aduy

L wbE—spaes-or uew Xru® chsjter
Coibeiding wvith Hunt's kmllen work, e Bk when Hunt wag what Welters

desieriba. as-a "legitinate enployee" and

m,
e¥ore ho was a "legitinnte employec," presureabry
. - A L
WD

o legal employee ol Hullen wikdde an official «rployee of CIA, Hichael Douglas Caddy Mti"&ﬂ{
visem—er LUl len E’m.o Caddy represunted General Fouds, whose name just fitk the blanks

in the censored Vi lters menoreddum to fat ‘-'"dJ in the

part dealing

4

5, according to oulliched accounts, alse a Hullen enployee, vhich

iith Mullen's covert

Cla worlk,—me sesms

odd if he slso worked for General Toods et liore 80 beeguse he is

is a lawyer, ia—privete
n P ublic pelefna®
/:'-f

such that he had Cadiy standing by in the event of what
wnarnioineed and uncalled,
Caddy is the man who walled in/ to the conplete

pl o:l.'tl (10
Mier shared r'landestlne/ dCthZL ties of

Hunt's trpat in Caddy is

15 3

did eventuste, his thugs got cavghts

amazement of the police early.in the weprdng of Ssturuay, “une 17, vhen mamx all of the

five men arrcsted hau declined offers ‘co uake phone callse He seid he was their lavyers

Caddy is a ran of the bititerest nnt—llbeval ena gnti-labor viewse (Group Research ffz)f/)y)

Caddy is one «f the then young poople who gathered at ex—spook, right-wing doyen

5ill Buckley's estate to form YAY, whose Il!‘.;t__.‘n_'lrfloﬁal director Cauly vase R
; in this case

Paddy is the first pcrsonm jail/afte. the five arrested inside The W.tergatée ™

—anyons in gortous trouble-
He was then represnted by mors lauyers Theant any actusliy defendant/althoush tie charge

sgpinet him was nercly cont-npt based upon the spurious cleim preparations for which ue

have already sevn in other instznces
UMMWW ey M .
clicnt" relationsiip. fe, was tlen represented by I

Ko g an aud il foFim,

prestigeous firm that rupresented dunt and had re
4’ 2

that he was obligated to silence by the "la.yer-

+usl
periners plus hewses fron the

regented the Ulhi, Bittman wae then a

partner in hogan and Hartsone
Ceddy was a "business" partner with wat, z Wuuu hidder in its clandestine
aspects. ltntydefaed, nerticijated u.nrmr an al:.a The proj=ct was right down lixon's

alley am& wvas another unseen hund incide a “Yolson glove. /B
Ly

Caddy is also one of th: early figures in the case who rsuaged to @isuppesr from it



e il I S ]

1A

There is no doubt what Hunt was up to and there is no doubt that his CIA work,
whether or not legal and proper - and it was neither- was ultra-secret, This means that
if Caddy were not part of it he #8s a man in whom Hunt and his assorted principals, of
whom we know three - the CIA, the Nixon/Whited House thuggery and the bullle/CIA front
operation- imparted{the npa% trust. @therwise he would not have been ‘/"-'l- o
Hunt's office mate, able to see with whom Hunt consulteti hear their converaation,l T
answer the phone and in other ways be privvy to Hunt's operations.

In fact he was more than merely trusted. He was part of some of the nastier
clandestine political operstions so easily exposedTha—tjne marvels how all the official

investigations, all the eriminal investigators and all the press managed to avoid them,

1B
It followed shortly upon the December, 1969 recommendation of Hunt for this mysterious

White House "PR fim" by lagruder, Colson end the naséer of Nizonian dirty-wroks an

Aﬂm&me’/
leaks, Lyn Nofziger, the kind of operation that in Nixon's White Hous e game—to-—be

known as a "Nofziger gob " :.Fr{, }Hﬂg A j;ﬁ («7" T

A : /LKL oot ,‘j _;____,.,..0""



How the press could have lost all interest in him is inexplicable, It also is atypical.
Everything about Caddy was newsworthy in The Watergate and reporting of it.

Aftor his Mullen career, Caddy became an associate of the law fimm of Gall,
LWt bn fond v Ue //70 Freapt-
Lmawa,y fgured fleetingly in

ssociate, Mac S,

Powell and Kilecullen another ¢
4 2 Eir

e Gad 'S at 1250 Cmmect:.cut Avenue, ¢/t
Thie<firm is officed im a building that also holds the office of eno‘cher lawyer,

2B Ricey New, a& was sent by the CIA to rescuge a former agent if not then an actibe
one, Richard Case Nagell, when Nagell was picked up inside East Germany in 1968,

Just in time to meet Nixon's need when Nixon was caught in the most extensive and
elaborate violation of all campaign laws and when there was a wju/'ne of corporation
executives waiting to cop guilty pleas in a successful effort to escape jai{., Caddy produced
a book titled The $100 Million Payoff: How Big Labor Buyg Tts Democrats.Aside from
being part of the Nixon "geme plan" of convineing the people that all politicisns are
as crooked as his gang, the subliminal effect of this line is to destroy faith in
representative government. It tells the people the Nixon lie, that all politicians are
crooks, regardless of Party.

Caddy's line in this propaganda of the far right is that organized labor pours
millions into Democratic coffers and that donors and recipients alike should be
prosecuted. Ilis progaganda was touted by this far-right spectrum as "explosive
evidence." Journals of that political perspective gave Caddy's book a big play.

Hunang ewents is a _zli_ggt;wigg}tabloido It gave reporting of this book a monopoly of its |
first three pages in the issue of May 11,1974, heading it "The Democrats' Vatergate."

The Group Research Report meview of the Caddy book

(5/24/774) notes that Caddy had earlier worked for the National Association of Manufactur—
ers. (So had John F, Lane, his associate in the Gall law firm,) [}[ li#‘?"bhf’t[z ) #kﬁdﬂ dire "’77_ )

Caddy is mmxmm® a trustee of the Robert M, Schuchmen Memorial Foundation, named

after one of the other early YAFfers of the period when Buckley launched the right-
s hoin those—Jeaders
ving kids on their way to the!goula Water@tem/m it under

Nixon and in his White House. The Schuchman Fouudatlon set up what it called, like 5 M)



Caddy-2

entirsly vnce his conteupl froubles ver: resolveda

The mystery about Caddy is heightened by one of the it .ms:,&m evidence Iound on the

‘ 1 lateS, moluding

LA m;«vk
“ubzng, & uap. The neus accounts, wlkeh merely roport That tae map)show % from

The Uatergate to Dupont Cirele, did not Include Caddy's then aduress, 2121 P Strec sty 1T

-

Dupont Uircle. The easiust way to it and the best way for a car to zet to 15;;._/

whieh is

(=8

front door is exactly the way marked or. that map, liew Haupshire Avenue to ihe eircle ang

then over ¥ Strect to that frons door,.

Yhe mffieksd luck of official interest in Caduy onee his arrogaiice, wldech epbarraased
L e prosceutors, was overcome wilh the contempt citation that saved their

faces, iz onv of the roagons so muny nysteries renain mysteries enc osy be one of the

more iwportant ezrlier deterninants in the wndnpoachuert of dicherd liixon.

yent ] : : 30

pefserhis tulden career, Cadoy
2 A
("

I lmew the late John Call whon T was & Benate inves tigator and editor and he was

coungel So the wational sswocilation of lanufacturers, whose members and whe oWl a«u:f.- f 5‘,«1M
F!tr-cfd’” &y dnda _ . )
vities th. Senste was then investi (*at'?ng., . lerge porcentage ol its morg influcntial

the tunultous days of the Great Deprassion and l:ue resurgence of trudes-union o Jll'?aulcn
ol

end demands for decent working conditions anc Paye. =« nore virulently anti-labor d.(ivj nte,

wu.un wil h6 iy MJ - Jwta
mambers were those who infliected vi olence\nn 1abo7‘sor'bc.n:a. 1S, (Jr.‘_ulz.n Juurr,er.g ']in\;

! . - .
I do not reeall anc therey nany like hinm bufore lud co_,_.mee oi the Senzte. Hecaping u@L, ~.

