By

come. to the offices of Rabert R. Mullen Com~
pahy for the possibility of gethng :
!_hr_\rp that hc L\_:ﬁ hoen introduced
Hunt; that after ke lef:
his opposition t: Mr. Oliver cowinng
.tpu{e bozaus: My, Qliver war a 1.5
‘grat ‘and he did hck think he would
in*b that'comuah . Tx. 33-54..° -

Whst+ arn Eha rao

LR L ¥ S NS Iy S TR LT S

. What were the mo

T O Hew

L
What was their mnuivatxon? I am not tell—
ing yeu anythlrg s=c~et obviously, lr.
T $lanzer, Mr. Camnb21l or myself. ‘wWe can
only lesk at the facts and you drew the in-,

‘ferenchs vou cﬁoose to draw as you are the »* 22
C famtfindane mk Tiedra Cilelen ka1l vay vestars
U el il e t_n.l U\-t"J'— [ S i # § L L A -

cay. -

“ ; -

g ODVLOvsly it wa2s a politiczi motive,
polltlcu-‘cajgaign. The oneraticn wos
ted against 5 rator George Mclovern, o

of his 2lleged left—ring viewrs. You hz
a1l ysts whabh Soafordamnl AT A caae e
_‘Hlb L L i S Y IUH WMIIE L Wl o ldnfidie dem widowd AW Fad
* marily interested in on thoze meonitored
conversations Mr. Daldwin was ntering w
‘of & sensitive o Fzrsendl nature

The interests of the perscons, the
dants in this ca i
motivation
LngnA nt

ile spoke of the financial plight of the Cuban-Amef%gaq;J
“Financial motive was obvicus" he £zid "booause [of] the money

recovered from the defendants when arrested and searched in

the hotel room ...." Tr. H63.

"Now Cefontut MeCord slso had finzncial problems”, he

said, "very sexious.” Tr. 66. 2

As he concluded, he sald:

Ladics ond ge
the evicencs
evidecner
duce b-rlore
inowninoe . T .
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pcwers had been designed to p event tﬁe

-l-‘-d'

oz s
17 .

were to flght not only for thelr own personal and polltlcal

1ives but also for the rlghts of those who kad part;c;pated

l‘

They faced teing whlpsawed between the prosecutxon

and the defense in an aherican ccurt:oom -- in a txlaltwhlch

was not a frial.

The Am xican SVStEﬂ of just

for the aﬁj i6ication of -cve“sary dlsputes.

LSL:Dathn o;

by ar y one mar OI roup of men. - -
A

We knew prec;sely whzt was hapnenlrg to us aré through us'

le to protect

W)

to the notion. fFor wrappes into this strug

privacy, indeed, to suppress evidence, there lay the
Fruth ahous Watergate. W ithout evidence of the contents
cf the conveoosa+ticns Mr. Silkert wculs bz uneble to convince :

»ime va:z blachmzil. And zxtro"t

2> palieveble non-politicel metive, a motive accepiable to and

irice and the puollc, +he scarch for trut

to another

[1:

guilt to the charges against him, the case move
level of thre infdependcent judiciary.

On January 12, 1973, an emercency panel of the Court of

Appeals heard orzl argument. licre Mr. Silbert denied that he.: wm

had made his original statement regarding bla
The Vashingleon Sr~w=""w7 1, cols. 3-8, Jc
A 1

reported the apprllate argument as follcows

¥a

1. & tic . Tt sopollate argumornt is

\ S RNV PN - o o
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hiis

. Hunt Blackwail Issue.
¥/ Raiscd, Denied’in ‘Court™

aoont lt

“Yorean s 344 - nl’?%ft L TRAT
L2roan LODSNART o2k : ]
| i OFS Y Lo onuntor o

refuséd to elahorate on h:f stateﬂcn“ i

Hewever, in his robuttal argument Horgnn said
he had checked his- recollcction with his acssociate,
Hope ‘Eastman, who was also present during thel T
conversatici with 3ilbere, and uh-y LO»n agraed.

