mr. () Brien that Mr. Hunt
mentioned the need for $75),00() in attorney's fees do you have any
idea on what Mr. Hunt based that figure R

Ml. BITTMAN. Well, now, I am confused. When I said I wasn't pressing
MI. Hunt for attorney's s fees, I meant after the $60 000 payment.

Mr. HOGAN-. Which came before March 16 ?

Ml. BITTMAN. No, it came after, came in early April. But certainly I
had discussions with Mr. Hunt about attorney's fees prior to that
time.



Mr. HOGAN-. Well now, did he have then ample basis for the $75,000
figure that he mentioned, that he is reported to have mentioned to
Mr. O Brien?

Mr. BITTMAN-. No figure was mentioned to me Congressman that I

can recall].

Mr. HOGAN. Yes, I understand that. But, you don't have any idea on
what Mr . I l unt could have base d this $75),000 figure ?

Ml. BITTM.\N. W ell, based on my conversations with him testimony
given before the Senate Watergate Committee I assume he was
basing it u})Oll serving 2 years in jail.

Mr. HOGAN. But getting back to the point, that of arrearage at that
point in time with your firm ?

Ml. BITTMAN. Well then I gather VOUI question is at approximately
March 16 what did he owe to my law firm ?

Mr. HOGAN-. Right.

Mr. BITTMAN. I would say approximately $45,000 or $50,OOO, maybe
a little more.

Mr. HOGAN. Thank you. And I think you also testified that you didn't
get any of that $75 000 as pal t of your fee ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

was not his amount



Mr. HOGAN. NO)h,BITTMAN your testimony this morning, I am confused
about this escrow fund which your film estab)lislsed. Could you
explain why your firm established the escrow fund ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes sir-. It was a concern by the partnership that some
evidence might come out for example)lc, at the Senate Watergate
(Committee testimony! that the funds that had been pai(l Hogan and
Hartson were tainted and initially it was felt only to escrow the
$46,000 because that rep)lesented the cash payment(nt. But after a
discussion at a partnership meeting they finally voted and said let's
escrow all of it even though $110,000 was paid to the firm by check
and that escrow is still in e existence today.

Mr. 1 HOGAN. There was never—was there any discussion at any time
l)etween you and Ma. Hunt or you and Mrs. Hunt or you and your
partners or you and anyone else about the use of money from this
escrow fund to pay for the supp)ort of Mr. Hunt while he is in prison

or for the support of his family while he was in prison ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Oh, absolutely no)t. I believe the escrow fund was set
up, Congressman Hogan, after I ceased representing Mr. Hunt. It had
nothing to do with the representation of Mr. Hunt at all.

Mr. HOGAN-. Thank you very much. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. I)onolllTE. Mr. Sarbanes.

Mr. SARBANES. Mr. Bittman how did Mr. and Mrs. Hunt happen to come
to your house on the third of July to seek your r representation ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Early that day, (?Congressman, I received a telephone
call from an attorney in Los Angeles who asked me if I would be
interested in representing Howard Hunt or if I would be available to
r epresent Mr. Howard I Hunt. I then called a member of our firm's
executive committee to find out whether or not he would(l have any
problems with my getting involved in that kind of a case.

He said no. Either I called the attorney from Los Angeles or he called
me back and I said no, we don't have any prohibition. I said have M1.
Hunt see me and I will have a discussion with him and I will then
decide whether or not I will represent him. That s how it happened. T
hat was on July 3,1972.

Mr-. SARBANES. What did you understand that at that point that kind



of a ease involved ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well. I knew that certainly it was I political case, it
certainly had a tremendous amount of publicity and(l there were arti
in tile paper about the fact that Hunt had(l disappeared.

Mr. SARB.ANES. Now subsequent to your meeting with Mr. and(l Mrs.
Hunt on the night of July 3 did you then discuss further with your
partners or members of your firm taking the ease or was that
conversation, was that matter simply the one conversation prior
thereto ?

Ml. BITTMAN. No; I am sure that—you see this was the Fourth of July
weekend. I am sure that I had conversations with certain people in
the firm about the fact that I accepted the representation, but I
don't recall.

Mr. SARBANES. You mean following have done that ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Following]loavillg that.

Mr. SARBANES. On the night of the third ?

Mr. BITTM.~~N. Right; but I don't recall who they were.

