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DEANS TESTINONY
BACKS PRESIDENT

Lawyer Tells House Inquiry
Ex-Aide Supported Nixon
on Hush Money Issue

By JAMES M. NAUGHTON |
Special to The New York Times
WASHINGTON, June 27 —
;| Persident Nixon's defense at-
‘|torney cited  sworn tes;timo‘nyi
by John W. Dean 3d in attempt-'
ing today to convince the
House Judiciary Committee
-|that the President had commit-|
ted no wrongdoing that would|
justify his impeachment.
Republican members of the
committee disclosed that James
{|{D. St. Clair had buttressed his
-|defense of the President by
;|emphasizing that Mr. Dean had
told the Senate Watergate com-
1| mittee last year that the ques-
stion of a Watergate hush
money payment was “left
hanging” in a crucial discus-
sion with Mr. Nixon. |
Mr. St. Clair underscored the
testimony by the ousted White
House legal counsel as the
President’s lawyers began pre-
senting a rebuttal to evidence
given by impeachment inquiry
lawyers in 18 days of closed
hearings that ended last week.

Concessions Still Sought

Meanwhile, Republicans on
‘|the committee insisted that the
'|Democrats would have to make
| concessions on the witness list
for the inquiry, an issue that
stirred a partisan battle Tues-
day night. [Details on Page 14.]
In another. development re-
lated to Watergate, a jury was
sworn for the trial of John D.
Ehrlichman, the former Presi-
dential aide, and three other
defendants accused of conspir-
ing to break into the office of
Dr. Daniel Ellsberg’s former
psychiatrist. [Details on Page|:
15.
J]udiciary Committee Republi-
cans generally endorsed the
statement. of Representative
Hamilton Fish Jr. of upstate
New York that Mr. St. Clair
offered no new evidence today
but had used available material
in “making the President look
good.”
Representative Robert Mc-
Clory of Illinois; the second-
‘|ranking Republican,.told report-
ers that “the committee staff’s|(
presentation was more impar-
tial.” But he said that Mr. St.
Clair “did not feel the same
obligation to present e\{idencs
unfavorable ‘to the President.”!
Objections From Democrats

Democrats on the panel ob-!
jected strenuously and persis-,
tently in the day-long closed]
hearing, however, to what they
contended were attempts by
Mr. St. Clair to draw unwar-
ranted conclusions from famil-
.dar evidence.
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Moreover, several Democrats
said, and Mr. St. Clair later
confirmed, that he had not
listened to all of the Watergate
tape recordings that Mr. Nixon
has refused to surrender to the
impeachment inquiry. !

Democrats sought, heatedly!
but unsuccesstully, to bar the
use by Mr. St. Clair of excerpts
from the edited White House
transcripts, arguing that Mr. St.
Clair could not vouch for their
accurancy.

The committee chairman,
Representative Peter W. Rodino
Jr., Democrat of New Jersey,
overruled the objections, how-
ever, saying that he would be
“very liberal” in permitting the
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White House to offer its re-|’
’buttal. |

The key point of Mr, St.)
{Clair’s initial presentation was,
]by general agreement of Demo-|
crats and Republicans, his con-!
centration on charges that the ’
President had approved or tol-{
erated the payment of $75,000
of alleged hush money to E[
Howard Hunt Jr., a convicted
Watergate burglar, on March!
21, 1973.

Testimony by Dean

In his opening statement to
the. Senate Watergate commit-
tee last year, Mr., Dean said
that he had discussed the hush-
money payment with the Pres;i-
dent on March 13 but that
“there was no further discus-
jsion of the matter and it was
left hanging” when the meeting
ended.
| Mr. Dean, who was testifying
from memory, is said to have
conceded following publication
of the edited Watergate tran-
scripts that the discussion took
place on March 21, rather than
eight days earlier, I

One Republican, Representa-!
tive Charles E. Wiggins of Cali-
fornia, said that he was con-
cerned because - the statement.
by Mr. Dean had not been in-
cluded in the evidence present-
ed earlier by the committee|
lawyers,

According to Mr. Wiiggins,
unraveling Mr. Nixon’s role in
the March 21 payment is the
“key element” in the impeach-
ment proceeding.