: - cliewt /) '
sweatshop and starvation vages wuo\to Uall as to his .subve:‘sion), and they said ﬁx .

Caddy reall; belisves this, even today, and he gives his opvosition to it a apueial

totmltem, 0l +Zee bifere Dosdicr,

political twiste

ZJ)’)/MO



those Nixon paper organization for the funnelling of illicit money ¥to his campaign,

(3

(T wit widin M needed hig

the "Center for the Public Interest." It gave Caddy a grant to write

s propaganda.e \

The center, in turn, is endorsed by others of the right, including M, Stanton
Bvans, still eMother of those early YAF leaders, and Phyllis Schlafly, both right-
wing propegandists to whom their propaganda is "news."

However in his own mind he may describe his co:nections, Caddy is and has been
closely associated with and been part of anti-labot activities. These were a major
interest of the Gall firm., Partner John Kilcullen's partifipation in them has been as
counsel to af lobbyist for the so-called National Right to Work Committee and with
the "Center for the Study of Union Fower" of the National Association of Manufactueers,
which is the traditional spearhead of anti-unionism. (GR 5/24/74)

Unlike what one would expect of a man of principal, when Caddy was asked to

describe this "@enter for the Public Interest” by the Northern Virgihis Sun (5/8/73)
he refused, ) did & C“Vh\ 4(4&04%»“

If it is not surprising that so many of those then kids Bill Buckley gathered
together to forn YAF Jmom hold beliefs so fimly rooted in the outlived past, it is
astounding how many of them Nixon managed to gather around hf.rmsel and of these the
large percentage who participated im%m Lhis makes even
more unusual the lack of interest ofi the part of the major media that to Nixon is
"liberal" in the%e YAF’I leaders of the é&st. Izg.rticula.rly Caddy, because of his
personal Watergate activities, his connection v:ith Bunt and Hullen if not directly
with the CIA, his volunteer work with Liddy at CREEP, and because public exposure
and even jailing was no dbscouragement to his appointment to official Republican
positionse.

In the wake of Watergate publicity about him, Caddy moved to arlington, Virginia,

SR ¢ ha iﬂ.*_\‘. ! @5}';&-}_.}:6\»;_1-_“434'_4/17‘:/7&) ___ﬁ {— ) sl
——dacross the *ofome froa JasHligtoi, v 1o 12=tie Aepublican Party oot v-T.Et,1Caddy was 7 A
- RS -
rd 23

appointed to the Arlington Couty Bepublican Committeex and its Young Republican Com— '/ P /
\
)

mittee, at least one other member of which,wmmondetx Jade West, was his associate in
"Right to Work" activities. The Arlington Republican machine grabbed “addy up the minute

N
he moved into the county, udeterred by his Watergate involvements. (NaoVa. Sun 5/8/74)
A —



Bhere is nothing in Caddy's Fegfﬁ:ml experience to account for Hynt's having him
stand by for Watergate:break—in emergencies, Caddy's actual role. Because he is not a
criminal lawyer and because he is without significant or relevant in-court, defense
practise, havir?,(}addy as legal back—-up man on the operation is excep?:'.?‘:ﬁ :f t can be
explained as not involving a lawyer who was without knowledge of the crime or as a measupe
of the trust Hunt vested in Caddy personally.

With what amounts to limitless funding from all those unaccounted Nixon millions,
cost was not a consideration. 'f't was more important to have a man who could be trusted
to call upon in an emergency thak it was to have a Clarence Darrow.

Caddy justified Hunt's trust.

Ih his dedication Caddy was willing to and did go to jail in an effort to keep
from telling what he knew, It was his personal duplication of the basic Nixon strategy,
to delay and buy time by whatever means and regé,:dless of immediate cost.

He did buy enough time because when he had finished stalling the prosecutors the
fix was and the press had lost its interest in him as it turned to other in the
endless chain of interrelated Watergate events all newsworthy. There were so many of
these developments and they were all so without precedent anyone with public-relations
experience could expect many not to be reported.

Caddy succeeded in stalling and in silence for more than a month, until Thursday,
July 20, 1972, (Star-News 7/20/72)to be followed in the same ploy by Liddy. (Star-News
/21/72)

For Caddy this was almost Kamikaze (spelling) bravery if the suspicions of the

Washington police, that he is homosexual, are correct. Th%deduced this the early morning

of Saturday, June 17, 1972, when he appeared
U %
five in their slam/ Thereafter, according to the confession of a homosexuasl police agent

o e, A——— - -

uncalled to represent the

that was made court record when the left-wing think-tank )the Institute For Polic;g:. 1,\

e e &

studies sued over Watergateptype activities against it (Post 10/10/73), this police B

o 2fwi] -
throughout the entire dey Caddy was in the court cell-block and %k had they not been

A

agent was dlrected[to try to cu,lfL]ate Caddy. bed his four lawyers not worked xs haste



The

successful in the last minute, when he was released pending appeal from g contempt

-

charge,

amgmrfacofate he would have been sent to the District of
ave
Columbia's notorious pen, where bruali zations, ranging from rape to murder, OIION o
The d,{dge Caddy used to keep from Ialidng giving the grand jury the evidence he

and the whole crew wanted to suppress is that everyone else was hig client. He claimed
LA LAThed
that an unnamed client demanded that Cadg;y regpect the alleged (client's right o the
all f
preservation of confidentiality over his 4ﬁlsultations with his lawyer,

It was a common Nixonian trick so obviously no more than a trick it was regularly

refiected by the courts and the Congressional committees. However, in each case it did

Mailew

succeed in delaying compulsory testimony until the final ruling wes made. It is the same _ /
trick Hunt and Liddy both pulled with Jackson so Jackson could claim he was forkidden

to open his mouth. ExedexizkxbaRue;-one ofxtherexviimr Robert Hardian, former Assistant /
t
Attorney General in charge of the Criminal Division and the CREEP!'g "action officer"

Onjlatergate, made the same spurious claim to retard his confession of Liddy's immedigte

N n
: confessions to him, first to the grand Jury and then to the Watergate comnittee, where

Mardian was televised. Liddy made the same outrageous claim to having alleged clients

about whom he could not tau:.—mc/-adm»& Céc ,(fu& . . ‘{
ut-The-yta !l
It is true that Caddy did make this initial, out-of-cour's appearance for the five,

but there after he was not part of any defense. He obtained an experienced criminal
Joseph Rafferty, Jr., M I gl A vk
lawyerfas soon as Hunt phoned himlmd desphrate pre-dawn Saturday morning,

But i% is also true that when the first court-room appearance was called for_ on
arraignment, Caddy told Bob Vioodward of the Fost, "They are not my chents.'%oodward
and Bernstein, for all their winning of the fulitzer prize, paid st no attention to
this entire Hullg/Bennet‘t Watergate aspect. Th?_do include thig%ng;eir book, All the

Poual Sentt s flen/ but did not in their news sbories, Tn this they are consistent, having

e o —— =
no mention of Mullen at allfeng.ef despite their knowing and having mention%.: the Pogt—""

thezagendg®ya single company-CIA involvement of the remote past only; one mention af - w g
/
B‘%guftt, angled in the index as it is in the text (p.256) as "Hughes' representatiye," j
ﬁ h.t"‘lrv ; "}/‘1“] ofhe? —fvpﬁJ ¢ /
meaning Howard Hughes; and twoy inconsequential references to the conmpany, : '
A

unt



there (p. 24) and a passing reference missed by the indexer (p.30) to Bennett as"Hunt's

‘ L4
boss at the ¥ullen firm" as—part—ef a clause making casual reference to these paper

fronts for Nixon money. b ;{ﬂ/L .,‘_ﬁ‘ e W7 it e [? ‘(_._me_jt_.:y_\_)
(/_\(I hagw tried without success to get bothf to foliow the Hint/Mullen leads I developed

almost as soon as Hunt's name was reported. Woodward had twice in a single day refused

to report what by any stendard was fronddpage news, that Nixon hired a would-be assassin

when I had it to Woodward's knowledge on tape and in Hunt's own voice, an even more

unusual refusal because Buckley had tried to hide it and Buckley and the Fost feud.