Mr. SARBANES. Now, is Mr. Mittler a partner junior to you or was he a
partner junior to you in I Hogan and Hartson ?
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Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. SARBANES. SO YOU were the senior man with respect to the repre

sentation of Mr. and Mrs. Hunt ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. SARBANES. Now, I understand that you received a call from a Mr.

Rivers on the morning or on the 6th of July prior to the meeting that
you had with Mr. Parkinson and the other attorneys, is that correct ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That's correct.

Mr. SARBANES. NOW~~ at that point is it your testimony that this
was

just a strange phone call, or did it have some meaning or
significance to

you ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I knew that it related to I felt it related to the

representation of Mr. Hunt because I knew he was a writer, but
I thought it was an effort to blackmail Mr. Hunt, about how much
this script is going to cost and things like that. I thought it was a

blackmail effort, or an extortion effort or what have you.

Sir. SARB.ANES. And then at what point did your view of what the

phone Calls from Mr. Rivers represented change and why?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, based on the representations of Mr. Parkinson,

I felt that it was all right to talk to him and that any threat of a

possible extortion had been obviated.

Mr. SARBANES. Now over the next few months how often would



you have telephone conversations with someone who identified him

self as Mr. Rivers ?

Ml. BITT MAN. Well, there were very few but I would say maybe

four or five or six.

Mr. S SARBANES. Was an envelope delivered subsequent to each of

those conversations 2

Mr. BITTM.\N. NO, sir. Only the envelopes I received that I have

already testified to, and as I testified this morning there is some
confusion in my mind as to whether or not it was IMP. Rivers who
called me in October Or not. I felt it was Mr. Rivers. MI. I,aRue has
testified before the Senate that he made the call, so there is a
discrep
ancy and I can t resolve it.

Mr. S.ARBANES. What did the calls with Mr. Rivers pertain to in

those instances in which it did not pertain to the delivery of an
envelope 2

MI. BITTMAN. Wells I had three or four conversations with him just
about the $;05,0()(l, because he called me and he hung up, then he
called me again and I don't believe that I gave him an amount right
away. I believe he had to call me back again. And then he did call me
back and that's three telephone calls right there. And I do have a
vague recollection of another conversation in whic(h he called me to
find out if everything r was all right and I said that there was
concern within the firm about the manner of payment.

I'm not positive about that. Mr. ITlasewi(z has testified to that and I
seem to have a vague recollection of that conversation.

So, with the conversation in October, that's five conversations right
there.

Mr. SARBANES. And those are the conversations that you recollect?

Mr. BITTMAN. Those are the ones that I can recall, yes, sir.



Mr. I)ONOHUE. The time of the gentleman from Maryland has expired.
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Mr. Butler.

MI . BUTLER. Thank you, Me. Chairman.

Mr. Bittman, I am concerned a little bit because I wasn't aware prior
to today of the substantial accident insurance, I judge that it was on
Mrs. Hunt. Is that a matter of general information ?

Mr. BITTM.\N. Oh,, yes, sir. There was a tremendous amount of
publicity about that shortly after her death.

Mr. BUTLER. About the amount of insurance coverage?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes. sir.

Mr. BUTLER. And then do you feel that Mr. O'Brien was aware at the
time of your meeting with him on March 16 of the amount of this ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Absolutely. He had to be aware of it. There was a
tremendous amount of publicity in the newspaper about that, the
insurance policies.

Mr. BUTLER. You understood that, you think that he was quite
conscious of this amount of money that had come to Mr. Hunt from
these other sources ?

Mr. RITT)IAN-. T am sure, certain that he was aware of it.

Mr. BUTLER. Is it my understanding from your testimony that the
$60,000 which was paid in April was in all probability money which
came from the insurance proceeds?

Mr. BITTMAN. $50,0()0 of that $60,000 came directly from the
insurance policies; $1(),000 represented a cashier?s check that I
was holding for Mr. Hunt at his request and I don't know the source of
that money.

Mr. BUTLER. But that was the security for a bond of some kind?

Mr. BITTM.\5-. Yes sir. The $50,OOO came from a savings account
that had been set up for the bond which came directly directly
traceable from the insurance proceeds.



Mr. BUTLER. Well, now, so we are well satisfied then that the $60()0
does not come from the $75,OOU which you handled on the evening of
March 20 or 21 ?

Aft. BITTMAN. No, it could not have.

Mr. BUTLER. Can you give us some information as to the size of Ml s.
Hunt's estate ?

Were there substantial assets other than the $250 000 ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. My recollection is that it was a very meager, very
small estate.