Mr. Wiiggins and other Re-
publicans also said that they
had been impressed by evidence
Mr. St. Clair presented to
-counter charges that the Presi-‘
dent had been aware of, .and
had‘ done nothing about, false
[testimony by subordinates at
Senate hearings in 1972 on the
confirmation - of Richard G.
Kleindienst to be attorney

LT.T. Versions Disﬁuted

Mr, St. Clair told repo-rtersi'
he had offered material to re-|
but suggestions that Mr. Nixon

ad been aware that Mr. Klein-
dienst had been untruthful in
his testimony about White

Telegraph Corporation.

- Mr. Wiggins said that the re-
buttal had been contained in.an
article in The New York Times
in which Mr. Kleindienst con.
tended that his testimony had:
been truthful, Mr. Kleindienst|
pleaded guilty last month to|

the misdemeanor charge of hav-|
ing failed to testify “fully and'
accurately” at his confirmation
hearings.

Representative  George' E.
Danielson, Democrat of Califor-
nia, said after the hearing that
he had not found “any persua-
sive evidence” that would chal-
lenge the inquiry staff’s pres-
entation,

“I won’t say it’s not there,”
Mr. Danielson added, “but I
sure as hell didn’t see it today.”

When the hearing began.
Democrats raised a flurry of
objections, one after another,
to Mr. St. Clair's atterpts to
read his presentation into the
inquiry Jrecord. ’

' Possible C.ILA. Role

One Democrat said that there
vas a mass of evidence indicat-
ng that the White House sad
sought to hamper the Federal
3ureau of Investigation’s initial
queries about- the Watergate
burglary by suggesting the in-
volvement of the Central Intel-
ligence Agency. The Democrat
said that Mr. St. Clair had
sought to suggest that the
F.B.I. rather than the White
House had initiated concern '
about a C.I.A. connection.

After repeated Democratic
jrotests to Mr. St. Clair’s pres-|,
entation, Mr."Rodino ruled that!.
members could reserve the|
right to object when the White|,
House completed its case and|
should not keep interrupting.

Representative Elizabeth
Holtzman of Brooklyn and sev-
eral Demcratic colleagues said
.they had also objected repeat-

sdly to Mr. St. Clair's use of
transeripts when he could in-
troduce recordings as the “best;
evidence.” |

Miss Holtzman said:

“I don’t know how we can
let that continue if [Mr. St.
Clair] is in fact sincere, and
‘the President is sincere, in wat-
ing to have us reach a judg-
ment on the best evidence.”

She said that if the White
House had 3 recording that
“exonerates the President, I for
one would like to hear it.”

Representative Walter Flow-
ers, Democrat of Alabama, told
reporters that Mr. St. Clair had
told the committee he had only
“spot-checked” various tape re-
cordings, in an attempt to as-
certain their accuracy, and had!
not listened to most of them'
in their entirety.,

Mr. Nixon has defied sub-
poenas for tapes of 147 con-
versations. But transcripts that
the Judiciary Committee staff
has made from 19 other record-
ings Mr. 'Nixon has yielded
contain numerous variances
from the published White House
transcripts of the same discus.
sions.

Mr. Flowers said that Mr. St.
Clair had told the committee
he had not found fault with its
oWn transcripts but that, in the
White House lawyer’s view,
there were few substantive
differences.

“I don't necessarily agree
with that,” Mr. Flowers said. |

The hearing today was the

latest indication that partisan
differences among committee
members, largely subdued in
the seven months since the in-
Iquiry began, are emerging
isharply as the panel nears the.
ifinal, decisive stage of -weigh-|
ing the evidence. |

Some of the party-line splits
spilled out of the closed hear-
ine room today.



Left: James D, St. Clair, the President’

riving for yesterday’s hearing of the House Judiciary
Committee. Center: John M. Doar, special counsel to

Partisan differences among
committee members, largely
subdued in the seven monthg
since the inquiry began, con’
tinued to become evident as the
Judiciary Committee neared the
fina]l and decisive state of the
investigation.

Democrats and Republicans

.argued angrily at the closed

meeting today -about Mr. St.
Clair's presentation and, in
some cases, carried the dispute
into the open.

At one point, Representative
John F. Seiberling, an Ohio
Democrat, was telling reporters
in a hallway near the hearing
room that he intended to raise
a formal objection to what he
said was' Mr. St. Clair’s im-
proper characterization of evi-
dence.

A Republican  committee
member, Representative David
W. Dennis of Indiana, interrupt-
ed Mr. Seiberling to declare:

“A majority [of Democrats]
has been nit-picking all morn-
ing. Now that we’re presenting
the President’s side — or St
Clair is — we’re going by the

rules of evidence.”
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