'Dita Beard Denies Justice

Ma

By San.f rd J. Ungar

‘Washington Post Staff Writer
Dita D. Beard denied last
night in Denver that there was
any deal between the Nixon
administration and the Inter-
national Telephone and Tele-
graph Corp. to settle antitrust
cases in exchange for a large
contribution to the Republican

National Convention. 4

Mrs. Beard, ITT’s Washing-
ton lobbyist, issued a state-
ment through a California
lawyer, denouncing the con-
tinuing Senate Judiciary Com-

mittee hearings on the matter
\

e 1 Deal to Settle ITT Case

as “an absurd eircus engen—
dered by .personal ambitions
and extreme opportunism of a
few people.”

The lawyer said that Mrs
Beard is nonethé€less ‘“ex-
tremely anxious to give testi-
mony before that committee
in order to put to rest false ru-
mors, innuendos and outright
lies regarding the current con-
troversy.”

_Her statement, issued at the
Rocky Mountain Osteopathic
Hospital in Denver, where she
has been a heart patient for a
week, did not deny that Mrs.

| Beard is the author of a mem-
orandum published last week
by syndicated columnist Jack
Anderson.

The memorandum linked
the ITT antitrust settlement
to the conglomerate’s pledge
of a $400,000 guarantee to
bring this year’s GOP conven-
tion to San Diego.

Anderson’s two columns on
the subject led Richard G.
Kleindienst, President Nixon’s

choice to replace John N.I:
Mitehell as Attorney General,|:
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to ask for new hearings on his
nomination.

After taking seven days of
testimony, Judiciary Commit-
tee Chairman James O. East-
land (D-Miss.) recessed the
hearings yesterday until next
Tuesday.

The committee learned yes-
terday that Richard J. Rams-
den, the New York investment
banker whose advice was a
key factor in the Justice De-
partment decision to settle
pending cases with ITT,
worked on his recommenda-
tions for only two days last
spring.

A statement submitted to
the Judiciary Committee by
the Commerce Department
also revealed that- Ramsden
was paid'$242 for his consult-
ing work, contracted for by
presidential adviser Peter M.
Flanigan.

Ramsden requested to be
paid through the Commerce
Department, where he had
previously done work, the

statement said, “in order to
avoid refiling the rather
lengthy forms” on financial

disclosure required of govern-
ment consultants.

But Sen. John V. Tunney
(D-Calif.) suggested that Rams-
den may have violated a fed-
eral executive order if his
forms on file did not include
the fact that he controlled
about $200,000 worth of ITT
stock at the time he worked
on his report.

Columnist Anderson and his
associate, Brit Hume, were on
the witness stand for the see-
ond day yesterday, as the
hearings continued to be
charged with emotion and par-
tisanship.

Early in the morning, An-
derson warned the committee
that when WMitchell testifies
next Tuesday, he may commit
an “arrogant example of per-
jm-”

That prompted a reprimand
from Republicans on the com-
mittee, which Democrats im-
mediately challenged. At one
point, both Sens. Edward M.
Kennedy (D-Mass.) and Roman
Hruska (R-Neb.) were talking
to Anderson at the same time.

The columnist looked up
and asked, “Who should I lis-

" ten to?”

*Both of them,” advised
Chairman [FEastland with a
puff of his cigar.

In a separate development,
Sen. Bob Dole of Kansas, the
Republican national chairman,

2o



acknowledged that ITT had in-
deed offered $400,000 as a
“guarantee” for the San Diego
convention.

Speaking at a press confer-
ence called to denounce the
Democrats for allged viola-
tions of the law in the tele-
phone arrangements for their
convention, Dole corrected
earlier protestations by other
Republicans that the amount
offered by ITT was much
lower.

The chairman stressed that
the $400,000 was not a

“pledge,” but “a guarantee to heart condition was so serious
make up the difference ifg% as to prevent her from enter-

other gontributors” to a ¢

Diego divic committee did not
come through with enough

money.

The Judiciary Committee
prepared, however, to call
Richard N. Herman, vice

ing the controversy for some
time.