MI. BUTLER. One more question if I may. I thought I heard this but I
wanted to understand again. The so-called seamy things comment
that's received quite a bit of attention, that was made out of your
presence ?

Mr. BITTMAN. IT was made out of my presence and it was a statement
that I was not aware of until some time later

Mr. BUTLER. But you are satisfied that that statement was actually
made to O'Brien ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. Well I know Air. O'Brien has testified to it. I know
that Mr. Hunt has testified to it so I assume it took place.

Mr. BUTLER. Yes. Thank you. That's what I wanted. Now when did you
become aware of the fact that this statement had been made ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, Mr. Hunt testified before the Senate Watergate

(? om m it tee .

Mr. BUTLER. And that was your first information on it ?

Mr. BITTMAN. And Mr. O'Brien has told me about that conversation
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when he was preparing Mr. Hunt for grand jury testimony probably in
April or May.

Mr. BUTLER. April or May 1973. All right. Thank you, Mr. Bittman.

Thank you, Mr. Chair man.

Mr. DONOHUE. Mr. Seiberling.

Mr. SEIBERLING. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Bittman what was the name of the attorney who referred Mr. I
Hunt to you as a client 0

Mr. BITTMAN. Morton Jackson.

Mr. SEIBERLIN(.. And he was from Los Angeles?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes sir. He's a personal friend of Mr. l Hunt's
represented him in the capacity as an attorney and as a member of a
law firm. I don't know how big it is out there. I didn't meet him. I
didn b know him when he called me.

Mr. SEIBERLING. Do you know how much pension Mr. Hunt received
from the CIA ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir; I do not.

Mr. SEIBERL IXG. Based on your observations of Mr. I Hunt would you
consider him to be an intelligent person ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. SEIBERLING. Would you consider that he had a reasonably or had a
reasonably sophisticated perception of the things that motivate
other people ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I am not sure I un(lerstand that question.

Ml. SEIBERLING. Well, was he reasonably sophisticated about human
nature ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir. Mr. Hunt was an operative and by operative I



mean if he was given an order by a superior he would do it
regardless of what it was.

Mr. SEIBERLING( . Well, that isn t quite the point of my question. My
point is did he understand what motivates people ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I just don't think I understand the question. I don t
think I c an answer it. I'm sorry.

Mr. SEIBERLING. I see. All right. I yield my time to Sir. Sarbanes.

Mr. SARBANES. Mr. Bittman

Mr. BITTMAN. I will be happy to answer it, Congressman, if you can
rephrase it again I am not trying to avoid it.

Mr. SEIBERL IX(.. Well, my only question was was he reasonably
conversant with human beings so that he would un(lerstan(l

Mr. BITTMAN. Well! he was conversant with human beings but he has
lived a very bizarre life with the C:IA for 21 years involved in covert
activities so that s all I can say.

Mr. SEIBERLING. Are you saying he didn't have dealings with other
people ?

Mr. BITE MAN-. He had dealings with other people, but in I am sure a
context that would be far different than you OI- I. And before he
went with the CIA he was with the OSS, worked behind the lines in
China to release prisoners during the Second World War. Everything
he has done has been a different type of existence. So I don't think he
would deal with people the same. way you and I would.

Mr. SEIBERLING. But he had been around 2

Mr. BITTM.\N.()h,11e7S been around.



Mr. SEIBERLING. Thank you. I yield.

Mr. SARB.ANES. Mr. Bittman, do I understand at some point in time
the phone calls from Mr. Rivers ceased and phone calls began from
MI. Baker?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. SARB.ANES. Now, at the time you received the first phone call
from MI. Baker, what sort of identification was made of Mr. Baker or
what did you presume Mr. Baker's role or authority to be?

Mr. BITTM.\N. I didn't have the faintest idea. This individual called
me and I didn t know who he was, and I said who are you" and he said
"This is Mr. Baker." And I said well what do you want?" And he said "I
would like you to deliver an envelope to Howard Hlmt." He said "Will
you be home tonight ?" And I said "Yes: I will." And he said "This is
Mr: Baker. ' And I said "Well. what do you want ?" And he then would
have told me that at a specific time it would have been left in my
mailbox.

Mr. SARB.ANES. And you would go out to the mailbox and collect
these envelopes 011 the occasions of these deliver ies ?

AIR. BITTMAN. Yes.

Mr. S SARBANES. Late in the evening ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes; on three OI' four occasions this happened.

