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Former Attorney Gener-
al John N. Mitchell conceded
publicly yesterday that he
had discussed plans to place

the Democrats under illegal |*

electronic surveillance but
contended that “I never ap-
proved any such plans.”
Acknowledging that he had
attended meetings at which
w1retapp1nxI plans were dis-
cussed; ’Vhtch_ell said: “I have
heard discussion of suichplans.

They’ve always been cut off
by me at -all times, and I:
would " like to know who it
was that kept bringing them
back and ‘back and back.”

Mitchell testified for more
than 2% hours yesterday be-
fore the Watergate grand
jury and, in several discus-
sions with reporters, insisted
he had no eriminal knowledge
of plans to bug the Democrats’
headquarters.

Instead, said the former at-
torney eneral he had given
aspects of ‘“‘an-'entire intel-
ligence - gathermg program”
aimed at obtaining “every b1t’
of information that you nould'
about the opposing candidates’
and their operations.”

But “the electronic surveil- |
lance was turned down and‘
turned -down and that wasl
disposed of” Mitchell rnaln;
tained.

Mitchell’s statements yes-
terday were in sharp contrast
to his previous insistence, dat-

ing back to the Waterdate ar-

rests on June 17, 1972, that
the bugging operation was a
complete surprise and mys-
tery to him. Mitchell also
had previously denied that he
authorized any type wide-
spread undercover - intelli-
gence - gathering activities
against the Democrats.

Through' his. lawyer, Mitch
ell confirmed vesterday that

~ he had attended three meet.
ings at- which the Watergate
bugging plans were dlscuSSed

“served

two of them held while I
served’ as the’ nation’s ‘highest
legal officer. ;

“He’s a sophisticated man,’
attorney William G. Hund]e3
said of his client. Each time
Mitchell was told of the pro.
posed bugging, “he cut it off.”

Asked about charges that
Mitchell had helped arr ange
for payments to buy the silence
of the seven convicted Water-
gate conspirators, Hundley
said, “We don’t feel there’s

any hush money involved.”

However, Hundley refused to
« comment when asked if Mitch-
1211 knew of such cash payments

to the_conspirators and the
1dent1ty of those who made
them,

Mltchell meanwhﬂe sald
“I have never met any of th
defendants, I have never met;
any of the counsel and I never’
handled any of the money.”

eﬂ Dean has made his statement

| *gtand on that.”

Report'e{s who were aware
. of previous sworn statements|
by M1tchell that he had known |
at least two of the conspirators’
and that he had discussed- thel
bugging with counsel :for thg
-Committee for the Réwelection:

See WATERGATE, A7, Col. 1 J -
: - I wwide open this week — were
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of the President, pressed: for
an explanation and were told:
“I'answered your question fully
and completely.”

Mitchell was followed on the
grand jury witness stand yes-
terday by presidential counsel
John W. Dean III, who — like
the former ‘attorney general —,
has been accused by formeri
Presidential assistant Jeb Stu-
art Magruder of approving
plans for the Watergate bug-j,
ging and pay-offs to keep the
conv1cted conspirators’ lips
scaled.

Dean declared on Thursday:
that he will not allow him-|
self to become a scapegoat in!
the Watergate case, amid- re-
liable reports that he was
prepared to tell the Umnd1
jury all he knows abofit the:
Watergate bugging and to al-
lege jthat there was a subse:
quent coverup by  White:
H‘ouse officials. . !

On Thursday, ssoclates of
De'm reported that he would
stwear under oath that:White
House chief - of -staff H. R.
(Bob) Haldeman and other
high White House officials
activitely participated in a
coverup- to hide the involve-
ment of presidential aides in
the bugging. Haldeman de-
nied the charge.

Yesterday, the same asso-
Jciates said that Dean had pre-
“documentary  evi.|
dence” relating to  both the
bugging and alleged coverup,
which they said Dean would
present to the grand jury.

| who ordered whom, who

“Up Eo now John Dean hag|
ybeen a true blue soldier for‘
the« - White. House,?..one - asso |
é&ate said, “and now the White
Eouse has decided - they can;
sénd him. up the river for!
heing a good soldier. Well, he’s
vgomg to.take some heutenants
"snd captams with him:?.

: Another associate sald that
Dean will implicate people;
“above ang. below himself” in;
the White % House hlerarchy
swhen telhng what he knows
about the bugging and the al-
leged coverup.

Asked tq,comment on what
the presidential ‘counsel in-
tended to tell the grand jury,
Dean’s attorney, Robert Me-
Candliss, said: “There" have
beenn ‘toc many statements
from too many off-therecord|
gources on both sides. Mr.

(about refusing to be a scape-
“goat in .the case) and will

 Simee -the President - an-
‘noun¢ed his - intervention in
. :the “Watergate case Tuesday,
there has been a war of char-

‘ges and countercharges and| |

recrimination that  is being
“fought among the men who—
antil the Watergate case broke

-considered ‘the epitome of
‘team players, zealous believ-
~érs in customary" insistence|
on;loyalty in the Nixon White
“Hotise.

By midweek, rehablo sour-j.

tes reported, that loyalty had
fbeen shattered, amid confu-
“sion - aboiuit Who thight bhe in-
dicted on the White House|
staff who ordered what and

‘would resign and who would
be saved.

At the White House the
‘mood was reportedly somber,
with -one midlevel official say-
ing, “It’s ev gy man for him-
self—get a Tcm\er and blame
everyone else.”

In Key $!scayne White
“House Press %ecretary Ronald
L. Ziegler said that President
Nixon brought up the Water-:
‘gate at a Cabinet meeting and
told "“the Cabinet - members|
‘that-“the objective is to de- |
-velop facts and the entirej
truth of the matter.”

