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“Let z‘g?if%sf Prosecutors al;;“}j" ﬁéply :

A
oreover;as—the evidences
«Tow  shows, many Gavern- . We realize that our de-
ment officials - and ~ others parture from the case may
who, unbeknownst to us, had cause speculation by some

00
HII0) . Special to The New York Times
sy

U WASHINGTON, June 29—
. “Following are the texts of a

letter from the three original
-w«Wdtergate prosecutors, with-
-wddrawing from the case, to
: ',%rqhibdldv Cox, the . special
"I prosecutor, and. a response
- .xby Mr. Cox:
71 Letter to Cox
e Upon your appointment as
"'USpecial prosecutor In cnaige
'29f the Watergate investiga-
' ‘tion, we valunteered to with-
St draw from the case in order
"o’ give you a completely free
"ahand in selecting your staff

and conducting the investiga-
ivtion, At your request, how-

ever, we remained in the case

~=4p assist you and members of
your staff in continuing the

s+ »Investigation during the pe- -

"\ Hod of transition so that it

~—would ‘not be -unduly- inter-- -

Lupted. and delayed. - .. )
& The. transition now, in_our

iSZiew, s’ basically complste.

gg¥hrough written and oral Te-

abfiles, we have made available
=26 yoy and your staff the re-
waults of the. inyestigation to

the present and provided. you
&.¥ith our recommendations. as
w0 the future - steps to:.be
&aken: to complete the inves-
figation. With this accom-
wblished, we renew our request

‘.gport and the transfer of our

=0 withdraw from the -case ..

wend resume our duties and
weesponsibilities in the United
=states  Attorney’s office. We
=#hall, of course, be available
mel the future to consult with.

qﬁou and your staff,
B ‘A Profound Interest’

I
we  Qur request to withdraw
%om the-case is now, as: it

pavas when you were first ap-’

Wfointed, a difficult one. The
isLase is very much a part of
%§s and .we have a sprofound
@nterest .in-its successful out-
weome. We have worked' long
send hard for over a year to
ﬁttain this " goal. "The initial

L
stonducted under inherently

“Conflicting pressures to have

#the most thorough and ex--

ghaustive . investigation ' in’ the
#hortest possible time. The
“indictment . charging seven
iefendants was returned.on
ept. * 15, '1972, less than
“three months after the in-
Vestigation began. By com-
‘parison, the grand jury in-
vestigation which led to the

zindictmert of only- one de-
fendant — Bobby Baker —in’

another celebrated case in-
volving  official corruption
lasted one year.

Throughout tne investiga-
tion and prosecution, we con-
tinually attempted to deter-
mine whether anyone else
was implicated other than the
seven defendants. Prior to the
Sept. 15th
sought the cooperation of the

defendant Hunt but were ad-°

vised that he had ‘“nothing
to give.” When it became ap-
parent that the trial would
not occur before the election,
we ‘made an extremely gen-
erous plea offer - in-late Oc-
tober, 1972, to the defendant
McCord in return for the com-
plete and truthful disclosure,
before the election, of what
he knew. This offer was re-
jected by Mr. McCord. The
defendant Liddy, as is -well
known, has never accer.ed
our numerous requests to
cooperate and is presently
serving a sentence for con-
tempt for refusing to testify

$ports, a comprehensive, status

and jury -investigation was ..

indictment, . we -

critical evidence, either with-
held it or, made false state-
ments to the grand jury and
the prosecutors; thus, whether
innocently or not, aiding and
abetting the cover-up. Indeed
not until after the successful

prosecution of the seven de- .
‘fendants did”a’single witness

step forward ~with material
information except for one

bookkeeper  with  limited
knowledge. -
Strategy Outlined

In the absence of suffi-

cient evidence to charge any-

-.one other. than the. seven de-
fendants, and in light of the
-refusal of any of the.defend-

ants, and others, to talk, we
decided, prior ta Sept. 15th,
and so told defense. courisel,
that we would follow the
strategy of ~convicting ‘the

seven defendants, " granting -: the investigation and prose-

them limited immunity after

‘the trial, and then compell-

ing their testimony . before
the grand jury concerning

- the involvement of . others.
. Accordingly, -

well
March 23, 1973, the day of

. sentencing in ‘the Watergate

- case, we sought and, obtained
limited immunity -authoriza-. .
tions for each of the.defend-.

