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indictment of Caspar Weinberger in the Iran-contra.
scandal, - the backstage maneuvering escalated

words, could. thiey dredge up evidence showing a

past pattern that Weinberger was guilty of more

when prosecutors tried pitting former secretary of % than an oversight in forgetting to turn over person-

state George Shultz against. S@Evo—.no_.

* . There was a surface logic in trying in Q!S_Em

on the antagonism between the two former Cabinet

' members, whose foreign policy disputes flared fre- .

quently during the Reagan years. But this eleventh- - :

‘hour gambit—described by one observer: of z.?;

case as prosecutors trying to “leverage” Shultz.

- against the former Pentagon chief—failed. .

?asngvrsgaw_aﬁgg_ﬁvsom
if he sells out Weinberger,” according to one source

‘familiar ‘with Shultz’s situation: “Shultz said -[to

prosecutors), .Soﬁ_sam_onommura but Cap is -~
B_.Sozns. 3
Shultz himself _.sa ucr:qe_&n& being *a’ sub- %

« ject” of the inquiry; n_n__ocu_.ro_su:ngu:soa

ed to the withering scrutiny 552_ on iosva-non
in recent months, 53

Shultz’s attorney, Lioyd Cutler, declined” com-

Ba.: Sources close to Cutler told us about recent
sessions between Shultz and prosecutors that illu- .
minate how aggressively' Iran-contra prosecutors
were looking for a scalp, but how in the waning days -

of the investigation it seemed to some observers .
i they were shooting at anything that moved. .’ o

2 ", al diaries, the, overwhelming majority of which dealt

- with non-Iran-contra material? Shultz was said to

_53 attested to Weinberger’s honesty.

G@S@mﬂﬁ. rebuffed
Q&% s plea-bargain ¢ &m&

m:.m uaom 1_.6_- appeared to raise doubts about
% Weinberger's credibility during the Reagan admin-
! ® istration, They were hoping to corner Shultz into

‘simmering dispute over the interpretation of a
ﬁ foreign treaty, not with Weinberger’s “integrity,
-which again Shultz steadfastly vouched for.
It wasn’t enough to derail a federal grand jury
" this week from returning a five felony count indict-
. ment against Weinberger on charges that he lied

** repeatedly about his knowledge of the Iran-contra .

Shultz was grilled about his pre-Reagan. e_ﬁ with - . affair and concealed extensive notes that allegedly
Weinbergét when they both worked for Bechtel. H hm dealt with the biggest scandal of the Reagan admin-

was asked, for example, whether Sosum_.uo_. had .2

ever 2: ‘¢orners as a corporate official i _= _‘832«

4

i
RN N

istration.
..—m —s»_ar_ can oat io :T:.n«..‘ :m can _‘1:‘0»0

"%%a}m.-

oainst. ﬂ\ﬁgﬁmﬂ.

MB& to. m__gon..u nBE.hB for information. In other ™
§

 Prosecutors also presented Shultz with what'
8»3& ES w!_o_n:w mE. note Edvsn& by one on
" er, a long parade of Pentagon officials will testify that
-~ Weinberger gave strict instructions to ‘cooperate
. fully with the independent counsel’s office.

stating that his old nemesis wasn’t trustworthy.
% Shultz pointed out that the note dealt with a

=<a_< resurrect his _.%:Sco: and then justify 5%
years and $30 million,” one close observer of the
case told us. “That’s _.os he’s thinking. Technically,
hé’s been given a little bit of leverage because of
these notes.”

The notes consist of 1,700 pages of daily scrib-

"blings at the Pentagon, which have been housed in
* the Library of oSn_.@am and are now at the center of

the prosecution’s contention that Weinberger with-
held evidence. When his case comes to trial, howev-

Walsh’s feelers on a plea-bargain deal were shot

.~ down by Weinbergei's attorney, Robert Bennett,
- but indicate how frantically prosecutors were look-
RS ing for something that would redeem the E&%

controversial probe.

The stage was set for the indictment after Wein-
berger rebuffed Walsh's plea-bargain deal. Weinber-
ger had a chance to plead guilty to a misdemeanor of
withholding information from Congress in exchange
for testimony implicating former president Reagan in
a broad conspiracy. Weinberger claims he E.u no
damaging information on Reagan.

Bennett's reply was unequivocal: “With all due
respect, Judge Walsh, we'll go to nuclear war.
There will be no pleas in this case.”

Weinberger’s fate may turn on whether a jury
believes his failure to turn over the diaries was

. intentional or sm%mzo: nd just how incrimi-

nating they —.mma
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