_that ho:gan's versibn_of

s
) Outsidc the ¢ e

ELastmon, Silbhert and nNssist. Ul
Glanzer, a member of the proaecutlon
had the conversaticn durinyg lun
Avenue rostaurant. S

UCLunl_

Fur
L]




t afternoon ‘the Court of Appcals entered its order:

e . e C .

at}mat no evidence of the ' ccntents of any of the
allegcdly xlleqally%}ntcrcepted communications
'Sball be admxtted except undex the fOlthlng'

:F tﬁer'e‘ﬂ“is*' “objaction to the s ay

: evidence an? if the cbjection is 0"5"- ‘
g .ruled.*.tﬁ-n 0,.»'30rt\..'11ty w:.l‘ b2 providsd.

”cour.?ﬁk*

3 2ayins lus any -
Vieoknegticn € n; shall pe se.:T ed gnd |
delivered to tne cleri. Z . ‘ :

v.'Gbo}gﬁ Cordbn’
Awfﬂliobcrt E. B. Allen AETBYD M TELTARg moA
P




. Glerrer waa f sining Abfred

A

. Baldwin, ILI. HL had arr;ud that priocr to'lnduxr into
17
contents he wggld approach the bench and requnst an in gamera,

out-of-Jurydpresence hearlng . Instead, the following occurreﬁ:

) quqdnu ry\

{BY MR. GLANZER] From your monitoring of
SR Qhe telephone were you able to identify some
R -1 4 £hé individuals who used the phone be-
. R sides Mr. Oliver?
- . DR .'_.‘.-m'".., ' '.;-.:ﬁd'” ’ :
.]h. [BY MR. BALDWIN] That is, correct.
. i N,
}ou tell us wiho those ;ndLVLduals

. o
2« . {MR. MORGAN} (Mr. Charles Mcrgan, Jr., Esg. R
. _representing the ACLU) [who had been seated -
el with the spoctators in the resr of the court-
f_r001] Your tonof, at this point I would like
k scce an ¢hjection., That is contents:

MR. SILBERT: Your Zonor, I

= ~ approach the banch a2fter he
. C it was he ovuxneard .

MR. ¥ RCA;. The 'idartity
covered....Tr. 952,

(AT THE BEIICH) MR
want to enolosi
into the idone
I told Your *lon

¥

After the in camera hearing the trizl Courit ruled corntoents

itted

sikble, and the transcript was prepar red, sealed and trancw

é to the Court cf Appeals. We there filed a Post-llearing Memo-
randun undaer seal.

On that afternoon - January 18, 1973 - oral arguuent

"3

was heard and Mr. Silbert returnsd to the truth regaroxng

§ his intended presentation of the blackmnil motive. a
: . _

The New York Timng - cols. 1l-4, Jan. 12, 1972, reported
% 1 D

that argument zz follows:

“lanped Conver

S

Star=U
iz Courn,

5o owmmesina

e

- e

i
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Thé Government puqll 1y audgested for the
" firs® tine today that blackmail was a motive

beh}nd the alleged bugging of Democratic na-

tidnal headguarters last summer by "Republican:
flnancgd agents.

' The chief prosecutor, Earl J. Sllbert

¥ made,the suggestion at a Federal appcals’ court
,héaring on whether conversations secretlj 5
monltored from the wiretapped telephones of.