Mr. SARBANES. Where do you live ?

WIN . BITTMAN. I live out in Potomac! Md.

Mr S.ARBANES. And was your mailbox marked ?

Mr. BITTM.\?f. It has my name on it.

Mr. SARBANES. That's what I mean.

Mr. BITTMAN-. Yes. Well maybe it doesn't have my name on it. It has
my address on it.

Mr. S.ARB.\NES. Well, do you recall how many conversations you had
with Mr. Baker ?



Mr. BITTMAN-. I am sure very few I would say three or four.

Mr. S.ARBANES. And did they all relate to the delivery of an envelope
to you for Mr. Hunt ?

Ml-. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Ml . SEIBERL ING. I yield back the balance of my time, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. DONOHUE Mr. Cohen.

Mr. COHEN. T hank you! Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Bittman, as I understand it 011 March 16 you were asked by Ml.
Hunt to contact Mr. O'Brien. that he wanted to talk to him and that
you • wanted to be present at this meeting but the press of business
prevented you is that correct at the time as best you can recollect ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I have to say to the best of my recollection that is
correct. Otherwise I would have normally attended that meeting.

Mr. COHEN. And Mr. Hunt also said for you to call M1. Colson because
Mr. O'Brien couldn't do anything for him. and which you did, and Mr.
Colson said no; he didn't want to talk to Mr. Hunt directly but that Mr.
Shapiro would(l talk to him. his attorney, is that correct ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes.

Me. COHEN. Were you not present at that meeting either ?

Mr. BITTMAN. NO;I B was not.

Mr, COHEN that due to the press of business also ?
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Mr. BITTMAN. I would(l have to assume it was. In fact. I don't even
know when Mr. Hunt saw Mr. Shapiro.

Mr. COHEN. All right, Mr. O'Brien then, as VOI1 know, did testify
before this committee that he related his conversation he had with
Mr. Hunt to you and in that conversation he had been told that Hunt
had done seamy things, that unless the commitments were kept, that
he would have to review his options.

Now, you say that Mr. O'Brien is mistaken in saying he told all of this
to you, only parts of it ?

Mr. BIT TMAN. I have had many conversations with Mr. O'Brien.

MI. COHEN. OK.

Mr. BITTMAN. And Mr. O'Brien has stated to me on every occasion that
I have talked to him that he never told me that Hunt told him at that
time he had done seamy things for the White House.

Now, if he has testified differently yesterday, it is the first time to
my knowledge.

Mr. COHEN-. I don't think he did, he just said that he related a
statement to you. Would you have regarded this statement about the
seamy things, reviewing options as an implied threat ?

Mr. BITTMAN. With my sensitivity I might well have.

MI. COHEN. Now

Mr. BITTMAN. Although I will say this, that if Hunt had threatened
O'Brien, I can't believe Paul O'Brien wouldn't have told me about it
which he never did, because I had frequent dealings with him during
this period of time.

Mr. COHEN. All right now let me ask you your opinion as an expert in
the criminal law field. If Hunt had engaged in extortion, in making a
threat, and you were to be the beneficiary of that extortion to the
extent that you would get counsel fees out of it, would that subject
you to a violation of law or criminal liability ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I would say certainly if I was party to it.



Mr. COHEN. Or beneficiary of receiving; that money through the
extortion ?

Mr. BITTMAN. You have to be more than a beneficiary. I would have to
be a party , to it, and you have to have knowledge of it.

If I had, certainly I would have withdrawn as counsel if I had even
suspected that that was taking place.

Ml. COHEN. If the money from your fees were coming from an
improper source or what your partners called a tainted source. or an
illegal source such as the Committee To Re-Elect funds, would that
have subjected you or your law firm to civil liability for those
funds?

Mr. BITTMAN.\N. That is a difficult question. I would say, I would say
possibly.

Mr. COHEN. That s the reason

Mr. BITTMAN. I can t answer that question.

Mr. COHEN-. But that's the reason you had put the money the
$156,000 into an escrow fund ?

Mr. BITT?~~fA>-. Right. It was a sensitivity by the partners.

Mr. cohen. After the fact, after the disclosures coming out in the
Senate committee ?

Mr. bittman-. With the Senate committee right

Mr. COHEN. Now, as I recall your testimony earlier this morning,
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you had a conversation with Mr. Colson during which time you were
discussing r Mr. Hunt's safe or the safe of the F.S. Government in the
Executive Office Building, and Colson told you to talk to Mr. Dean, as
I recall, and correct me if I am wrong, and you said that you didn't
want to talk to I)ean because he was involved ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. Yes, sir.

