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But a special exception is due in the case
of the President’s counsel, J. Fred Bug.
hardt,

Buzhardt has repeatedly been g central
figure i Watergate matters. He stil plays

- presses the thuggish quality that contip.
ues to dominate the Nixon White House
even in its approach to the impeachment
Proceedings.

A good starting point js press confer-
ence given by Buzhardt on May 17. The
second question concerned White Hoyge
tapes and other materials subpoenaed by
the House Judiciary Committee, Buzhardt

+ Said: “On the last subpoena, it was met in.

its entirety.”

A reporter asked: “Dig youreally say,
a8 my notes 8ay, the last subpoena wasg
met in jtg entirety, g subpoena for a
tapes, all transeripts, ajf written memo-

*r specific conversa-
tions? Do yoy say that edited transeripts
of 31 of them means ‘in jtg entirety’?”

Buzhardt replied:

substantive material that wag s ubpoe-
haed. That is what | said.”
* %

FIVE WEEKS earlier, on April 10, Buz-

* hardt was testifying before the Senate
Watergate committee. The subject was a
$100,000 campaign contribution paid in
cash ‘to Behe Rebozo, the President’s
{friend, by associates of Howard Hughes.
Rebozo and the President haq claimed the
money had been held jn a Florida bank
for three years and then returned tg
Hughes, Newspaper stories, which ap-

T —

“They reveal the -

Joseph Krafs

beared just pefore Buzhardt took the
stand, indicated the money might have
been doled out to mempers of the Pregj-
dent’s family,

Buzhardt acknowledged he had seen
the newspaper i

whom Bugz-

hardt had discusseq the stories. Buzhardt

said: “I do not recall.” Then there took
place this exchange: )

Lenzner: <we are talking about the he.

- ginning of thig week.”’

Buzhardt - “Yes.”

Lenzner: “And you dg not have any
recollection today, Wednesday, who you
may have discussed that with Sunday or
Monday 7 '

Buzhardt:
the office.”

It later developed that Buzhardt had in

“No, probably somegne in

* A %

the prosecutor.,
Another told of an occasion on which
an investigator found a baper whose exist-

-ence Buzhardt had denied.

To be sure, there is nothing positively
criminal in thig record. But there ig alot
— misrepresen-ta’cion, corner-cutting, de-
ceit, obstruction. The eyes have {o phe




