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Uear Sob voodward,

I wrote you a note Friday arfter reading Jin lisants story wand didn't get around to
gailing 1te i'rou then until this wmorning other things occupicu me, end”when I got up this
morning I decided to do a momO. Therc are a number of us who bave lnterusts related to
som: of those who figure iu the tlatergate Caper. ".i%ﬁhout naving tine to orgunize uy thou;hts
or to corroct the inevitablo and numorous CIrrols, &Mécause to secmed afterward that
gou might have soue intercct in some of it, I au sending you my carbone 1'¢ apurcciate its
return after you read 1lte

ilann quotes Ceddy as claiming he "was acting fwxxk as attorney for two other BXIXHKEF
persons, funt and ‘lre X'." Then be told sirica of hi. rofusal to respond to guestions
beforc the ;rand jury, "I did so upon the instructions of 11 clicntse” Thus i would seem
he was in touch .ith both after thu sTimd jury wes am.ounced at the LatusteOr perjurede

Not n.cessarily inconslstent with this’ but inter ating in the light of the conjecture
in the euclosed memo is the final graph on page 1 of ihe early vdition. It quotes prosccutors
as saylngz that Caddy apueared to reprusent the five men at the outset and that, on arrest,
all five "declined offers to make telephone calls,” iio calls, Caddy asppears, end the Barker
ptory sbout the advance ar-anguments with his wife doesn't stacice :

Pretty clearly Caddy appeared for different reasons, s, osted in the memo, He heard
all of it und/or thnt did, too, by walkde—tallde courtesy the tepublican ilational Comdtteos

ihe half-hour botween the arresi and the automatic alarm via the wife if she wa:n't
celled isn't enough to pecadt what the describod condition of Vemocratic lige required be
done beforu three A.ke

Bearing on my theory is Caddy's quoted admisslon that he was up begluning rddaight,
that his invoivement admitted begen about then and included a half-dozen calls each waye
Phis has to mcan lic was part of an oporatlon, not counsel involved in criminsl activity x
in his capacity as attorney for the criminalse ind whg should he have boen called at mid=-
night when there was no arrest until 2 1/2 hours later?

Hevis storles refer to quite a crew of Caddy lawyers, in onc case four at one time.
‘then only the Hogan & Hurtson firm was emutioned, rann refers to John Bris fsic] Powell.
Do you Imow the names of ell the lawyers, all if other firus? Some mawy be known to me
and sone of my iriends because of earlier clicatse

I'm looking forward to checking your reconstruction of Lunt's carecr to sec if any
perdod(s) in it conform to aveas of our infercaia.

It strikes me as strange tiat no picture of li;nt has appearot. “one from college, none
from alumni activities, and none frow promotion of'more than 40 books? Or was not one
promoted? Nor any picture of “Bender" or "Heinie” with 1900 or wore any onc of whom night
heve wanted souvenir pictubes. They were preparing for an adveniure. Historic, as they saw it.

I've just poon an old deVoajoly story I hadn't seon before. You'll rem.mber that one
of these sats had a copy of hig "Lamia". 41l roporting was angled on his claims to fame
at the time of the Luba fiissle Urisis, which is fiction. Un that he now lets a not-incpnsi-
derable cgo soar in lidamle Yo me onc of the uore inter.sting perts ol his book i. how sbiCE,
not +he Vicuxeme Sureau of the nevs stories, engaged in iliicit activities to {inance
what it considered patriotic projectss Ingpiratiou for “uban *patriots'?

Best regards,

ilarold Weisborg
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Dear Bob Woodward,
Although i% is n teclear beyond question, I think two things is Jim Hann's story
on Caddy this morning subject to one particular interpretation.

Caddy is quoted as "osserting that he "was acting as attorney for two other
persons”, Yot and "Mr. X".

Then he told Sirica about refusing to answer question before the grand jury,
"] did so upon the instrdctions of my clients."”

This can mean that he was in touch with both Hunt and "Mr. X" after the
grand jury was announced.

The final graph on page 1 of the early edition quotes government prosecutors as
describing how Caddy appeared to represent the five men who, on arrest, "declined offers
to make telephone calls."

liay I make two suggestions? One, the poscibility of arrest was discussed in
advance and plans made for that, plans the only apparent purpose of which had to be to
hide associates. Two, aside from these plans, there remained another means of assoclates
knowing of the arrest. As I rcmember, with these men, a walkie-talkie was picked up.
* If there need be no connection, for many can have walkie-talkies, one report had it
that a walkie-tallkie was found in Hunt's deske.

The one thank that would appear to be unlikely is the contact through Barker's
wife. The stories on time eliminate that. The arrest was at 2:30. The story is that if
she had not heard from him by 3 there was trouble. The half-hour difference can't
account for what remained uncompleted, if only the cleaning up, which would have required
more time.

Bearing on this i$ the quoted Caddy admission that his involvement began at midnight.
This has to mean that he was part of the operation, not just a lawyer called afterward.
Why should he have been called or made a call at midnight when there was no arrest until
two and a half hours later?

News stories refer to the numerous defense lawyers in this case, sometimes without
names, as when the presence of four outside the grand jury was reported, sometimes, as today,
the name of John Bris Powell, If more than the one firm is involved, it is possible that
there may be interesting co:inections of the other firm or firms.

Harold Weisberg