" hLah Dermocratic officials could he ndm:.tted

- . ~@s evidence in the Watergate trial.
Mr., Silberg argueld znat the juzy coula

. Eell Ly the tvpe of phone conversaczions
e tGlEG that the evescroppers vere xnterestea
" in "political intelligence." .
Judge David L. Bazelon, chxef jucge of th"

trict ol CuhuAula, azked: is the Gov
interested in whether this lnFormatloﬁagguld
be used to comsr mise these people? +T

=

' .a euphemic: tlaocamzell.
' "e tni it ig highly relevant ¢
“factual Zounfation o that we can su
~that is what they were interested in
‘" they were dcing sema politic:l wiret
be interested in iafermation that wa
sonal ard of a coniilsntial and priv
tu‘-e‘;ﬂ . - -
- "Why don't vou 1ndict them fo; 1_?“
Bazelcn acked. L e
"ie believe this infozmsticn gees to the
motive and intent. " It is relztive to the - - - o B
motive and intent of the parties involved," ' .
Mr. Silbert saig, e - i
. Mr. Si'bert argued the three-judge e
appexls court panel £ Duldwin's testi- -
mony was vital to tne znt's czre and
that the Jury would maj ora uizment”
about why the wirciaons en tnllcd.
"Do vou want to snoo nisz thisng
was?" Judge Da?olon as talking
about m Ll~“ o
"e feel we shouldn to a
bare-hones case. This Yy to escape
acguittal, ™ Hr. Siibert

. "You're saving that the jury won't think
it's a crime just to intercept a message?”
Juégoe Bazelon aswked, "that there has to be
something deeper thun that -- that there
has to be soxcthing, alrtle* *nan t“nt’ I
don't know. “aybe you *re right.

"We think that," Mr. Silbert said, "If
there is tcchnical wiretapoingz, vou're right.
~The jury does that to make a morel judgment.®
Mr. Silbert said the prosccution did not.
intend to bring out "specific cetailrs cof an
conversat:ons,“ but did interd to ask KHr.
Baldwin the "gerneral nature of what he.over- !
heard." e T S

T

(continuation cf fcotnote frow previous pach)

My Alae P E I e E e 3, "eonld o owivetoanar

—_— et =

it NG g {L 1!
inioey:

ancl o

ot T

Haliny!

|
Al

v
N




T -

1issued its-ordek“which said: . ~

chief. It then seemed to us that no erperienced trial lawyer

‘ruled was ‘ . ’

on the morngﬁ%‘of January 19; 1973 the Court of Appeals  ©
l!nz-" . h '

) This case came on for consideration of appel=
“lantg' in camera post-heariny memarandum and of -
appe}lce s wotion for surmary affirmance, anq_j
. the -court heard argument of counsel. - A
« " Proof of the contfents of intercepted telephone”
‘conwersations is not reguirsd to prove, the charges:
fog which the cafeadznes are on trluln Disclesuré-
of such Cuuu,nts wouid frustrate cbc
Congress . in %xing wiretzoningy a cxr
icnlazly 18 U S.C.T§° 2515 (1870)%
=827 It is therefore ORJERID by the COLrt that tﬁe“.

cortents of wirets--ad conversaiions shall not

be offered pr race.ved in evidzaoce, ror £hall arn
reference be rmade by the witnesses, the partlns
or itheir coun .sel Which would indicate 'thé& contents:
olf:such Uvnugr“ations, except in grrert. This @
paiagraph'and the preceding para "ofkhisg.
crder 321l La read to L1= jury ween cae trial
r@converca.,; : :
* Hothing in his ordo“ w111 p*ecluﬂ“ tne qulﬁy*
sion of ev: Luﬂcﬁ as’to fhe telephonis in ,he D
cratic Feadguarters, wnfieh -—ay have “ccn tapped, or’
- -~ evidence as to the porsons Ane Democrztia neqdquar*‘
49 @ Vg ere using such telephones Guringy interceptod conT b
‘wersations {as we had repre -3 25 unob]ection
able}.
This order supersedes our i
- January 12, 1973, which is her

rim or‘crloﬁ,
.g vﬂc“tca. —

- '1

Had we not krnown ©f the importance to the prosecuticn of .

the blactmail motive we now would have hoen forced to learn of o
it. TFor, the prosecutors had been putting more effort into

the contents side-issue than they had into their case-in- o
2 .

would continue & side-strugcgle with the victims of the crime,

a struggle to obtain evidehce which the Court of Appeéls had ™

not reaquirsd to prove the charges for which

the defendanis are on trial.

and which related to but one of what he had termed "scveral

metives," ' ..

