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watergate indictments of 3/1/74 - B 3/2/74 & few eariier coments in notes, letters

Teday's WxPost carried what is represented as the full texis but there are deletions
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from the signdficent if not most important, an entirezy im&mﬁe reflection of the events X °
of Junext® 19-20,1972, where Hizon's direct k dge is x biy certalo and the partd- S
cipation of others is not in reasonable Roubt hat is alleged), Pat & d \?
evidence and is not charged with S " evidence ‘and imm:ige is m&t ahm ;
But the begluning of that, the E?n‘liﬂmx; %1&331 Bean m&ﬁﬁg at which Yean was told to Y . S,
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uy:lng Hmt off, for reasons that eould and slmulu have been specified snd charged,



is omitited. In fact, that he was bought off is not charged. {t is inferred in other charges.
Umitting thi’s and the relevant protects lixon, Bitwman \if not others in his firm) and
possibly others. (o ref. o Dorothy's money when kilied, sither, and that also was criminal
and involved more than her. And uncharged Howerd.) It also wes part of obstructing justice.

Yhat the indictment lacks, and the foregoing is not all buit is haetily off the top
of the head, is onliterated by its sensation, by the status of ithose charged, by the
length and apparent specifications, etc. It remanine a cover-up indictment if 1% is &ll of
that which orients around covering up.

Despite the length and impres:ive numbered paragrpehs (50 peges) it is essentially a
sduple indictment charging sowe of the well-publiciged obstructions of justice but net all
of themj some of the perjury and the lying that is les: than perjury; and conspiracy. He
upindicted co~conspiraters. Uther chises knownand other aspects of these crimes not included.
Sowmc but not all above, '

Hor arve thoss charges made a certain to stand wp as the atiention and the sensation
might lead one to beliewe. ™t is not at all aisplo o prove beyond reasonable doubt that
the false claime to not remcmbering were in fact not remembered. Ve may be morally ceriain
that this was perjury, bhut proving what wss and was not in any men's mind at eny given
time is not eaay, les: so in $ime of stress for him, and all these guys were under the
mogt real pressures oIl all questioningse.

‘ Some are one man s word against the other, with no indication of sup.ort for either,

Tnig is not o say it docs not exist nor that the indictment shoula speeify if it does. It
is to say a) that substantiation is not indickted and b) I did not Lmnediately rosall eny.
In such cases, the benefit of the doubt belongs to the accused,

The mumber of repetitions of the same erime that could have been charged to those
who werc charged and were not included is lapressive as it is a radical departure from
prosecutorial nowrs, which is to load the indictment so some charges have botter chances of
atiokdng and the time of sentences is likoly lengthened. With the poor and politieal this
is the nom. Thus each of théwe charged with obstrueting justice (&8 18 U.5.C. 1503 )
is merely four and each faces but a single charge on this count, Hitchell, Zaldewsn,
Enrlichman and Strachen. And the obly obstruction in this count is paying defendants.

(In count 11 I recalled what I had forgotten and shonld not have becsuse it is part
of a biguer deal, that i% was on 6/19/72 that the business of dwaping vwhat remeined of
Bunt first caneus in meetings-Ehr.,Colson, Pean.)t slso seems nover ¥x %o have ocourred
%o anyone, including here, to wonder why it fled and Liddy did nolj; why Ewlichmen
in great haste ordered fhnt to flee and no else. Liddy was not only the “emstone boss-
Bamt vas not even part of i%, not officially.

With tise I eould pick this indictment apart more. Today was not such a day for
there were such pressing needs as replemishing our water supply when the pump end well are
out ani when we had o looate both the well and the pipe leading to it when both wére
unmariced, three feet undergrownd and had to be dug upe These kinds of things may well
have impatred oy acuity and could have led we to misresd or draw conclusions that may not
be justified. sSut unless all the foregoing is defective, the indioiment coriainly is and
I do net expect to read, see or hear this in the media. Or from the Yemocrats.

{I have not finishec reading the Post by supiertime. I have read the first page of
the esrly edition and the text as ywinted of the indictment,)

It is also possible that I am the pelf-fulfilling prophet who, having prophesized
this (%0 Sussmsn, rliasmr,,{iuﬁmy and others in the media, to Suscman in writing end
verbally and in notes smalysing Jaworski snd his positiom, cte) seeks o make his prephecy
some trus. 1 believe the truth is not contrived, not seen where it does not exist, and
that the attacks on “aworsiki nay well have becn part of the deal.

The very best that can be said for this indictment is that it is not thorough and
that is more than enough to validate sy prediction. But that is pot the point, What is
the point is that if I could foresee with alarity and eccuracy, is it at all possible that
nobody in the media could or did? Nobody in the Demoorats?

1f the indictments are by subjoct, the defieiencies in thds presentment can't be

ﬁ%"ig;m is as 1'd expoctod and earlier wréte, nothing of reel inportance in this not
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