ants and. recalled the grand

jury. This is analagous to the,

strategy. employed by. the
special prosecutor investigat-
ing the Yablonski murders in
Pennsylvania. His highly sue-
cessful, skillful investigation
has now taken several years.
Again by comparison,

Watergate investigation we

‘conducted occurred in mid-
_April, 1973, only 10 months
atfer it began, and disclosed -
. for the first time the exis-

tence of a massive conspir-

acy to obstruct justice, the

participants therein
motives. _
Some of the direct conse-

quences of that breakthrough

and their’

were (1) the agreement of
Jeb Magruder; acknowledged .

in public, to plead guilty to
a felony and-testify for the

Government in, any future:
‘- prosecution; (2) the discov- -

ery of the commission of the:

* Ellsberg burglary’ which we
* caused to be brought to the.

attention of Judge Byrne pre-

-siding at the ‘Ellsberg trial,
~and (3) the entry of the plea

of guilty of Fred LaRue

which we strongly urged you .
to -accept in “®ur. status re--.

port and which we assisted
you and vour staff in bring-
ing to fruition earlier this
week.

Nevertheless, despite our
reluctance to withdraw be-
fore the investigation has
concluded, we continue in our
belief that'it is appropriate at
this time that we do so. For
the circumstances of your ap-
pointment and confirmation

as special prosecutor, entirely .

independent of and removed
from any prior. investigation
of the case, require, in our
view, that no one who par-
ticipated in the earlier inves-
tigation be a member of your
staff. It is apparent that we
may be needed as witnesses
concerning events which oc-
curred since early April, 1973,
We are sensitive to the prob-
lems that our being both in-
vestigators and potential wit-
nesses could create in any
mvestigation and subsequent
litigation and, therefore, have
concluded that the wisest
course of action for us is to

before . yorpnte tral,

the
critical breakthrough in the -

that it is attributable to
criticisin of our investigation

" and prosecution. Such specu-
.lation is wholly unwarranted.

Furthemore, we emphatically
reject any allegations of im-
propriety or lack of diligence

.which have been or might be

made. At the very minimum.

"we plan to submit a yvritte-n

response to’ any such criti-
cism. During the past morith,
we have worked closely and
cordially with Mr. James

Neal, the member of your

staff whom you have placed
in charge of the Watergate
case. We are confident that
-am examination of the record
in this case by any lawyer
as knowledgeable and ex-
perienced in the prosecution
of complex criminal cases as
is Mr. Neal will disclose that

‘cution were conducted forth-
rightly, vigorously and pro-
fessionally. g = )

As we told the jury in our
closing argument at the Wa-
conviction of
those. responsible for the
crimes charged in the indict-

" ment was important to re-

store” faith in the political
system of this country. To-

" day, in view of the evidence

uncovered’ by- ‘the post-trial
grand jury investigation, it 1s
more important than ever
that those responsible for the
damage to our political sys-
tem and for the massive ob-

_struction of . justice designed

to -prevent discovery .of the
truth be brought to ustice.
The three: of us personally
wish you and the able, dedi-

‘cated staff you have. assem-

bled every success in achiev-
ing this goal. .

- Letter, From Cox

‘I have the letter in which

_you again express. your de-

sire .to be relieved of re-
sponsibility for the Water-
gate -case- so that you can
return to vour normal duties
in the office of the United
States Attorney. I cannot in

fairness refuse -your request. -

I ‘understand -you will be
leaving immediately, but I

-hope that you will be avail-
" able for questions, consulta-

tion and assistance from time
to time. - - - -
Seymour, Don and you
acted in -a highly creditable
fashion. 'in. acceding to my
request that you put the in-

terests of the Watergate in- |
‘vestigation ahead of your

own' wishes and give us the
benefit of your knowledge
and experience during a pe-
riod of transition. Your help
has been invaluable. Without
it we would be weeks be-
hind. Even now the loss of
your assistance may slow us
dogwn somewhat, but not

-enough to. justify my over-

ruling your ‘wishes.

Perhaps I inay.add in clos-
ing that I realize this has
not been any easy time for
you. I am aware of various
criticisms of your earlier con-
duct of the investigation and
prosecution of seven defend-
ants. Lawyers often differ on
questions of judgment, and
there are points on which
my judgment might have
varied from yours. Thus far
in the investigation, how-
ever, none of us has seen
anything to show that you

did not pursue your profes- !

sional duties according to |
R T ) R