But Mr. Silbort cnntinucd the side-stru-zle. Ee first

Lidey,Vet

Mmorica v ¥eoorge Gordon




e g

-

e

CEEESTeTE:
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R R

of Mr. Oliver and Miss Wells. Mr, Baldwin's testimony had 3

bean completed and Mr. Silbe

Cwas

" peal having been

SU,

victims of the crime and told them to come to the trial.

a time for him to intervicwe our clients. But, Mr. Silbert

ststed to her that although he desired %o interview his—ﬁith

<o a1 reason, we would Jdike an opportunity . toﬁ@&“

g study the matter over the weebend consult™ ]
Wlth the ULPGLLMCHL of Justice to determing’
whgther or not we wish to seek further relief,
Tr, 1036.° o ST

m

ted the KCddLﬂg of tﬁc order to
*

I knhjsthe order says that this paraqraph
.and the preceding paragraph are -to be rcad
to the jury when the trial reconvencs.

-,

There are a lot of different ‘factors that
come inte play with respect ko it. Forxr that-

N _ ! S - R
After a protracted discussion, Tr. 1056 - 74, the order

stayed. On the following tonday the decision to not ap-

rzde, Judge Sirica read its reguired portion

11 t*s cese was nearingy conclusion.

without notification to thelir coungel he telephoned the

Thereafter, ¥rs. Eastman telephoned Mr. Silbert to arrange

nesses, he would not do so with their counsdl present.

Hr. Silbert rejected this offer.

intended to ask.

interviews on the absence of counzel was not merely, improper,
it was cangerous to our
khiew that Mr. Silbert’s

hostile.

of

.. room without kncwledge of the questions which Mr. Silbert .

Mrs. Eastman suggested that only she be present.

So Iir. Oliver znd Migs Wells went to the witness

It seemed to us that Hr. Silbert

place upon.thom to waive thel



we._ did nqt'kpow it our'contxnucd
sire ] i e e : R
pation would be allo
: 2heil mép

why Kr. Slech cnd Imiére

ried to ;!r. Silbe:t Lo~ names of t‘u‘c: o_h\_r

e

company our clients.' Mr. Silbert reje cted égch of'these sep

arately made offers! and called rIiiss 1t ells to “the st nd.

to contents 2nd tbereafter' blac}‘nall

FPirst, he warned hxs unintervicwed witness not to:gp into

'contcnts "1n an; way“ and then the follculng

MR, STLDERT:
-+, and-gerntlcien of the jury :111('3 II*S' Honor
L for what purpose? you did use the teld~
: phone in lir. Qliver's office?

MR. ALCI: [Attormey fow lir. NeCordls Your
‘ Honor, we better epproach the bench.:

Ve cuggestad to him
Dar. D Rejocted.  Wo
artoed. . Vo werey
Dovid In hc-). NS TR E

£ u.S. go05i% (&) defines
any infovostica doponroing )
paxiics Lo suon oo gl

.aub ,L:m«- Y, nugar!

i R




I haveno objectxonﬁt‘_vou reaﬂxnj
%6 them. I'don'tithink just asking
.,her why . she on her own-used the phone in that
particular office, I am not asking what you sald
he phone’or umat somebody said; o-her._¢

’ThE COURT gg— ‘
usxna t“e tf‘eo‘"“ﬁ-as a. D'l“ﬁ*e ‘teleo

_ tiaybe sHe dxd
”he ontents,ﬁyou sece. Tr

bty 'Very well,
t, [zn ohicction kv
if both parties Zeel tha
party for the Movant and the Dcfepéhn;s, I.
“will withdraw it. [exmphasis adZed] Tr. 1581-84.

