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U.S. Hints Blackmail as Motive in Watergate Case|
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“You’re saying that the jury
won’t think it’s a crime just to
intercept a message?” Judge
Bazelon asked, “that there has
to be something deeper than
that —-that there has to be
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Mry Silbert said the prosecu-
|tion "did not intend  to bring
out “specific details of an con.
versations,” but did‘intend to
ask Mr. Baldwin the “general
nature of what he over-
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Mr: Baldwin, of : Hamden,
Conn., who has been..promised
immunity. from prosecution in
exchange for his crucial testi-
mony, was .due to retake the
stand when the trial resumed.
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