Their gvoidance oq{’any mention of all that was available on this Mullen-centered opera=

tion is consistent with the practise of which reporters are rarely proud, making a deal

to protect a good source by not reporting news about him, Xs a Great Depression youth

I had failed to report the arrest of a bootlegger who was thus able to stay in business w

until his trial, which he was able to finance by staying in business. Ir return he had

kept me supplied with his uncut stuff,

M‘Because in context this amounts to suppressing legitimate news also about the CIA

and because it made the FPost vuleerable to attack, I personally warned a Post editor w4

that this case could be msde and that I could make it, which mad< me confident tgafth;;lt:‘w ’
i ‘ ij"r»li'n ‘w

the- disposidden, officials could make a b cases

OXThe one thing they reported about Hunt that was not reported elsewhere they kept

out of the Pogt and used in the book, their "Deep Throat" source's report that €

"the Howard Hunt group*."wa.s the 'really heavy operations team.'"

rﬂfvo my knowledge they knew from the outset that Hunt had been in proscribed CIA

domestic activities, that he had had the Mullen cover while he was officially still a

) —_— -
CIa emplc:er?e, and that the one minor Mullen™CIA MuXXsW cennection they reported)' a

Aowng ¢ Ay
inishi its Bay of Pigs role which exactly coincided with the Nixon/Hunt/CIA

Bay of Pigs official duties. In neither their stories nor their book did they report
-

’
¥) /

this newsworth.lj,evidence the early reporting of which could have influenced all subsequent °
events, disclosures and other reporfing. Thia;a’ am/o:nts to deliberate suppression, It was
A

un
one of the important non-developements that enabled the mmmeimpeachment of Richard Nixong



Woodward was my source for what I never saw in the Post or any other paper, the

fact ,that Robert Yullen is a Key Biscayne neighbor of Richard Nixon, As I remember it
AR 51,»& b\.;,nﬂ

a1 /fold me tilis when I gave him copies of FBI reports on Fiprini-Sturgis and his

"'blackll
participation in what in intelligence is called }mimke# operations in misdirecting the
Fiermnt @ one ¥ me Cubmg o e doaded
FBI's investigation of the JFK assass:.nat:l.onc the FBI with false, propagaddistic

[Cirtal l.-t{
reports about the lone accused assassin, Lee Harvey Oswald. At the same time I gave kim

{Qt-czﬂ?{(iwx"eporta that showed the FBI had been satisfied with a pro forma denial of substantial
one Miguel Suarez,

reports that/a man with the same name as that of the head of "Ameritas," the early-
day bum-steer and the Barker cover for making arrangements for the Watergate operations,
had predicted the JFK assassinatén in advance. Mogt reporters and pepers would have found
xeroxes of these actual FBI reports newsworthy. FBI reports are not published all that
oftens Moreover, vwhen it later became known that Hunt had engsged in an anti-Kennedy
"black" operation for Colson with assissination and political context, they again failed
to use theese repowts, which they also never returned.

mIt is Bernstein who was to have provided me with xeroxes of the Washington city
directory with which I had promised to show him how he could duplicate the work I had
done on Hunt without my disclosing my sourcesme. He never did, o means he elected what
he and Woodward and the Pggt never did - report what is in this book for the first time
anygwhere,

& lunether it was their separate OF coltsctive decisiong or one that was made for
them, it is the reputation of the Post that was at stake, with Nixon the beneficiary,
the ; CIA another beneficiary, and the people who were denied the informetion the
sufferers,

* MThis seeming digression is at this point because they also reported less than was
readily available about Caddy, who was also Bennett-Mullen connected and was immediately
personally involved in The Watergate cover-up, obstructing justice to keep Richard Nixon
unimpeaehsd.t_,)

rhaps alone among reporters, from the accident of Woodward's having chosen to



n arrbigh ML ALy

git "in the middle row" of spectator lLenches in that courtroom, next to "a young man
with fashionably long hair and an expensive suit with slightly flared lapels, his
chin high, his eyes searching the room as if he were in wifamiliar surroundings,"
Woodward lmew that Caddy's clainm tm]ient-lawyer piivilege was utterly spurious

and a deliberate misrepresentation to the court., Neither he nor the Post reported or

i
pursued this{ when ths Ca.ddy ho told Woodward "They are not my clients"/claimed in T
l"{n‘&”’ihr rjﬁ o~ f(.b{_c—}{e’f. Aﬁﬁmﬂi R,
court that he secrets from the grand jury because 1: y werc;.»v eloc. & _

‘Woodwud personally did some of the Post's reporting of the Caddy claim he kmew

to be a lie if not mexs criminale The July 1 story he by-lined with Jim Mann reports

e — ——

without elaboration that “Cad.dy has been questioned at least tw:.ce about the possible

e

( involvement of thefentral Intelligence Agency in the case."
~ was headlined bn the front page,"Jury Probes Lawyer in 'Bug' Case." For all the world as
A though Woodward did not know better the continuation is headlined "Bugging Suspects!
k Lawyer Is Quizzed by Jury.,'
. T
"During 1969 and 1970," it further states, "Caddy and Hunt shared an office" a f}um .

tvnd 1hM1fLJ— IA"H-'(‘{ k“{
Muﬂ.lan. These dates are significant because it means they kne¥ that Hunt was at HuJ_'Len

,}wf h! ANty & 1’1'1 h; N‘anfwf Ehis
h’/"ﬁlg he was with CI Fnd never rep‘oﬁajlor investigated and reported what they learned

about thise It is important because later versions give different dates, consistent with

—
the insulation of Caddy wikh from Hunt's and other CIA activities and from their joint ———

—1"“,“,‘4 ;{'{\, ——

efforts which become a Mullen operation ancI,l to now also has been unreported, h

Deadpan and skriahgt straight this long after Caddy had told him otherwise Woodward
wrote, "When asked about Hunt, Caddy invoked the attormey-@lient privelege, refusing to
testify..." Ditto for the prosecutor's telling the judge "that Caddy's conduct was

&specious, dilatory and ... an obstruction of justdee.” (omisstonstory,) The same

for the unquestioning account that "Urban A. Lester, one of Ca.ddy's,([ three ) lawyerses.
the

told the judge that questioning of Caddy had gone far beyond his relationship with
Hunt, He said Caddy had been asked whether he had worked for the CIA, &addy answered

that he had not, Lester said."



Lester is one of Caddy's two lawyers from Hogan and Hartson, the same firm that slso
represented Hunt in the same matter, through another pariner, Bittman. No question of
conflict of interestp seems to have been raised by anyone. _

In stories and in hoo]gu— f:e who‘e thingg is left out of the bookd Woodward never
L

hoted the significance of what=he-did put in—the—papery, that Hunt was with uullen in

1969, when he was still with CIA, and that Caddy shared Hunt's office when Hunt was a ( G

CTA employee but working at Mullen, '
The § next story on Caddy's "obstruction of justice" through which Woodward kept his

secret he by-lined with Bernstein, (_I_’_e_gh&;‘!or 8, date inddistinct,) It reports that Hunt

was represented by Bittman but not tha. Caddy was represented by the same firm, Caddy

"left the grand jury room at least 13 'I::i.mee:_;' yesterday to confer with four lawyers

waited
who mrExmiiting outside the jury room..." What a legal bill Caddy was incurring}

sumBanaXtNaket gAak ey khE i MEss ZEry sonRaNe s perin g R r T EN Er Xt Re Xp X oS eeukaa yan g
"During Caddy's appearance in court, it was revealled that he told the grand jury
of 'intimations' that the Robert R, Mullen Co. - the Washington public relations firm where
he and Hunt shared an office~ did work for the CIA." Bennett said "that Caddy was
probably referring to work done in the 1960s for Radio Free Cuba, widely reported to
be funded by the CIA."
"Objectively" this says that the CIA connection was in the dim past, the 1960s Jan&___q

-

more than a decade earlier. Actually Caddy is not quoted as referring to the pagt, —-~._. _
"had done" this unspecified "work for the CIA." Saying that fullen "did" work for #he
CIA can refer to the present as in fact in this casd it did and everyone had to kmow it dide
The tense is that of the reporters, not a direct quotation of Caddy,

They had no question, knowing that Caddy and Hunt were officemates when Hunt was
still officially CIA, in reporting only "'intimstions!" of I'Iullg-/C‘IA connection,

They were off the story by tim-ddx “uly 11, when it was headlined in the Star
"Enter 'lir, X! In the Party Bugging @ase" and in the next day's Bost,"Mysterious 'Mr, X!