Judge Sirica then, without objeztion reread the Court of

Appeals order to the jury, Tr. 1884, and the transcript dis-

closes the following:
MR. SILEERT: Your Honor, I will withdraw wy
last guestion. Co L s

THE COURT: Let the reporter read the last gues-—
tion. {The reao~ter read the last guestion.)
THE COURT: A1l right.” C i s Jury will withdraw

. that quegtxon. TI. 1885

After ne had placcd Mr. Ollver on ﬁhe stand he continuced:

Q. Durzng that perlod of time, May 25 to
=77 June 1A and 17, was there any time you were
out of town. s

THEVWTTSESEj"mfoﬁ;nﬂonor, I think “e is
going i@;ﬁ'contenta. {enphasis added] Tr. 1915.

.

MR, MORGAM:....In fact all of 333,511bgrh‘s
information rolauinq o sr. Oliver's travel
plans which is wnat I thxn& he with this line
" of questioning he is g '
from contcnta Tr

; o rn all botﬂ
sin and.Marie {mies ?GLL 1 have tuh—'f
tified lJ?Ut a tour thot Mr. Baldwin received
CErom Mosiao dﬁftnq thﬂ porion ol Jupe 12, The
‘line of irquiry i3 4 ;%ﬁiﬁr o

S out of: Lown nr‘ it
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Yoward

. .bhksis for ¥r. ¥organ's statement. Tr. 1918.-3

._HR’ HORGA ;. Where was. he is a matter that

MR. SILBERT'”'I

MR. Mc_afi.;mi'

MR.d%ﬁGAN. Where were you, Your Honor, is
_exagt 1y relevant to the conversation and-- RN
...% lemshasis added] Tr. 1217.

THE COURT: I understandé. I think you can ask _
th 1f he was out of town. } ' Cooe

PR Y LN

comes from contents.

-

on't have to ask him that.

fe is po other matter that
Q contents’

MRA s LJMRT' I ‘resent that statement bv
Mr. Morgan. I know what I intended to go
intg, the contents, the witness' remarks
was totally unnecessary and there is no

EY M AT -
€id you leave, Mr, Oliver, and,
you return? . P

Y- I went out of town over the Memorial

-

. Day weekend with my femily a2nd I don't remem—

M

ber what the exaci cate of that wes and
went to the Texas Sicte Democratie Convention. .
I left g few dave before and returned the day
afﬁer, I'believe.

Q. Was the Texas State Convention held cn -
June 12, a Monday. : &

A. FKo. Tr. 1220

He asked Oliver if he knew "a person by the name of

Fuant?":

4. I believe T had met Mr. Hunt.
Z..I"helieve I was introduced to him some
two and a half to three vears ago and I
wouldn't recognize him from that mesting.

I would recognize the photograph [proffered
by ¥Mr. Silbert] =s one I had seen in the
newzpaper. Tr. 1921.

THE COURT: I don't know what the purDose of
this is, frankly.

(At the bench) .-
THE COURT: Suppose you make a proffer of
proof, Mr. Silbert.

MR. SJLBERT: Yes. He will simply say he met .
Mr. Hunt when he was brougsht over to the Robert
R. Mullen Company and given.a tour with-the
idea that he might e cmployed at that partic-
ular business and 2ur¥ng. the course of the tour.
he et Mr. Hunt and that is basically .all it is,
Xow the rexscon for bringing that iR, of courin
it is his phone %$hat is being tepped. Mr. Huat
is cne of the chicf xrcnch-plno of the consp1:1~\
coa us MY. Doliwin hac testified what Mr. Melers
told him he was 1ntezta cd in all conversuations
of a perconal naturn, whetlier political or other-
wisc, and thut 1b rluht in the transcrlot and 1




