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New York . b \

A former chairman of the |

Securities  and Exchange -

Commission testified yester-
day that, at the request of
Nixon fund - raiser Maurice
H. Stans, he re - worded an
SEC charge against finan-
cier Robert Vesco in 1972 to
obscure the movements of
$250,000 in cash.

The money, transferred by -
Vesco_from a Bahamas bank
to his New Jersey home,
was presumably the $250,000
later donated to President
Nixon’s 1872 campaign,
$200,000 of it secretly.

- G. Bradford Cook, who ;m,e- :

signed | under fire last year |
after an mvestlgatlon that
resulted in 1nd1ctments
against former Commerce
Secretary Stans and former
Attorney General John N
Mitchell, testified in th
federal court consplra
trial. ;

The: two Mr. Nizon’s c};ief
re - electlon campaign offi-
cials, are charged with at-
tempting to impede an SEC
investigation of Vesco inre-
turn: for the secret $200,000
contribution. Vesco was lat-
er-charged by the SEC with

lootmg his financial com- !
. a few days later to “see if

panies of more than “$224,
million and is now a fug‘l-
twe

Earher fo1me1 Whue
House Counsel, John W.
Dean I wound up three
days of testimony wunder
questioning about a Water- |
gate White House tape tran-
script quoting Mr. Nixon as !

being unzble to believe that | ;.

Stans took any money from
Vesco.

“Stans would never do a
thing like that - never,” ,
Mr. Nixon was quotedlmlme |
transcript after he was told |
about the $200,000 by Dean.

Cook, who was chief coun- |
sel for the SEC in the 1972 |
re-election campaign year, |
said he talked about the Ves- |
co case with Stans on a Tex- |
as hunting ftrip six days |
after the election, mention- |
ing particularly,the myster- -
ious:movement ‘of a large
amount of cash the previous [
April. |
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" about $224 nulhon”

G. BRADFORD COOK
Ex-SEC chairman

“I don’t think we took any-
money from Vesco and if we

did T think we would takeit |

in checks,” Cook quoted
Stans as saymg e :

Seven monthsj earlier,
Stans had personally accept-
ed the money and in Novem-
her it was still in the Nixoy
finance committee’ s safe,

according to previous tfesti- |

mony.

Cook said Stans asked him

you can do semething”

" about one of the 102 charges
~the SEC had drawn up :
, against Vesco, for eventual
- submission to the Justice
 Department. It was the most
‘ damaging testimony against |

Stans so far in the frial.

‘The specific charge de-
tailed Vesco’s withdrawal of
$250,000 in $100 and $50 bills
from a Bahamas: ‘bank, its
transfer to New York and
then to Vesco’s New Jersey
home, from which 1t dlsap-
peared. ol

Earlier . testlmony estab—

i lished that a Vesco a1d de- !
" livered $200,000 to St

g&ln
. Washington on Ap

1972, and $50,000 was con-
L tr 1buted later. N

1

Cook said he told Stanley

Sporkin, an SEC!counsel,

that the ' detail about the |

$250, 000 hardly seemed rele-
vam:» “when we're talkmg
ﬂ_le to-

R. Wing read to the jury:

3 way. ;{3?”
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ing con pu"écy y s

po&m Teturned ‘with
substitute paragraph, whlq:n
government prosecutor John

t
mentioned only that larg
sums of cash had been
transferred from the Baha-
mas to New York; the
“source, ownership and use

. of ‘which is unknown.”

“Well, that’s better,” Cook ‘

uoted Stans as saymg

But ook also smdmt the

,aEC ans fll;ng transcnpts of
. depositions along with the
: charges. and detailed infor-
| mation Was
i them. He said Stans asked

included in

him to “find out” about
eliminating the transcripts,
which Sporkin agreed to do.
However, - one transeript

g mentioning the $250,000 got

. filed

atl the chalges any-

Cook ™ Séld* ‘he told then-

all  about.

mg Testlmony

he had done.

He testified that C:
told him: “We shouldn’t
the focus of what this caseis
We don’t want

sensatmnahsm and poht1c1z-

K 123 )
Codk oald on Eeb. 1,1973, .
Stans met him and showed

him a letter he had written
to Vesco
$250,000 in two checks be-
cause the financier had been
formally charged with SEC
violations. The letter said
the refund was ‘in your best

5

interest and ours.”

& tans, I can’t under-

returning the .

stand why you ever could
have taken that sortiofimon-
ey from that kind of man ”
Cook quoted himself as say-'
ing: He said Stans replied
that Harry Sears, an attor-
ney and friend of Vesco’s,
who was indicted along with
Mitchell, Stans and Vescd,
had assured Mitchell that
“the Vesco case was a mi-
nor one and would soon be
,concluded ‘and \there ‘was)

’ﬁpot 0. take the

Cook said he argued:,fgp,{
immediate public announce-
-ment of the refund because
the contribution scandal
would come .out in the Vesco
prosecution, but Stans op:
posed this because ‘“‘there’s.
no sense in cauSmg embag.';
rassment.” A
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