The statement was read to
newsmen by David W. Flem-
ing, 37, of Van Nuys, Calif,
who had been summoned to
Denver earlier this week by
Dr, Dave Garland, an osteo-

chairman of the arrangements “hval taating Mrs:
committee for the convention, E:grh’; tﬂeﬁ.d“ e £

in an attempt to clarify the na-|" ¥eming said that he and an-

ture and amount of the offer.

other partner in his law firm

Mrs. Beard's statement from |had  known Mrs. Beard for
Denver came as a surprise,|gbout six years.

since doctors had said that her

The statement said that

Mrs. Beard “categorically de-
nies the allegation that there
was ever an arrangement be-
tween ITT and the administra-
tion involving a favorable set-
tlement of the antitrust ac-
tion.”

It added that she “emphati-
cally ‘denies that former At-
torney General Mitchell ever
told her President Nixon com-
mented about, tock part in or
requested a settlement of
the ITT suit.”

Hume has testified that dur-
ing an interview at her Arling-
ton, Va., home on Feb, 24, Mrs,
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Beard recounted heari.ng such
things from Mitchell during a
party at the Kentucky Gover-

nor's Mansion after last year’s
Kentucky Derby. 1

The associate of -Anderson
added some  details of Mrs.
Beard’s account to him dur-
ing his testimony yesterday.

He said that Mrs, Beard had
told him “the Attorney Gen-
eral turned very sweet” after
seolding her for approaching
him at the party about ITT.
As Hume retold it, Mrs. Beard
described working out details

of the settlement while walk-

ing through a buffet supper “impartial view” of how and
line with Mitchell.

WMrs, Beard’s lawyer’s state-
ment in Denver also said she|gociety, Dr. Robert G. Bos
is “hoping to gibe testimony at|worth Jr., said that would be
the earliest possible occasion |impossible until next week,
from her bedside or. under|since one of the doctors he
ogath to an interrogatory com- had in mind is out of town.
mittee concerning the issue,
including the alleged memo-|Beard suffered another set-

heart surgeons” to examine
Mrs. Beard and present an

when she might testify.
But the head of the Medical

Garland said that Mrs.

back in her condition yester-

Eastland sald yesterday that|day, but that the hospital was
he had asked the president of considering moving her out of
the Denver Medical Society to|its special coronary unit in the
commission the city’s “leading (next few days.




Kleindienst
Hails ITT .
Settlement

By John V. Reistrup
Washington Post Statf Writer

Acting . Attorney General

lichard G. Kleindienst yester- |

lay defended the Justice De-
artment's handling of the
TT antitrust case as halting a
pell-mell rush” toward corpo-
ate conecentration. - :
Kleindienst said he agreed
rith Solicitor General Erwin
. Griswold that the agree-

1ent with the International |

‘elephone and Telegraph

‘'orp. was “not a good settle-|

1ent but a great settlement.”

Hig spirited defense came as !
1e Senate Judiciary Commit-

:e continued its investigation

£ whether the agreement was|
slated to ITT’s offer to subsi-|

ize the Republican National
'onvention in San Diego this
ear. But his forum was an-
ther Senate panel, a subcom-
iittee on appropriations con-
dering the Justice Depart-
lent’s spending requests for
1e year starting July 1. ‘

His chance came when Sub-
ymmittee Chairman Earnest
. Hollings (D-S.C.)—without
irectly naming ITT—asked

‘hether in sucl:g cases there

‘ould be “a saving of money
| settling it.”

Kleindienst, whose nomina-
on as Attorney General is be-
yre the Senate and who him-

2lf requested the inquiry into [

ie ITT case, said that such
reements produced great
wving in time and money
not only to the government
ut to the companies in-
olved.” But he went well be-
ond that,

Noting that as Deputy Attor-
ley- General he had author-
zed the initial complaints
igainst ITT, he gave credit for
1andling the case to Richard
N. McLaren, then Assistant
Attorney General 'for Anti-
rust and now a federal judge.

Kleindienst said that two
srevious Attorneys General,
soth Democrats, had passed
ip the- chance to proceed
'gainst ITT because they felt
hey needed new legislation to

& able to break up “conglom- |

rates”"—firms that grow by

equiring unrelated concerns|

ther than businesses in the
e field, -t ' :
MeLaren “stopped it in its’
racks, this headlong rush of

i

TT in its conglomerate ac-!
juisitions,” Kleindienst said.
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