-
A

L that, Your Honor,

4 Honor's Coy*ﬁ’sevéral weelks agdivash

¥ spencat, and *m“xll P

Lhe-?curt please, highly relevant,
*piAg-the telephone of somebody you k
opposed bto somebody who may he a pol
fxgure and we think wnere Hunt was
bhe rxnjlcaders“ _ o

?dE COURT-

MR. MORGAN: Yes,
¢ The matter
prosecutor told me,” X quote: “H

in- k¢ blagimail Soence; anc I an g%
prove 1t. "

CTHE CLURT: Wait a minute; Vhath
MR, MORGAN:

casa with raspéct to
ter in conte nts which I t-lievs
i goﬁ“q into oﬂr\nd;“eu:*O is
at issue and covere5 ‘By.-the Court g

rder ard wha* HL. lebert I thlnk

brought out the
moves forvard SBy -
he moves to ﬂr.
will irave o okl
will 2nd onco it
dants gz into it.

THE CCURT: ‘'ave vou finished?

MT. ALZT:  Your Heonor, I objec
it is imuaterinl. licre is a
happencd over fwo vears ago
any way thic imoute the int -
of these pconle bto listen to peo “sonhl”phcﬁe
calls and certainly duocsh't pertain to Mclox
he is not anywhere necar the pxcture two ana“
a half years ago.

THE COURT: I have Xept cut some evidence™
going back a few months prioxr teo the alleged
conspirzscy, now we are going bmek
What difference does it make? He
saw Mr. Hunt's picture in the pap
establishes ne kuows who he is.

are getting into sormeibing -that is not’ Oﬁly
remote hut insignificant, I mean thexe
so much in here to shas t1c tcchhon
tappcod or uhaL Lhey NC‘i
A1l right.

FER, GLARYZICR:
don'4 thin't Mr.
I tint oo

'

Ine cpreTinT .
Lo 1lnto oonl
or dircetly ¢
seriien me as
qan choto
obtains T owithout
Z.eoa

noigul J:t_r_tly
'km}z&v m

fact,

[ R

TN Crurt: I can't
semarks . T didnth o
wan bryiang L




g‘"" B
‘He was noﬁ ‘going into anythlpg
abou» blackmail cr anything else.; I think
L 1E . is an unusual fact that the person whose

‘The people's lawyer - Principal Assistant United States

Attorney, Farl J. Sllbe:t, LOW wWas. to be pret to a clorlng argu-

nent without evldence of Ehe congentskof the'conve*satwons and,
conseguently, without a Lelievable non-political notive.
He did the bési he could. . -
He argued:
He [McCerd) and Liddy were ofi on nn enter-

prise of their own. Diverting that wmoney
for their own uses. Tr. 2056. : :

Mr. Sllbert srcloSLng argu ent 4-'flction unvorthy of an

. E. Howard Hunt ‘novel : seamed so ehcw approprlate for the

case. . He bore dan on a money motxve bL“ the questlons raised

A by the tr1a1 had opened'rathcr than c1<>sed the books.- Mr.

Silbert pchured Mx. Liddy as the top nan, the “boss and

S

money as ‘the motive.,” He told. _the jury,and by fhen a still

llstening but unbelxaVLng world: ..
w A -~
ﬁe {nr. ledy} had bren authorlzcd to cngagc,,
“In ecertain intelligence gathéring activities):
and you heard from Hr. Magruder and Mr. Porter

: t co"tont to follou out ‘what "

was suﬁyu:cd to do. . He had to.divort, 1-

had to turn- it..: And ke and Kr. Hunt u.
“had tha cand thirt




The fol‘owlng sequcﬂced e\tracts from M. lebert s clos

" The leader’of the consnxrators‘
‘will ¢iscuss with you later on._lxndlng‘
out tia l;rc*nltlon fIOﬁ the person:foy
whese work he is 3ay1ng, the money :
the bosz. Tr. ?036 . S
And who was the koss? Who was “the’
boss that nmght’ Tr. 2038.
Tha boss,-the dcfendgnt Lxddy,A
; man in charge, the money man, the’
. visor, thz oryznizor, the ndmlni=t rator.
v That ‘was Hr, -“Liddy,; organizing and
directiny this®Enternrise” *ight From
the start. ..Tr. 2039. ;

s

] 'so. ;hat ve Yrcw, don L “e,
gentlenen ci the jury, that Geo:
is the cefsrdan® Lid
coes a lahjur, genar
campalygn commiticen, r
have to run around the
Miami, in his own ‘e city
an aliaz, if
honest valid