Bnters 'Bugging' Probe." The questions Caddy refused to answer are provocative and represent
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\\‘. | \

newsworthy evidence not usually overlooked by editors on a continuimgg story although

with Caddy and in this case they were.

Star's
The Se$zls story begins: Lil-marked in yellow

A

Gy

Jim Mamn's Post story adds: Li}- marked in blue.

This is a provocative prelude to Caddy's being found in contempt and jailed on the
13th, from which he appealed to the higher court on the 18th end lost. (S'__Eg',m;ilgg_t 19),
«fter which, having succeeded in the Nixon "game plan" of stalling, he went before the
grand jury and ostensibly answered their questions (Star 7/20) which is o1l it took for

him thereafter to be of no reportorial or known investigatory interest.

J’)‘t u
A sentence from Prosecutor Silbert's appeals-court argument mkes thisg/1 more‘psur—

prising stidl:"Wherever we turned Nr. Caddy appeareds” (Star Star 7/18/74) T ——

‘\@w ‘phoney the Caddy prretense was 'Jin Mann's story of the 19th saysj "But in a sharp™~~--

rebuke the appeldate panel aaid...that Caddy and his lawyers did not even establish i

ok that Caddy was actually acting as an attorney for the

seven men he claimed to represent."
"Mr, X" had never been identified. The papers lost all interest in the mystery man.
With all these lawyers each x® claiming to represent other lawyers all of whom were deep
in criminal activities, an easy and obvious guess and conjecture that ;e;'er made it in /
print is that "Mre X" is Liddy., Within a weellxb 'm \;QQM webhet /
"Silbert complained to Chief Judge John Sirica of the U.S.District Court that Liddy'
contention that he had an attorney-client relationship with Hunt and Caddy was 'wholly
unwarranted!. Liddy ssid he was Hunt's lawyer and Caddy's client." (Star 7/27/72)

There really was no end to this trickery with lawyers and by them, all unpunished,
Litn
The ﬁapartment of Justice was/lgoing to Buﬁfply Golson with free 1egal dzemif :.ts special

litigation counsel, Irwin Goldbloom, until the fdederal d:n.str:.ct Judge ho was sa:.d in

the Watergate Committee's hearings to have stalled the Yemocrats! c1v11 suit as a favor

. hey
for the White House (he denied it)y @ ; wilod ct that Hhis ws bo eyp the
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The TU.S. Altorney's Office
has requested a federal court
order to force Dcuglas -addy
a lawyer Tinked T
gate ‘“‘bugging” casef to te]l
about his lrvulvemel with a

mysterious “Mr. X."”

. In papers iiled at[US Dis-
% trict Cowrt, the prosecutors in
the break-n case listed as
i “Mr. X" someone whom Cad-
dy claimed was a ‘“close
friend” of former White House
eonsultant E. Howard Hunt.
The prosecutors, trying to
find oul more ahoul “Mr. X,
« 4kl net identify him in papers
o filed with the epuri—to pre-
serve the secrecy of grand
jury  procesdings in whieh
vaddy has relused ty testifv.
Hunt dropeed out of signt
[llgwing caature of live men
¢ wside the Demneratie pariy s
leadguarters al the Walar-
gate. H2 was hived in 197L as a
White Houwse consultanl oo tha
“ecommesd ztion of Charles W,
Colson, spuesal counszl to
) Jr"w:;lrimjt“-- R
4 Ken W. Clawson, depaly
White Tieuse director of com-
mupicaidse,  has ({F zeriled
Colson end Bual &3 |~-|'-auu-
friends™ oo at baast siv years
| oouragso. b has danindg Colson
.. owas drwelvedl in Lhe breag-in.
T Amang guemioss the US,
i Atborney's Cilice wants Caddy
© o ansvier are!

& W .u-.u' laddy to revra-

sent bhe fByo suspects appre-

hen r1f'd Lnsid
# . headquariers o Jugg 17,

R=1

. @ N‘neihﬂl {erdy received a
visit in eariv Juge from “Mr,

X!!

© VWho made haif a doven tele-

phone ecalls iy Caddy that ~

night, and wihe{Caldy himeel
—/

called, e

o Whether Catidv. saw Hunt
within a guarter of a mile of
- the Watergotle Holel ca June
.+ 416 or June i7.

Caddy, acvmding o the pa-

E,Jﬁ? 4 m

e Democratic

= cvmaii

e |
Hm

1 Lase

pers filed wilh the court, al-
ready has appeared beiore the
“f grand jure these Hmes and so
'y Iar has refused fo auswer a
total of 55 to 6D questions
' about the “bugcirg” case,
! In each ‘n#arce, the attor-
i ney has invoked the
attornev-eliznt privitegc
. against revealisg confidential
- eommunicaiiens. The px'usecu-
i tors coniend Ceddy has mis-
used this v v W conespl
facty slwut thy wote
STE Vthe abtornsvciory prirs
ilege) was never Gtepdod o
permit an attorney o envelon
in a shroud of ¢ocrecy b relu-
i tionshing with whomover Lo
" chooses teo desiamate a clicn!,”
the prosecuters sald. Thoy
claimed Caddy’s refusal o tes-
! tily has delayed, disrupted and
o frustrated the grand jury's in-
vestigation.
¢ In the papers {iled with the
7 eourt, the prosecutors asked
; that Caddy be diecled “on
_ pain of conlempl” 1o answer
| que;tmns that he has elaimed
are Darred by ibe altoyney-
elicnt priviiese,

None of the questions so far
deals with any “communica-
tions" between Caddy and

e he asserts has been g
client, the U.S. Attornev's Oi-
fice maintained.

Chief U.S. District Lo.;:t
Judge John Sirica is scheduled
to hear arguments toemorrcw
&n the prosecutor's e*’mr’ tg

J force Caddy to testify. A hezr.
ing set for today was delaved
ore day to permit Cadcv's
lawyers to prepare a responsa.

Other questions the trosesu-
tors have put to Cac

I‘

Tpaige workers mieht b

been refused answers, e
ing when Caddy ;ast savw or
tatked to “A Mr. X,” whetker
“Mr. X" has ever paid Cadcy
any morey, and whal refz'-
afresinent Caddy has with e
uaidentitied persos ke izl
48 a oHent.

Carldy was first linked (o the
June 7 break-in when he s
peara. 1o assist the perzors
appicacuded & tha ‘E’w‘aruﬂu 3
ervanze lor comnsel The 1
A.Ltuu-\. s Clfice said C ._'_.'
“mysterimsly” sppeavec
peinet howss afi 1 =

AL ufst Caddy refus
tell the zmend Sy whe
even kagw Hunt, courl oz s
said. Ay that Ilme Sirics ruizd
Caddy could not refuse to i
swer on the basis of the atzor-
ney-client privilege,

Guing back before the grans
jury, ﬁaddy did answer tu:s
questien, bul the prosésrors
told the court ke than refvsed
to answe: JlethsT quastions at
t.hr.%/.nne and 30 other queriss

It appeaved that “Mr, X°°
may be someone new in the
case, or al least so far mot
clearly connected (o it 5a-
cause Lhe papers filed by tze
proseculers did mention the
names of Hunt and the tive
suspects seized ai the Water-
gaie.