.« Asked if there have been
any resignations from the
-White House staff, Ziegler

i~said: “There is no change
“from what I said yesterday”
when he said there had been;
‘none. In: answer to another
question, Ziegler said - that
“White- :House chief of staff
sHaldeman has not resigned.

+ 'Two sources in the execu-
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tive branch have said that the:
Watebgate - Hisclosuves:. \mlﬁ
probably lead to Haldeman’s
reSIgnatlon ;

Mitchell’s comments yester-,
day expanded on his earlier
public statements regarding
the case as well as statements
he made under oath to Demo-
cratic Party lawyers in a civil
lawsuit stemming from the
Watergate affair.

Hundley, his lawyer, said
Mitchell knew certain people
thad intelligence plans that in-
cluded bugging schemes and
Mitchell acknowledged to re-l
porters that he had “hear
1discussions of such (bugglnd)
‘plans” but that they were, al-
ways “cut off by me.

Hundley also confirmed in
.general a New York Times're-
port yesterday that said Mitch-
ell has told friends that he,
Magruder and Liddy had three
meetings last year at which
plans to bug the Democrats
were discussed but re;gected
by, Mitchell. - .
» Two of the meetmgs “oc-|.
curred in January and " Feb-
ruary, 1972, when Mitchell was
still ‘attorney general, and the
third in March, 1972, after
Mitchell had taken over as
-Mr.- Nixon’s eampaign director,
according to. the- Times' re-
port.

The Washington Post report-
ed earlier this week that Ma-
gruder has told federal pros-
,ecutors that he, Mitchell, Lid-
dy and White House counsel
Dean attended a meeting in
‘Mitchell’s office in February,
1972, at which bugging plans
iwere discussed.
| In contr_ast, Mitchell has in-
squd in earlier statements
‘sirice the break-in and bugging|
‘attempt last. June 17 tha§ he
had absolutély no advance
knowledge of the incident.-For
example, Mitchell last Sept. 1
told reporters ‘that he had no
'idea who was behind the bug-
‘ging attempt. “If T did, I cer
tainly wouldn’t be statmg it
for the press because criminal
proceedings are going on, ¥ he
said.

At that time, Liddy’s name
had surfaced in the case. Two
weeks after Mitchell said he
had no idea who was behind
the buggmg, Liddy was mdlct-
ed in the case..

Mitchell’s testimony undex
oath, taken by Democratic
Party Jlawyers last September,
contained a flat denial that he,|
during the time he was leonj
campaign director, heard of]|
any plans .for survelllance of
Democratic Party headquar-
ters;..The exchange went 1ik®
thiss! ;

Question; “Was there ever
any discussion at which you
were present, or about which|




you heard :when" you. were
campaign director, concetning
having any form of sutrveil-
lance on the Democratic Party
national headquarters?”

Mitchell: “No, sir, I:can’t
imagine a less productive ac-
tivity than that.” ‘

A key to the exchange may:
be the questloner s use of thef
phrase “when you were ¢am-
paign director.” Mitchel = di-
rected the Nixon re-election
campaign. between March 1
.and July 2, 1972, when he re-
signed, and the question ap-
parently would not apply. to
discussions held before March
1, 1972. .

In another part of his sworn
testimony to Democratic Party| ;
lawyers, Mitchell said that as
campaign director he had “one
or two meetings” with Liddy.
Mitchell then described the
:lmee’cmgs making ho mention
|of discussions ta gather politi-
rcal infelligence or to bug the
'Dem-o_cratic opposition, .

{ Mitchell was  then asked,
“Did_you ever have any dis-
citssions with Mr. Liddy con-
cerning the security group or
the functions of the security
group for the committee—?”

Mitchell replied: “No, sir.”
| When Mitchell resigned as
director of the Nixon re-elec-
tion campaign, he said he was
leaving politics to spend mor
time with_his wife and daugh-
ter. M1tche11 at the time demed

S

any link between
tion ‘and the Wateérgate break-

411r1 which had occurred about

two weeks earlier.

'no knowledge of the incident
and has' denounced it,” a
spokesman for the- re-election
.committee said at the time.
Mitehell was asked yester-
day why he did not come for-

ward earlier with whatever in- -

formation he had.

“«phat’s a matter for dlscus-

sion ‘before the grand jury,”
he rephed
Meanwhile yesterday, U.S.

District Chief Judge John J.
{Sirica denied a request by a
|Washington lawyer for a pro-
ltective order that he not be

held in contempt if he refuses
to divulge a client’s name be-
fore the grand jury.

The lawyer, Peter H. Wolf,

vha»d said his client, a cam-

paign = committee employee,

iwas asked to take eight car-

tons -of .materials. out - of a

White:  House office building -

‘the Sunday. after the Water-
‘gate - incident, and kept the
cartons several months,

In denying the.order, Judge
Sirica left the way open for
it to be:filed again if Wolf in-
vokes the attorney-client privi-
lege at the time of his appear-
ance before the grand jury.

“Mr, Mitchell had absolutely

William Wickens, a counsel
to Weicker, said it Wwas impos-
sible to ! i
ately whether anrj?%;hing was
missing from the chbmet but

‘that it was possible some of
the records.might have been

photogra.phed or copied. A Xe-
rox machine is located about 5
feet frgm ‘the-cahinet, Wickens
said. ¢

John Mitchell, I_eft center, is hemmed in by reporters.
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. By Jog Heiberger—The Washington Post
After talking to grand jury, John Mitchell meets media.



