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Washington Post reported yes- Kalmbach, the sources sald
testified that Rebozo squght

terday, that Rebozo told Kalm-
bach that part of the $100,000 his advice at the White House
meeting soon after Rebozo

had been either given or

loaned to the President’s sec- learned that the Internal Rev-
retary, Rose Mary Woods, and enue Service was investigating
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f1ed that: ‘Rebozo sought Kalm-
bach’s ‘advice  dbout the $100;-

f the facts, the
000 ‘at their meeting ‘at, the(;‘ Stgﬁf‘cig sa(i)d.
Whité House on Aprll 30, 19‘73 Rebozo then reportedly

ithe date of a major overhaul |
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three top White House aideS yrpjam Griffin and Kenneth
H. R. Haldeman, John D. Ehrl- W. Gemmill, ‘that the money

ichman and John W, Dean III
—along with the. resignation had goue to Miss Woods or

of Attorney General Rlchard Donald NL‘On according to
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Meanwhile, Donald leon
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Rebozo, the Los Angeles
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the Hughes contribution at a
Oct. 26 press conference. Then
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the Florida safe deposit -box
for three years and returned.
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individual, and particularly a
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from Hughes was dehvened by
an' intermediary to Rebozo in |
two separate cash installments '
of $50,000 each;-one in 1969
and the other in 1970.
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Mr.” Nixon and the White
‘Houge; have stated repeatedly
‘that “the' President has never |
participated in any discussion
lof po’éical ‘eontributions and
had #pthing whatever to do|
with the solicitation or the re-
turnof the $100,000.

The $100,000 Hughes contri-
butionfwas first disclosed Au-}
gus{{ﬁb‘ 1971, by syndicated col-
ist ' Jack Anderson. Infor-

apparently ‘had come -from
Hank Greenspun, publisher of i
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Accordlnff to . several
sources, Kalmbach and former
presuientlal aide John D. Ehrl-
ichman, became 'involved 'at
one pomt in attempts to-elicit
from Greenspun information
about other Hughes memos.

Ehrhchman also reportedly
sent “ Kalmbach to talk to
|Greenspun to see if informa-
tion .could be obtained from
him gk ut the relationship be-
tweenf ughes and Democratic
Natqu_lai Chairman \ Lawrence’
O’Brien. O’Brien once did pub-
lic relations work for Hughes.

The Senate Watergate com-
mltt;eewhas been investigating
the theory that the operation
agamst the Democrats Water-
gate headquulters was " de-

: «,1n part to flnd out

sive }énowledge ‘of the Water-
gate case dispute this  and
maintgin that the Watergate
w1retapp1ng — focused 111 part
on O'Brien — and the" bur-
glary‘* to photograph docu-"
ments was simply a general
political intelligence-gathering
operatlom w1th no partlculal
goal.” s
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