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Frates' callin; of Uolson as a defonse witness for Bhrlichman ought nrot be con-
sidered an act of stupidity or of desparation because Celsom and Ehrlichmar hated each
other, Hc could have Mgad in wind reasons thub serve Colson's interest while at the seme
time being adverse to that of other defendamts, about whowm Ehrlichumsn csres naught.

I haven't gone out for the Post yet but I believe it not likely that the reporters
would find newgin the questioning that Frotes may have comsidered iuportsnt in his cause,

So, if there is any differcnce betweem the Times' and the Post's coverage I'd
appraciate a copy of the Times'

Hy own view is and has been that Colson dumped his blame or a2lmost everything on
Bhrlichman, This does mot ¢xculpate Ehrlichmsn, But Ehrlichman ray see it otherwise,

I have no reasomn mot to believe that except for when he did Jjobs likc the F%yﬂding
one Hunt was working for Colsom, not for Ehrlichusn, h

The motives of these people cin be quite complex, Howuver, there ic no way siich
mover won't benefit the prosecution. /