Ia arother develepment, The
Commiltee for the Relectinn |
of ihe President, clziming 2z
presidantial f-am:n.ujn Wolt d-
be affpeted. L-:er-:':w asied
T8 Tuasiricd Couis i
provesdings in the Den
i millton damage su
iniz eut of the Waterrate “bug-
einz"™ incilent wadl after 1he
I\L'l. .J‘J'l.[‘.?‘,‘:' i..'.'"‘n".i.ﬁll.

b (R T
:z AL PR nl{tl' v
tions in the rosp weald inveie
damnands for “eeafidenunt o
formation . , , on il
of thovonih discove
thal events &y 1he
would sevve to poolizi
provable™ Demyeeatie o
of Rupubidic oy dne ot
tha case,

The courl was fa1] tia! ¢ -

terred Ly unlavorabic
ty and that politiesl e
tors codld withihe!o fo
allrrwise wal !l.“ RRLS I
ident Nison's co-vloution vae-
paign.
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- » - I
Goverament Rousempors § Sinoe that thine, adeording
il syoaled thar by oaen |l -

have revealed thar thoy are 0 the court papers{Caddy has
asking questinfis abou: a pes sserted 1o Lhe d jury (i
son they identity only oo oL 1 the Lrand Jury that

X" in a grand dury
tion of alleced b
jDemocratic  Party
iters at the Walergate Ho'el
In papers filed in U,
trict Court here, the nrosecp-
tors list v, X only as a close
ifriend of E. Toward fipiai Ju
fthe former Central el
[gence Agzency emploves ac
former White Touse consul
{ant who has been sou.nt fop
‘questioning in the case.
i According 1o the courl pap-
ers, an impartant wiipcss Le-
Jdore the grand jury, atlorney
M. Douglas Caddy, is rafisi
io answer guestions abeut e,
‘X on grounds that he is the
man's attorney and™1l e

Y&l

apeffand e2¢éh of the

he renresenis not only {lr. X
alae Funt, Hupt's wige,
ve arrested

defendanis,

He has so far refused 1o an-
swer more than 55 different
questions Lefore— fhe_grand
ury ot giounds that he has
an  Attorpey-client privilese
with ali of iLose persons,’ ac-
Eﬁ]'dihﬂ Lo the court papers,

The papers were filed by
U.8. Alrorney Harold H, Titus
Jr. and olher federal prosecu-
tors as part of a melion to
compel Caddy to answer ques-

? tions Lefore the grand jury.

It was the second time the
government  has moved to

therefore is proteeted by a sn,igg;ej‘ C“ill?y oi-d:]rgd _to.t.esigy
tealled  “attorney-client privi.|Peiore the grand jury. On

leze”

Caddy, 34, is a mystorinnd.
[Tigure in the Watergatoe alfain
He first appeared at the ars
raignment of the five defapdd
ants on the day they were opb
|rested inside Democratic Lieads
!quarters.

June 30 the government said
| Caddy had refused to answer
whether he knew Hunt and
whether he had known Hunt
before 1970, at the time when
Caddy was admitted to prar-
tice law here.

1Bee mmcinENT, 4, Col. 2

INCIDENT, I'rom C1

Al that time, Sirica ordered

Caddy to answer, According {o
[the court papers, Caddy an-
swered those two specifie
questions about Hunt but then
invoked the allorneyv-client
privilege in respense to more
than 30 other guestions asked
of him.

The papers say that “about
50 times” during the grand
jury proeesdings, Caddy re-
quested and was granted per-
mission to leave the room and
talk with his altorneys.

Caddy's actions have “de-

laved. disrupted and {rus-
trated orderly investigative
proceedings of the grand

liury,” Titus aileges-in the pa-

|

|

'Georgetown

pers.

US. District Court Chief
Judze John J. Ririca is ex-
pected to hear areuments and !
to rule on Titus’s motion
tuday.

Caddy, 34, a graduate nfj'
University  and]
New  York University Law,
School, was the first executive|

1”‘2

i

/

!

Idireetor of th. conservative!
‘Young Amerleans for Tree-
dom and was a leader in the
carly 1860°s of the Youil for
Goldwaler organization.

In their papers, the prose-
¢itors ‘say they are withhold-
ing the identity of Mr, X dur-
ing the grand juwry proceed-
{ings, .
| The papers include a list of
questions that Caddy was ask-
ed and refused to answer.
‘Those questions only serve to
{heighten the mystery regard-
ling the identity of the un-
. hamed person.

For example, Caddy was
asked, “To yvour knowledge,
has Mr. X ever used an,v’
names  other than his own
tame of Ar. X"

Caddy was also asked when
he last saw and spoke with
(Mro X, what fee or retainer
'svrangement he had as Mrp
X's attorney, and whether he
received any telephone calls

from Mr. X in the early morn-
ing hours of June 17—at the
time the five arrests were
made at the Watergate.

The ecourt papers indicate
that much of the questioning
‘of Caddy has been an effort
‘to establish how Caddy was
irelained as an attorney in the
‘case, under what circum.
stances and by whom.

Caddy ariginally told report-
ers that he had been called by,
the wife of Bernard L., Barker,
one of the five arresied men,
shortly after 3 am. on June
17. “She said that her husbauci}
told her to call me if he hadn't:
called her by 3 a.m., that it!
might mean trouble,” Caddy,
said. The arrests at the Water-|
gale were made shortly after
2:30 am, ‘

The papers ieveal that|
Caddy has admitted receiving,
approximately a  half-dozen
telephone calls ang making a
half-dozen  others between
midnight and 8:30 am. on the
ay of the arrests. -

| He reportedly refused to an-
ISWer  questions about those
i phione calls for the grand jury,
[Aceording to the court papers,
(Prosecutors asked him
‘ whether he receivey any calls
from Hunt, Mrs, Barker, or
| Mr, X, '

The cowrt papers also dis-
close  that Cuaddy denied
sceing Hunt at the Watergate
or within three blocks of the
 Watergate on June 16 or Jun:
[17. But when he was asked
| whether he saw Hunt within a

f quartermile of the Waterzale
on these days, he invoked the
attorney-client  privilege, ac-
i cording to the papers.

No one interviewed vester-

day would disclose the ident-

ity of Mr. X,




10X use as fooinote

|

(When Caddy later admitted this heavy phone traffic and that he was up and avied ting
it he was admitting his standby lawyer's role and what amounts to gdvance knowledge of
the planned break-in, Had he been a “cause" lawyer of the left it is probable that the
bar would have disciplined him, But not when the chairman of the bar's committee on

these matters, kenneth Parkinsen, was hinself indicted, fori.obstructing justicex in

- ==
The Watergatelon March 1, 1974 End when Parkinson's partner, Paul L, @%x O'Brien, was

¥/ apde—<dexd=wmmen, Z
one of bem=mewf headed by Nixon(‘ that the same grand jury named as "#nindicted

co-cpnspirators.” (Post 6/22/74) This was leaked to the Los Angeles Timeg by a lawyer
I

for one of those indicted (Evans-Novak column,6/9/74), whielr broke the story “une 6.