Mr. COHEN. Now, when was that conversation that you had with Mr.
Colson ?

Mr. BITTMAN. January 3,1973.

Mr. COHEN. What do you mean, Mr. Dean was involved in what?

Mr. BITTM.\N. In the initial Watergate planning and break-in.

Mr. COHEN. And you knew this, I take it, as a result of your
conversations with y our client ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well l)ased OII the hearsay information of my client.
Mr. Hunt never had any personal knowledge of anything. It is al]
hearsay.

Mr. COHEN. So. it is all hearsay but you didn t want to talk to Mr.
I)ean for that reason. Now, wh en you had your meeting with Air.
Colson you said that you expressed your concern to him that Mr. Hunt
could not stand a long-term incarceration ?

Mr. BITTMAN Yes, sir.

Mr. COHEN. What did you think Mr. Colson could do ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, I can tell you what was in the back of my mind.

Aft. COHEN. If you would.

Mr. BITTM.\N. And I felt that if Howard Hunt received a substantial
sentence I would not have hesitated, and indeed I felt strongly, feel
strongly that I would have had the obligation to attempt to obtain a
commutation of that sentence

AI 1. ( OHEN. Because Of SII . ( Colson S l)OSitiOI1 ?



Mr. BITTMAN. No. Well, certainly his position was critical.

Mr. COHEN-. If I could

Mr. BITTMAN. But you have to file to get a commutation or pardon,
you have to file a petition with the Attorney General and three
affidavits to accompany it. And I felt v er y strongly at the time,
because of the death of his wife, serious medical problems his
children had, his own medical problems, his 25-year service with
the country, the type of offense, that if he received a 90- or 30-year
sentence that that would be outr ageous and I felt an ob)l igati on to
do something.

Mr . COHEN. To tell Mr. Colson this 2

Mr. BITTMAN. I did not tell Mr. Colson this because I wasn't going to
do anything\:

Mr. DONOHUE. The time of the gentleman from Maine has expired.

Mr. Danielson.

Mr. D.ANIELSON-. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Bittman, I direct your attention to the $75 000 that has been the
subject of a great deal of testimony here. It is my understandingthat
neither you nor your firm ever took any part of it as income or for
any other purpose or at all ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. That's correct. in the broadest possible sense.

Mr. DANIELSON. How do you know there was $75,000 in the envelopes
?
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Mr. BITTMAN. The reason I know that is because Howard Hunt
testified to that in the grand  jury and before the Senate Watergate
Committee.

Mr. DANIELSON. But until that time, did you know there was $75,000
?

Mr. BITTMAN. Not until he told me.

Mr. DANIELSON. I understand that on occasions you said the envelope,
and on other occasions you said envelopes, plural.

Mr. BITTMAN-. That's right.

Mr. DANIEI SON. Would you explain ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I seem to have a vague recollection that there were
four envelopes. Now, I could be completely mistaken—that's why
there is some confusion.

Mr. DANIELSON. And there is no significance except you are not sure
of the number, is that right ?

Mr. BITTM)I XN. That's right. Otherwise, I am not aware of any
significance to it at all.

Mr. DANIELSON. You commenced representing Mr. Hunt somewhere
near the fourth of July of 1972 ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir; on July 3, 1972.

Mr. DANIELSON. All right, July 3. Pretty close to the Ith. You were
representing him, then? in September and in October of 1970 ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, slr.

Mr. DANIELSON. For your information in September of 1972, the
House Committee on Banking and Currency which is under the
chairmanship of Wright PatmaIl, was considering an investigation on
some of the matters related to Watergate.

Mr. BITTMAN. That's right.



Mr. DANIELSON. At or about that time, did you or anyone known to you
visit any member of the House Committee on Banking and Currency
and point out to them in substance and effect that if you commenced
hearings you are going to jeopardize the civil rights of these
individuals in the worst way and they will never get a trial, in
substance and effect ?

Mr. BITT:Nl.\5ı'. I did not, nor did anybody on behalf of Mr. Bunt, do
that although I was requested to do it.

Air. I)ANlEI SC)N. You were requested to do it ?

Ml . BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Fir. I)ANIELSON. By whom?

MI. BITTM.\N. I~el;netll Parkinson.

