
31.  December 1979 1.1W: 

Originals of the attached clipping and this memo are roing to 
PW for the files if he wants them. I'm sending these copies to you 
since this is not a new topic, at least at this end of our ion-
correspondence. 

Regarding Haugan's theory, you may recall that at the time Jenifer 
and I did some extensive speculating based on the same set of 
circumstances plus others which fitted the same pattern -- that the 
Watergate break-in, at some critical point or points, and as a result 
of careful and determined, planning, was designed to be detected and 
exposed. The bungling was simply too universal and too thorough to 
permit any other truly logical conclusion. 

(On one point, I think Hougan is wrong because he apparently knows 
little or nothing about the properties of adhesive tape. Placed 
vertically along the door's edge the tape could not have withstood re 
the pressure of the spring behind the bolt. Placing it horizontally, 
around the two corners and along the face and back of the door, is 
the only way the frictional properties of the tape could be used to 
keep the bolt recessed in spite of the strength of the spring.) 

Hougan does not go beyond describing the circumstances which led 
him to postulate an intention to sabotage the break-in; he puts a 
high priority on finding the motive behind such an intention, however, 
and says coyly he'd look first at CIA counter-intelligence. 

You may recall that at the time we explored this area speculatively. 
Our postulates ran more or less like this: If the break-in actually 
was planned to be sabotaged, the probable political effects were 
obvious -- damage to the Republicans and Nixon's hhances of re-election 
with a corresponding benefit to the martyred Deomeratims and VeGovern's 
chances of replacing Dixon as President. We then had to ask: who 
the hell could want McGovern to defeat Nixon at such cost to the whole 
political process ? Certainly not the Republicans. And the Democrats 
were net much likelier candidates, since if discovered the caper could 
only result in retaliation and plunge the whole campaign to a level 
wholly incompatible with McGovern's whole image. So there hdd to be a 
wild card, a joker in the deck which came from outside the normal 
political apparatus. The presence of so many ex-CIA figures in the 
picture was obvious from the beginning, of course, and the CIA itself 
-- with its need-to-know modus operandi and its chronic condition 
of Operating with its right hand never knowing what the left was 
doing,-- appeared to be the only group within which a sub-clique 
could have the resources as well as the privacy with which to eonc4Mve 
and effect such an unorthodox way of wrecking a favored candidate 
and electing an underdog. Why would they want to ? The answer 
would have to have nothing to do with right-wing or left-wing politics 
In this country, not fundamentally. The central reason would have to 
lie in the usual motive of the kingmaker -- to insure his own future. 
If elected, "cGovern would have been a weak president, with a hostile 
Congress and therefore a weak administration. Nixon, on the other hand, 
especially after his daring vdte-face on China, appeared likely to 
be an even stronger president than before, hard to control, fully 
capable of destroying anything in his path. McGovern, of course, would 
have been easily intimidated and far less likely to try cracking down 
on the whole CIA set-up, including our kin rakerclique. 
Of the figures who have surfaced since then, Angleton strikes me as 

the most plausible guru to this element, if it existed. 
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