O%nen and Bittman were named because of their roles in Nixon's hush-money payments,

including to Hunt. Dorothy Hunt was the bag-woman in the deal that mmmrr=ximomixis

was bribery.)
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government and the taxpayers’ for Colson's personal benefit but vhat is no less obvious,

that there was a conflict of interest. Colson, Nixon and the other lawyers in the Yhite

e Department oi' Justice prosecuting
8/5/12)

ke courts
S

Hld‘use were not in any degree concerned abo
Colson while the same Department of Justice was defending him! K\ﬁ_a.r
This is not alice in Wdnderland. 1t is the Nixon administration and
before which a Caddy can swear falsely and go unpunished while the other kind of long-
hairsy those in denims not fancy S - jailed for lesse
The mysterious Caddy had Watergatc connections of an earlier day with The Watergaters,

0(7 there Wity oLl dd 4'd )
VHith Liddyas—a volunteer legal helper at CREEP and with Barker are known,

Caddy's earlier relationship with Bdker was used immediately to give a deliberately
false explanation of how he came to be the lawyer who just sauntered into the police
statjon without any of the five arrested having made a single phone call: attached

from Post 6/18/78

"eseDouglas Caddy, one of the attorneys for the five men, told a reporter that
shortly after 3 a.m. yesterday, he received a call from Parker's wife,"She said that
her husband told her to call me if he hadn t called bher by 3 a.m.; that it might mean
he was in trouble," * * * % -
Caddy, one of the attorneys for the five, said he met Barker a year ago over oock-
tails at the Army-Navy Club in Washington. "We had a synpathetic conversation - that's
all I'll say," Caddy told a reporter, * * * % Caddy, who said he is a corporate lawyer, _.__ e
attempted to stay in the background. ....WxPost 6/18/72, Break-In, First “Yeports file

oo ppaine o

L ey

This was a poor cover story because 11;-@ dpart on examination. But it was good
enough because it served its immediate purposes and thereafter press and prosecution
ignored it. XKEH Thus it never fell apart.

The timing alone destroys it., There was not enough time for the burglars to do their
Job and for Barker to get out and to a phone and call his wife all by 3 a.m.

And what also went unnoted is that "a year ago" is prior to the first publicly-reported
Barker participation in Hunt's or Hunt's for-Nixon Jobs, The first reported is the attempted

%heft of Daniel Ellsberg's psychiatric records. That was over the Labor Day weeheﬁ“‘gf the



/ /
year béfore. It also was three months gfter "a year ago." It is a clue to earlier
It also was one of the very first clues, in the initial reporting.
Nixon crimes./And it coincides closely with Hunt's becoming a "legitimate" Mullen
employee the month before "a year ago." This clue to other Caddy involvements and to
other Hunt/Mullen/Barker et al/Nixon jobs was ignored by the press and the Watergate
committee, even after Barker and Hunt both testified to it that Hunt had looked Barker
up in Miami two months before he openly joined the g}ullen company and while he was
still officially a CIA agent.

Caddy was not a witness before the Senate committee, for all his comnections with
so many Watergate figures and his own participation in the covering up.

Yet for it and for the press there were other clues mixed in with other fact and

alleged fact that round out the form of Caddy's Wktergate involvements. These also were

25,1972 Caddy
quite early, in the August/deposition taken as part of the Democrats' damage suit st L
and lrcounter-suits. \ related” L B "
ggainst the CREEPs and others,(Civil Action 1233-72);\1.11-1;1:15 is fnotes | il o

Caddy was deposed in the office of Edward Bennett Williams, whose firm represented
the Democrats. Henry Rothblatt and Leonard B, Phillips represented the criminal defendants.
Peter Maroulis was there for Liddy. Hunt's counsel was Austin Mittler, Caddy's lawyers
were the same Urban A. Lester and Joseph Contrucci, Mittler is from Hogan and Hartson.
Contrucci, lister(in the 1971-2 white section as a lawyer at 1776 K Street, W, is not

listed under "lawyers" in the 1973 yellow section. Identically the same is true of Lester,

l,c———

save that he also has a home phone listed.(42% 1214 34 Street, MW, necar Sesrgeiwem -
e
Georgetown University and close to some of Hunt's favorite wmm haunts and places that = .-
not as a lawyer, -
figure in his writing.) The only listing for a Leonard B, Phillips is/at 950 25 Street,

N (965-5304) less than five blocks from The Watergate complex,
Williams ended the deposition(p. 88) with the protest that while "I have many hours
of questions to ask lMr., Caddy, and it seems to me it would servgé no useful purpose...
vou have said yimm you are not going to permit him to answer." This ;;‘h:t Lester wanted, -
was not required by & @m judge, whose assistance Williams seems not to have sought, Hx — = =

“ester was pleased, telling Williams, "I appreciate your consideration," (@«

One of these questions (PP085-6) was if the grand jury had immunized Caddy. Rothblatt

got into this hassle alleging “an invastbn of the rights of myclients" the Cubans
L]



!%%%%gmﬁid # think all these issues are going to have to be resolved by some judge."(p.87)
Uadaylo—eonneedien Despite Lester's successful opposition to many of fthe answers
Williams sought, there are interesting and Watergate-relevant facts he did not keep out

ol the stenographic tmanscript of the deposition. %0t S 2
Caddy's "handling of [General Foods']| government relations" began in 1967. (p,3?'u
\.~ * *"

Apcording to his bar-directory biography (p.23383) this was thebyear after he completed

his legal education;éﬁglﬂew York University and prior to his admission to t e District —;(/ff;
of Columbia bar in 1970, the only bar association of which he was a member, ’//1’
Caddy had a prepared statement from which he read.(p.6) "I have rrepresented Mr,
Hunt as his lawyer in various matters since Yuly of 1971. [Prompted hy his counsel he
correct’ ’éhe year but not the month, Heclkwerd to 1970. (p.7)] This representation has
included, among other things, advising lir, Hunt on legal matters involvingk book pub— ~-— -
lishing and other personal business ventures..." Williams' clients nay regret Williama"
failure to press Caddy on what "legal matters involving book publishing" because they,
Hunt and Caddy, had a common book—pubgishing venture not yet exposed,
Hunt wrote him a letter (puS) that is not cojsistent with what Caddy told Waodward.

Here what he had told Woodward, if true, may open him to a charge of perjury should he

4 - L o R e 2
) FlLe digrprbee L LT d Y o
-f i

B e g
not have been immunized and should anyone in Nixon's Department of Justice ever decide

that Nixonian perjury should be punished. Caddy's reading of Hunt's self-serving, and-
Caddy-serving and Nixon-serving letter includesff the claim that Caddy represented him .
"during the month of “une and early July,1972...At no time during the confidential
discxu:;%i.n;g;s “that we/wel$/involved in any way in matters that could possibly be cone
strued as on-going criminal activity..."
He also read a letter of that dame day, August 25, from Hothblatt for his clients
(p.9) that says, again quite the opposite of what Woodward quotes Caddy as saying,
"eseyou have represnted US.... up to on or about the 5th day of August,1972..." ¥
Naturally, he had a letter from Liddy, dated the day before, August 24,"...As my
attorney until early fuly 1972:0," Liddy also chided him for answering "some questions

before a federal grand jury [in] disregard [of] your obligations to me..." Lester
objected to this characterization (pe 12). He called it "irrelevant and immaterial,"



July 19 was the last day Caddy was before the grand Jury. He remembera"%une 28 and
30; July 5 and 7 and sa&ék"it was either six or seven times" in all. (pp.13—4) This mk
says that wiﬂﬁLall the many questions Caddy had refused to answer and all the many
questions that =lm answers to them should have prom,ted, by both the prosecutors and the
grand jurors, %giﬁuestioning of Caddy, once he had no choice between answers and con= ..~ .
vietion on a contempt charge was quite brief, July 19 was his only appearance after the
appeals court bawled him out and directed him to be responsive. An entire day was not
adequate for the questions that should have been asked and there is no public evidence
that he was questioned for the whole day.

Rothblatt objected to Caddy's answering E; question, "under what circumstances did
you meet him?" after Caddy had testified that ke "I first met Mr., Barker I believe it
was in May, 1971." To respond, according to Rothblatt's protest,"would invade the
attorney-client priviélege" thus extended backward for12t months prior to Caddy's
representation of Barker for that one appearance at the jakX station house. (p.20)
Similarly, and on the same claimed ground, Rothblattkx blocked answers to "When was it that
you were retained to represent lir, Barker?" and "Who was it, lir., Caddy, who originally
retained you to represent lir, Barker?" (p.24) Rothblatt went farthur, into what the
prosecutor did not:"These facts might elicit some possible overt acts in connection with
the alleged conspiracy and certainly we do not want the attorney to be revealling any
factors ikak which might tend to incriminate Mr, Barker." How could it if all Caddy
did was make an emergency appearance on Barker's behalf that one time the early morning
of “une 177 And this pretense of a non-existing relationship after the appeals court
had found there was no procf of it and rejected the whole line of argument? /:ﬂé ﬁmf}/égf 3'_.‘?)