Me. I)ANIELSON. He is the g entleman from the Committee To ReE,lect
the President ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir. He called me up and suggested to me that it
might be in order to contact certain Congressmen and inform them
that Mr. Hunt!s constitutional rights might be in jeopardy if they had
open hearings and I said, thanks a lot, and that was it. At a later
date, Mr. Parkinson called up Mr. Mitt]er to ask when I was out of
town to ask him if we did it, and Mr. Mitt]er said no. So, it was never
done.

Mr. DANIELSON. Did you have any other contacts with anyone else
with respect to that subject ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. DANIELSON. And Mr. Parkinson's contacts were only with yourself
and Mr. Mittler, so far as you know ?
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Mr. BITTMAN. So far as I know

Mr. DANIELSON. Very well. Directing your attention to the memos
which are Bittman exhibits No. 1 and No. 2. No. IA and No. 2 & l when
you turned those over to Mr. Parkinson this is the same Mr. Parkinson
to whom you have just alluded to the CRP ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. DANIELSON. Did he make any comment when you turned them over
to him ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. DANIELSON. Except for the fact that he made a Xerox of at least
one of them—maybe two of them—did he give any other noticeable.
visible reaction?

Mr. BITTMAN. I have thought long and hard about that, Congressman,
and I cannot recall any statement that he made when he looked at
those two memorandums.

Mr. DANIELSON. Nor any other reaction that you note: is that correct
?

Mr. BITTMAN. No. sir.

Mr. DANIELSON-. Would it be a fair inference that he was not
surprised to see them ?

Mr. BITTMAN. If he had been surprised, or if he was aghast, I am sure
I would(l have r emembered the incident.

Mr. I)ANIELSON. And you do not remember the incident?

MI. BITTMAN. I do not remember any reaction at all.

Mr. I)ANIELSON. And lastly. on this $7 ).000, on your fees

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes. sir.

Mr. I)ANIELSON. It is my understanding that the fee received by cheek
in April could not have been derived from these $75.00(), if any



moneys such as $75,000 were in an envelope ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. I have been asked that question many times. It is
impossible. The reason why it is impossible is because S5() 000 e
came from a Riggs cashier check directly from the savings account
which was set up as a result of the proceeds of the insurance
polices, and the 810.000 cheek I had been holding for some time for
Mr. Hunt in my safe.

Mr. DANIELSON. Anyway, we can definite]y exclude that AT5,000
from your conversation ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir, absolutely.

Mr. DANIELSON. And last, did you ever talk personally or by telephone
with John Dean ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Never in my life have I spoken to John I)ean.

Fir. DANIELSON-. How about Mr. Moore  who was his assistant?

Ml. BITTMAN-. No. sir, I have never talked to him.

Mr. DANIELSON  WIT . IC]lrlie]lniall ?

Fir. bittman. No Sil.

Mr. DANIELSON
. Mr. HALDEMAN ?

Mr. bittman. NO, sir.

Mr. T).X>-IELsos. Mr. Higby ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No.

Mr. I)anielson. Thank you. Or Mr. Strachan. Excuse me ?

Mr. bittm.~~fAs. No, sir.

1 See pp. 17, 18, and 19.
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MR. DANIELSON. No other questions.

Mr. I)OXO}IFE. MI. Knott.

Mr. I~~crrsr. ^.Mr. BITTMAN, why did tile Hunts come to your home
when you had the original meeting instead of to your office, or was
there any particular reason you know of ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes. They were being harassed at their home by the
press.

Mr. LC)TT. And therefore you felt that by coming to your home that
night perhaps they could avoid

Mr. BI TTMAN-. No: it was a very trying experience for me but
because of the trauma that they were going through I agreed to that
arrangement. They did not avant to come downtown. On a couple of
occasions they came downtown and it was bedlam with reporters
chasing them down the street and what have you and therefore in
most instances they came to my home in the evening.

Mr. LOTT. Did you receive any subsequent calls from the Mr. Baker
after March 1973 ?

Mr. BI TTMAN. Oh, I am sure I did not.

Mr. LOTS . You did not ? And 110 subsequent deliveries ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No. No, sir.

Mr. LOTT. And when you completed or ended your services as counsel
for Mr. Hunt in August of 197X, there had not been any subsequent
payments of your legal fees since of April of 1973 is that correct ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. That's the last payment, yes, sir.

Mr. LOTT. I yield to Mr. Cohen.

Mr. COHEN. Thank you for yielding.