-
wota

lots of monoy

didn't *r ?  An

ui. Eundred
cther. Tr. 20

The oniy kind of pavment. Frezh new:
hundred dollar kills from the monevy man,
ir. Liddy, the boss, the zupervisor.
Tr. 2043.
That is pretty good eating isn't it.
Eight persons for §$2737.00. That is pretty
good eating isn't it? All on the moncy 7 -
the cash money thot was flowing into Mr.
Liddy's hends and just flou ing out.lTr, e

70”).
When Baldwin o his monov fro- MNelord
4 >
he had to eccount Ggicén't he? He -
-

when lieCerd
the Boss knbus
You don't

the Da:s~b*Cuu [

vy, - 1. ~—
t'hap Lho Lose

o pooount for

gave a racoipl ove
got his money
what wos paid, o
have &0 cinlain &
tha bom- 45 riht

.

[rom here mhich

7
e
%

kL
i
9
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' am.gging to lose my Job gl Tr. 2058. s
. i g

‘[Tl he locgs had been glven to the Loss of
the oaeratlon Mr. Lxddy.. .Tr 7059.
i And w“ose money was 1t and who ordered .-
. the payment The oeLendant Liddy, the
money wan, the boss.r Tr. 2060.

., And, as Mr. Bennett told vou well you
.got a new Loss. He said to Mr. leﬁy.=ﬂae-
" member? Because John Mitchell had resigned
And Clark Mesregor hed taken over as cam-
paign director ofsthe Republican Committee
He sai€¢ "I don't have a new boss.- “here
is a new boss the"e but it is not mlng.

And why no T=z. 2002

i And,-again, just o7complete now. . We .
hcaru. 28 you cig, 2 number of people from %
"the comnititee that Liédy did have a lot of
money, a lot of noney.had been put inte
~his hands.’ Whez2did it ‘come fr0ﬂ° ‘Ee Pad
been authorized to crgaze in certain inra.y
telligence cethering activities, and vou
heard from ilr. Lacruuer and hr. Po:ter
what the purpose was. L i
But he vasn't content to Lollcw OLt
what he was supposet to £o. He hazg Lo
-Givert it. He nad to turn it. And he
and Kr. Hunt while they had that two hun-
dred and thirty thousznd, thet was a ot = = 1 %
of money, thev lived hizh, wide and hané- ’ '

some, didn't they? Id. 2062-53.
That ic rot bad pay is 1t? Id. 2055,
what about that mornev? All the money
from the dciendant Lissvy? A1l cf it given
as Mr. Sloan indiczted to vou earlier, .
virtuzlly all of it in cone-hundredf collar
bill packages of ten. A thouzand dollars
at a clip. And who does the evidence
- show hac 2 lot of thet money? The deien-
dant McCord. Id. 20A5<66. %

He and Liddy were off on an enterprlse
of their ¢wn. Diverting that money for
their own uses. Tr. 2056.

1. ({footnote from preceding paged :

Compare the testimony of prosecution witness Thomas Gregory

Tr. 252.

- Q. [BY MR. SILETRT] And did you go somewhere else
then? e
A. Yes. [Accermonied by lessrs. [Hunt and ledy] o
I went te ticDornald's llamourger Shop.

Q. &nd what did you do at McDonald's Hamburger Stand?

A. We got some hasburgers and something to drink.
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