Despite the cover story, he first spoke to lirs, “arker "the evening of June 17c.e
approximately 16 hours after their arrest" and not many fewer than 16 after he appeared

44 Pl
AP .

at the station house with the cover story that he had phoned him at % a.m, (pp.28—9)o

ne——————
Naturally, Williams asked him about this discrepancy. (p.70) (addy said, "I wauld
lik. to confer with counsel." The counsel with whom he conferred was Hunt's, not his!
Caddy also got away with saying he had not met Hunt until "the day he joined the .
-'-n_-'._‘

afffxm staff of +the Robert R. Mullen Company...approximately Aoril, 1970...." when it'éﬁ:ii;_b



in the Kiplinger Building, at 1729 H Street, IW. ?133';-—8) In this Caddy perfured himself,
as we shall see. He got away with it because Williams had not done his homework, Nor
had the Yemocrats' chief investigator, Walter Sheridan, who had been Bobby Kennedy's
ramrod in"getting" Jivmy Hoffa when mmkircwmrsximcimed®x Bobby wes Attorney General.

[Et ¥
Caddy denied any association of connection with CREEP "excluding any attorney-

I

client relationship" except for a "very small’ contribution. (pp. 50-4) That he had

been » volunteer lawyer on Liddy's staff is public knoeledge.
He and Liddy both were Hunt's alleged lawyers but "Hunt never told me that."(pp. 65-6)
He met Colson when he was invited for that important occasion, Nixon's departure

for China, Liddy was Colson's secretary...just prior to going out to see the helicopter

take off." (p 81)

lobhyis ,;~N"‘~
The FHullen associate E@% Bllver, father of R, Svencer VYliver, who was successfull .

by the Hunt gang, worked with him for General Foods. The father "was retsined as one of
General “oods' consultants,’ (p.85)

Caddy has a diferent version of who was going to buy lullen out before Bemnett did.
He omits R, Spencer Oliver, who Hunt regarded as practically a revolutionary because
he was a Yemocrat, and says it was hingelf Hunt and Bemnett. (v, 85) |

in either version it is clear that until June 17,1972 the Hunt-Bennett 8? not the
Caddy-Bennett relationship was good enough for them to consider being business partners.

It is not possible to read this deposition, like the others earlier quoted, without
detecting the failures of the lawyers doing the questioning. It is not because they are
incompetent, for they are not. It is that they were inadequately prepared, Each may
have desired Nixon's impeachment but each contributed to it by not doing the homework
necessary to serve the interests of his client and the country to the best of his ability,
which in each instance was much above average professional competence,

Had the issues of Caddy's refusal to answer legitimate questions with phoney claiéé-

to 1mmun1ty\from asking then ‘been pressed with vigor, it is not impossible that the T————

- .
A ————

improvised obstruction of justice that made possible the hiding of the more significant

Watergate evidence and with it the uninmpeachment of Nixon would have come apert. Lt could

-
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and should have, The net effec't:.of the deficiencies in deposing Caddy is an equivalent
of the failure of the prosecution to get or to use if it got the evidence Caddy had,

' Caddy could not have shared an office with Hunt without knowing what he was up to.
ﬁe could not have worked for Fullen and been jgnorant of what it was engeged in. While
he denied working for the CIA when questioned by reporters (post 7/1/73) “about the
possgible involvement of the CIA," that is not the right question if General Foods was
any kind of CIA "asset" nor was it fm a question to elicit from him that to which r)fé"
might have been privy when he was at ;ﬂr&ullen, Close as he was to Bennett and Bunt ik

Crsctilly — ACCferl

tk stretches a willingness mmk to believe too far to(believe that he had no knowledge

of all the many different Watergate dirty-works from Bennett to ﬁunt to the White House,

Liddy and
with thimt involved and with others he knew, like/Parker, also involved.

If the foregoing is far from a complete investigation of Caddy and of the sup-
pressions of essential Watergate evidence in which he :E‘igures and of which he knew,
it should be enough to show that more than every institutikon for the defense of society-

including the press, the prosection and the Judiciary % plus in this case other lawyers

7

/

—-—_‘-_--———-" -
for those injured in the Watergate crimes- failed in the obligations they owe society. /

’
The totality of this failure assured that Nixon would be unimpeached. Caddy is bmt -

another example,
T-) Caddy did commit erimes. :lfe and they are unpunished,
Of one there is no doubt- the most common and least punished Watergate crime - perjur¥.
Probably nothing

R R D

rExess except silence was more important than perjury and

P

its being unpunished (‘t:h:n pe_rjiz}}".‘

/

—_—

w
- ff ——

Had not Caddy been able to join the \_psgjlist of those who with impunity or later
with ereampuff punishment got away with perjury, all of history might have been different,
7 Nixon would not have dared select Gerald Ford to be his personalk appointee as

Vice President, which mmkesxi¥ means to be his own SUCCeSS0T,
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{ By BETTY BEALE
b ooy Spech:n to ’Ms Inguirer -

WASBINGTON — The best grade
erald R Ford made to finish in the’
ip third of the 1941 Yale University
aw”Schoot class: was an- A—plus in
-gat-ethics. +-

And when 450 FBI agents exammed
very facet:of his lif¢ before President
iixon named him to the vice presi-
ency, his high ethical standards be-
ame. known across the country. ¥

In am exclusive interview: in his: off-

¢ this week, the man expected to be- -
yme_the 38th President of the United
tatgs credited the “basic ‘principles I
rew nn.on—*-fbf“ enabling him to ste-
eed in politics without compromising
is integrity.-

“They were taught to me by my
arents, and once I had, those princi-
«es I carried them through in politics

o

:,- #F @ i' . .

Report on -
Man of Destmy

honest life if you don’t want to pay a

' »p_enalt'if down the road.”

Ford, an Episcopalian, said his
. church attendance was not 100 percent
’regular, but he noted that his son was
" making a“career in religion and that
"I have no hesitancy in saying [ say a
little prayér every night.” .»e

The A-plas in legal ethics was not
_Ford’s only high grade at Yale law
“school. He_ finished in the upper third
< of a class that included U: Sy Supremef
Court Justice Potter .Siewit, formery
Pennsylvania, ~ goverdors . William,

: 1-did elsewhere,” he said. *My I.Scranton and Ray Shafer, Sargent

-epfather and mother," the' environ-
sent they created was =~ you darn
ell better tell the I:ruth ‘angd lxve an

o

Shriver, New Jersey Republican Con-
gressman Peter Frelinghuysen and

several others who became: congress-

gt

=
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men or, presidefits “of* multinational
noﬂonwconm

So why have some commeatators
denigrated his mental qualitica inns
for the Emﬂ%n% L ..smu I ,825..
Ford said. i

Ford, who has been descrived as a
nnﬂnﬁusm reader, admits to reading
volumes of reports and memorandums
as well as one book after another.

“For instance, I recently read
George Reedy’s book, ‘The Twilight of
the vﬂmmamuﬂr. It was very good. I
recommend it,” he said. "l've read
Frank .Capra's autobiography. ‘The

) Name“Above the Stars,’ and now [ am
-reading Douglas Caddy's
|| dred Million Dollar Payoff,/ It's a very
.y serious. study on the tremendous
-] amount* of political clout - organized
i) labor has.
““And.I'm now reading Ben Watten-
berg's new book, ‘The Real America.’
He comes to some excellent conclu-
sions — conclusions I thought were
’ sound, but he tends to u3<¢ them.”
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‘The Hun--

Ford, a bachelor until he was™ 35,
says he consults with his wife “on any
major decision E.a that her' Euﬁ is -
“significant;”

“Often when I don’t consult with her
I make a mistake,” he said. “‘She's a
sounding board - for most major
speeches. I think ..m:m has a lot of good
judgment.”