Mr. Bittman, I would like to pursue the last question that I was
asking you about your concern being expressed to Mr. Co]SaIl i f your
client received a 25-year sentence, that he certainly could not



endure and I asked you whether or not you felt because of MI. Colson
s position within the White House structure that this would be
beneficial or helpful to your client.

Mr. BITTMAN. Certainly if I filed an affidavit it would be helpful. He
was a man that had an excellent representation he was a friend of
Howard Hunt's he was a friend of the family, he had given Mr. Hunt
this employment opportunity, and when he—if I would need three.
affiants, certainly I would like him to be one of them, but I never
discussed that with him.

Mr. COHEN. I understand. Commutation or clemency?

Mr. BITTMAN. Clemency is a new word. I am really talking about
commutation or a pardon.

Mr. COHEN. The reason I asked the question is I recall the last time
that you appeared before the committee, you were dealing with
another matter, but you were representing a client, as you recall], a
Mr. ARrolfson, and you had received a phone call from another
attorney representing some Members of Congress who indicated that.
indicated that their clients might be willing to help out your client
and in l,your testimony before the committee you understood that
language to be a quid pro quo, in your opinion. And the question that I
would have for you, in your approach to Mr. Colson, can't the same
language essentially be construed as a quid pro quo that you were
seeking ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, because I was unaware of any quid pro quo.



Mr. COHEN. You were not aware of any 8

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.- Tomorrow I would go back to Mr. Colson and do
the same thing that I did then.

Mr. COHEN. Prior to your client even being sentenced ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, I am saying-—I mean I would have that kind of a
conversation on behalf of Mr. Hunt.

Mr. COHEN. But your client hadn't even been sentenced at that point R

Mr. BITTMAN. That's correct.

Mr. COHEN. One other question. I)id Mr. McCord's letter of March 26
have any impact upon your client '8

The letter that was addressed to the court? l)id this change his
testimony in any way before the grand jury proceedings ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No,, I am not aware of any change that that could have
created in his testimony.

Mr. COHEN. Thank you.

Mr. Lorr. I yield the balance of my time.

Mr. DONOHUE. Mr. Drinan.

Mr. DRINAN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Mr. Bittman, you indicated that
you met Sir. Parkinson in October or November of 1972 Do you recall
if those meetings were before the national election?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. 1)RINAN. You met him for luncheon at the Mayflower on a Sunday.
I)o you recall that you talked about the election 8 Was it before or
after?

It seems to me that one could recall such an event.

Mr. BITTMAN. Congressman, I honestly do not recall whether it was
before or after the election.

Mr. DRINAN. Did Mr. Hunt ask you to go and see Mr. Parkinson on one or



both occasions ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir'.

Sir. DRINAN. Why did you go ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Because I had these conversations about commitments
and I thought I should find out for myself whether or not he had, in
fact, been given commitments.

Mr. I)RINAN. Did you report the r esults to Mr. Hunt ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. DRINANX With respect to commitments AII'. LaRue said yesterday
or the day before that he made the payments "to conceal the fact
that the break-in was an operation of the CRP." I)id you feel at some
time that the commitments to your client could have been for that
purpose ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. DRINAN. When you had lunch with Sir. Kenneth Parkinson, was
that before or after he asked you to contact the Banking and
Currency Committee?

Oil. BITTMAN. I think Oh boy. It was all about the same period of
time, and I would just be guessing, Congressman, if I attempt to
answer that question.

Mr. DRINAN. Why did you have lunch with him 011 a Sunday ? T hat's
most unusual.

Mr. BITTMAN. I seem to recall a letter that he also sent to me and the
date September 30 just pops into my mind, and it all relates to inter



viewing members of the Banking and Currency Committee but I can t
do any more with it.

Mr. L)RINAN. Was the only purpose of your having lunch with him at
the Mayflower on Sunday, an unusual time, to try to find out about
the commitments?

Sir. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. L)RINAN. What did you find out a

Mr. BITTMAN. I found out that Mr. Parkinson said that commitments
had, in fact, been made to Mr. l Hunt.

Mr. L)R1NAN. MI. LaRue told us "If these commitments were not kept
the defendants might have made statements that would involve CRP.
" l)id you get that impr ession at any time f r om Mr. Hunt 2

Mr. BITTMAN. Never at ally time.

Mr. 1)RINAN. With regard to the plausibility of the demand for money
for living expenses, MI . Hunt had a CIA pension that must have been
at least $12,0()0 to $10,UOU a year after ~~)1 years. There were
other assets, perhaps a house. How much total did he get from the
insurance company alter he had paid his legal fees !

Mr. BITTMAN. Wel], it would be $250,OOO, less taxes, less either
$100,00() or $110(),(i()ti that he paid in legal fees.

Mr. 1)INAN-. Mr'. Hunt COU1(1 have paid all of his legal fees himself
could he not 8 Why was it necessary

Mr. BITTMAN. I wouldn't say that he could have until after his wife
was killed.

Mr. 1)RINAN. What was the point therefore, of the commitments?

Mr. BITTMAN. The commitments——

Mr. DRINAN. He had sufficient funds to take care of his children for 2
years, he had sufficient funds after the insurance to pay his legal
expenses.

Mr. BITTMAN. In my opinion, if his wife had not been killed he would
not leave had sufficient funds and these commitments were made to



Mr. Hunt before I even began representing him.

Mr. 1)RINAN. You went and had lunch to make certain that the
commitments were made or were followed. Do you think that the
fact that they kept saying these are for living expenses and for legal
fees, is that plausible a

Mr. BITTMAN. It. was plausible to me.

Mr. DRINAN. Thank you. I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. DONOHUE. Mr. Froehlich;.

Mr. FROEH;LICH. No questions.

Mr. DONOHUE. Mr. Rangel.

Mr. RANGEL. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. BITTMAN, in reviewing your activities. that is receiving these
telephone calls and envelopes and giving it to Mr. Hunt, is it your
present belief that you could have possibly unwittingly been used in
a conspiracy to obstruct justice ?

Mr. BITTM.~N. There is no doubt in my mind, Congressman that I was
used. No doubt about it. I am sure they used Dorothy Hunt before she
was killed and they used me after she was killed. And I might say
very unwittingly.

Mr. R&NGEL. And when you say they, who are you referring to a

Mr. BITTMAN. To whoever made all of these arrangements to pay
these funds for whatever purpose they might have had.



Mr. RANGEL. And you were under the impression that Mr. Hunt had
worked for Mr. Liddy ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. RANGEL. And you also knew that Mr. Hunt had an office in the
White House ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir, in the EOB, S—338.

Mr. RANGEL. And he had a safe there which he used for his personal
things?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. RANGEL And you were thinking that these moneys that were
coming in were coming in from a defense fund that Republicans,
prominent Republicans, were behind is that correct?

Mr. BITT)IAN. F,xactlv! and I so reported to six of my partners on July
7. 1972.

Mr. RANGEL. And you thought because, you thought it would have some
effect on the re-election of the President of the United States 2 Is
that correct? I mean you—it never entered your mind that the
Democrats were doing this, did it ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No.

Mr. RANGEL. And so. obviously the re-election of the President,
President Nixon, made you think of prominent Republicans ?

Mr. BITTM.\N. Yes! sir. Yes. sir. It was probably the main campaign
issue at the time.

Mr. RANGEL.. Right. Now, did you ever discuss this defense fund with
any prominent Republicans ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No! sir.

Mr. RANGEL. And you weren't too concerned really as to who they
were. Mr. Bittman, if you wanted to find out, you never made any
inquir ies as to who Mr. Rivers was ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir. T was well aware of the existence of a defense



fund in other prominent cases during this period of time.

Mr. RANGEL. And you knew that Mrs. Hunt was dealing with Mr. Rivers,
but you never made any inquiry from her as to who this Mr. Rivers
M"tS ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don t think she knew any more than I did.

Mr. RANGEL. And it would not I really u pset you too much if your
client was talking with Mr. O'Brien, and he is about to go to jail? and
he is nervous, he is upset and he wants money, he is concerned with
the sentence and if he wants to have a conversation with Mr. O'Brien
to say I want some action now, or I will have to review my options,
that is consistent with his demeanor A hen you left him. Is that
correct

Mr. BITTMAN. No: it wasn t.

Mr . RANGEL. Or when he left you ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No.

Mr. RANGEL. Was he upset ?

MI. BITTMAN.He was distraught and upset, but there was no
discussion about seamy things at the White House or reviewing
options. That was thrown in there and, therefore, I have to

Mr. RANGEL. I know, but he was upset and concerned about going to
jai l, r ight ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. Yes; he was, and leaving his family.

Mr. RANGEL. And you felt Mr. O'Brien was someone who was involved
with the commitments! at least he could relate this concern about
this commitment, right ?