He thinks other women also have
good judgment and pointed out that
his principal political adviser is a
woman — Mrs. Gwen Anderson.

Ford declined to describe the char-
acteristics he would want in a vice
president, but did say that:.

“L. think there would have to be
some - similarity in. views, me.nEm%
in the field of foreign policy ... and -
there could not.be too much .diver-
gence in. doméstic views whether in
the field of fiscal Rmbcum&&q or so-
cial Hmm_mmmnou. e :

-"You just couldn’t have thid Ecnw.
divergency if you were to have a com- '
fortable relationship.
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Em nmg m.owv meets with umuouﬁ.u outside her homu
- Alexandria, Va., Wednesday. The Vice President’s wife was so1
out as _.nueu.m. nw.nn_mﬁn that wnomﬁuun Nixon planned to res
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Urban A. Lester, born Knoxville, Tennessee, Au-
gust 24, 1929 ; admitted to bar, 1962, District of Co-
lumbia. FPreparatory education, Catholic University
of America (B.A,, 1954) ; legal education, Catholic
University of America (J.D., 1959). Associate
Editor, Catholic University of America Law Re-
view, 1958-1959. Special Counsel : Federal Home
Loan Bank, 1963-1969; State of Alaska, 1967-1968,
Speaker, Federal Bar Association Convention, Fed-
eral Rules Committee, 1967-1968, Member; Fed-
eral and American Bar Associations, [Capt,
USAT Reserve, active duty, 1955-1958]

Joseph J. Contrucei, Jr., born Pittsburgh, Penn-

sylvania, March 14, 1942; admitted to bar, 19§
District of Columbia and U.S. Tax Court. Pre.
paratory education, Wharton School of Finang
University of Pennsylvania (B.S. in Econ., 1964),
legal education, Georgetown University (J.D,
1967) and New York University (LL.M. in Taxa.
tion, 1968). Fraternity: Delta Theta Phi. Wil
liston Associate, Georgetown University, 1966-1967
Recipient, American Jurisprudence Award (Taxa.
tion), 1967. Author: “Proprietary Vocationa|
Schools," presented before the Subcommittee o
Small Business Problems of Urban Areas, 197
Member: America: Bar Association (Secretary,
Public Contract Law Section, Region III, 1971),
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International Practice
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Telephone:
298-8020

Area Code 202
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Marx Leva, born Selma, Alabama, April 4, 1915;
admitted to bar, 1940, Alabama; 1946, Supreme
Court of the 1J.5.; 1950, District of Columbia. Pre-
paratory education, University of Alabama (B.S,
1937) ; legal education, Harvard University (LL.B,,
magna cum laude, 1940), Note Editor, Harvard
Law Review, 1939-40. Law Clerk to Justice Hugo
Black, U, 8. Supreme Court, 1940-41. Office of
General Counsel, Office of Price Administration
and War Production Board, D. C., 1941-42. Legal
Counsel to Fiscal Director of the Navy and As-
sistant to General Counsel of the Navy, 1946-47.
Special Assistant to Secretary of the Navy, D. C,,
March 1947-September 1947,  General Counsel,
Department of Defense, 1947-49. Assistant Secre-
tary of Defense for Legal and Legislative Affairs,
1949-51. Member of President's Committee to Study
the U.S, Military Assistance Program, 1958-59.
Member: Bar Association of the District of Colum-
bia ; Federal and American Bar Associations. [With
U.S. Navy, Sea duty, 1942-45]

Alexander B. Hawes, born New York, N. Y.,
December 3, 1906 ; admitted to bar, 1931, Massa-
chusetts; 1946, Supreme Court of U. S.; 1947,
District of Columbia, Preparatory education,
Harvard University (A.B., magna cum laude,
1928); legal education, Harvard Law Schoal
(LL.B., magna cum lande, 1931). Case Editor,
Harvard Law Review, 1930-31. Law Clerk to Judge
Learned Hand, 1931-32. Assistant Director Reg'n
S.E.C, 1936-37; Assistant General Counsel, N.L.-
R.B., 1937-40; Assistant General Counsel, W.P.B,,
1940-44; Assistant General Counsel, UN.RR.A,

1044-45. Member: Bar Association of the District
of Columbia; Federal and American Bar Associa-
tions ; American Law Institute.

Lloyd Symington, born New York, N. ¥,
September 28, 1913 ; admitted to bar, 1941, District
of Columbia; 1946, Supreme Court of U. 5. Pre-
paratory education, Princeton University ( A.B., cum
laude, 1936) ; legal education, University of Virginia
(LL.B, 1939), Fraternities: Phi Delta Phi; Phi
Beta Kappa; Order of the Coif. Legislation Editor,
Virginia Law Review, 1038-39. Co-author: "A
Guide to the Air Quality Act of 1967, Duke Uni-
versity Law and Contemporary Problems, Spring,
1968.  Office of General Counsel, War Production
Board, 1942.46. Member, District of Colunbia
Delegation to Democratic National Convention,
1968, Member; Bar Association of the District of
Columbia; The Barristers; Federal and American
Bar Associations.

Franz M. Oppenheimer, born Mainz, Germany
September 7, 1919; admitted to bar, 1946, New
York; 1955, District of Columbia; 1958, U, 3
Supreme Court, Preparatory education, Intern:-
tional School of Geneva, Switzerland, University
of Chicago (B.S., 1942) and University of Gre
noble, Franee; legal edueation, Yale Law School
(LL.B., cum laude, 1945). Fraternities; Corhey
Court; Order of the Coif. Note Editor, Yale Law
Journal, 1944-1945. Law Clerk to Judge Thomas
W. Swan, U. S. Circuit Court of Appeals, Second
Circuit, 1945-1946. Attorney, International B
for Reconstruction & Development, 1947-57. Men
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Ford Confirms Justice Official
Gave Him Douglas Inquiry Data

g hf By NICHOLAS

M. HORROCK

Special to The New York Times

WASHINGTON, Feb. 4 —
President Ford said today that
he received information from
'the Department of Justice dur-
ing his unsuccessful effort to
get the House of Representa-
tives to impeach Associate Jus-
tice William O. Douglas of the
Supreme Court.

At a news conference in At-
lanta, the President was asked
whether as a Representative he
had “access or were you
slipped any secret FB.L data”
in his inquiry into Justice Dou-
glas’s financial affairs in 1970.

The President said he did not

know the source of the infor-
mation he was™ given, g"but I
'lwas ‘given mformanon by a
|high-ranking official of the De-
|partment of Justice.”
“I do not know what the
|source of the information was,”
.|he added. Later in the news
conference he said the informa-
tion was given to him by Will
Wilson, then Assistant Attor-
ney General in the Criminal Di-
vision.

During Mr, Ford’s confirma-
tion hearings as Vice President
in November, 1973, he said he
received the information in re-
sponse to a request he had
made to then Attorney General

was not widely noted at the
time, and the question arose
again this week after it was re-
vived in a syndicated column
by Jack Anderson.

Shortly after his request to
Mr. Mitchell, Mr. Ford testified,
“An Assistant Attorney General,
Mr. Will Wilson, contacted me
and came to my office and in-
dicated to me that there was
some information they had, He
would not go into the depth or
the detail of that information.
He simply indicated to me that
there were certain areas of in-
quiry that I ought to pursue
and on the basis of those leads.
not any factual information, I
sought to conduct my own in-
vestigation with little or no co-
operation from the Department
of Justice thereafter.”

Mr. Wilson, reached by tele-
phone in Austin, Tex., said that
he gave Mr, Ford no reports on
Federal Bureau of Investigation
letterheads in 1970, but ‘that
some of the information may
have come from the F.B.I. He
said that what he gave Mr.
Ford was a one-or-two-page
list of dates and names. [

“It would be lead material.”
he said. “the kind of thing a re-
ported would use to start out

John N. Mitchell. The testimony

on a story.”




