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Magruder Says Mitchell Did Not Object to

-

By LESLEY OELSNER
- Specidl to The New York Times

-JVASHINGTON, Octt. 20—The

jury in the Watergate cover-upy.

trial was told today that form-

er.jAttorney General John N.

Mitchell heard about—and did

not object  to—a ‘plan to-bug
the hotel room -that Senator

George McGovern, then the

leading candidate for the Dem-

ocratic nomination for Presi-
desit, was' to occupy’-at the

1972 Democratic Nationa] Con-|

veption at Miami Beach, . -
The testimony came ‘from Jeb:

Stuart Magruder, oncs Mr.

Mitchell’'s deputy 'a¢ the Com-

mittes for the Re-election of
the-President and now an in-
T Thate &t 'd Federal prison. Mr:

Magruder pleaded guilty in
August, 1973, to 'a charge of
conspiracy . to obstruct justice
in the Watergate cover-up. case.
. ‘Mr. Magruder subsequently
added that, ag far as he knew,
RO: bugs were actually placed
in Mr. McGovern’s-hotel toom.
" Mr. Magruder testified, in a
firm and confident-sounding
yoice, that there was‘a “brief
i%e,eting” in early June, 1972,

‘attended by Mr. Mitchell, Mr.

. Magruder and G. Gordon Liddy,
one - of; the seven men who
pleaded guilty or were con-
victed in the Watergate break-'

- in case in January, 1973, and,
according to testimony at the
trial, the man who developed
the intelligence plan that ed
to the Watergate break-in,
=Mr.- Liddy told the others,
Mr. Magruder recounted, that
the suite that Mr. Mitchell was
to occupy at the Doral Hotel
at:Miami Beach during the Re-
publican convention would first
be occupied by Senator McGov-
éfn’ during the Democratie con-
vention, which was to ‘be held
a few weeks earlier. :
' The men discussed bugging
Mr. McGovern’s room, the wit-
ness ‘said. - And Mr. Mitchell,
according to “Mr. Magruder,
commented, ‘Just make sure
you get the bugs out of that
suite” before it was time for
Mr. Mitchell to arrive,

. . In a brief appearance toward
the end of the court day, Mr.
Magruder provided other testi-
mony, as well in response to
questions- by Jill Wine Valfier,
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an assistant special prosecutor.

Some - New Details

Much of what Mr. Magruder
" said was similar to his testi-
mony at the Senate Watergate
committee hearings last year,
when he said Mr. Mitchell had
approved the intelligence plans

that led to the Watergate|
"~ break=in-"But some of Mr.-Ma=}

gruder’s testimony, like his

comments about - the - Doral|

_Hotel, was apparently new.

" At one point, for example, he|

contradicted testimony  given

at the trial ‘by John-W, Dean
3d, formes” counsel ‘to President

Nixon and the * prosecution’s

chief witmess at' the trial, - = .

Mr. .Magruder’s testimon A
though,‘ was only one of tg,e
day’s developments at the trial
of Mr. Mitchell and the four
other former White House or
Nixon" campaign aides charged

with the Watergate cover -up|

conspiracy. -
The four. others are H. R.
Haldeman, former White House

chief of staff; John D. Ehflich-|

man, Mr. Nixon's former d;i,gf.
adviser on domestic affair s
. Robert C. Mardidn, former As-

sistant Attorney General, and|

Kenneth W. Parkinson, a for-
mer attorney for the Nixon re-

—-—election committee. :
Most' of the day’s proceed-|

ings- were spent on questioning
E. Howard Hunt Jr., ancther of
the "seven men who pleaded
guilty or were convicted in the

Watergate break-in case— the|

case whose prpsecution the five
defendants-is the cover-up trial
are accused of plotting to ob-

" struct. s s u s
Mr. Hunt, in his second day
on: the witness stdnd, testified
__under questioning by Richard
" Ben-Veniste, one of the prose-
cutors, that he remained silent
about the Watergate break-in
because he felt he “could hope-
fully affect the length of fhis]
sentence” and because he had

- received from- Charles W, Col-|

"san, then a special counsel to
Mr. Nixon, what he- regarded
as a “signal” that he would be
.given a Christmas-time pardon
or clemency from the President
if necessary.

Under questioning at another

point by William G. Hundley,|

~ene of Mr. Mitchell’s attorneys,

. iMr. Hunt seemed to suggest
' that one of the reasons behind

his long ‘silence about the

Watergate affair-—a’silence, he
TEl téstxhe%{ yesterday, that tre-had |

- Mmaintained -.at- least in . some
'degree - until his appearance at
- this trial—was the money that
- ..was being paid, to him in the

g ‘months after the break-in.

his demands were something
like an attempt by a “bill col-
lector” 'to get long-overdue
debts. ) Co

But Mr. Hundley. asked Mr.
Hupt. abput his, subsequerit de-
cision that the men he had been
protecting” through his silence
Were noilonger worthy of his
loyalty. | .

“If these people had met your
demands,” Mr, Hundley asked,
“would your testimony still be
that they were not worth pro-
tecting?”’ :

. Mr. Hunt replied; ;

;7 “At the time I read the tran-
scripts of the White House
tapes, I felt, as I said, a rude
awakening. I read the Presi-
deat’s: contemptuous references
to-those: of us ‘who had gone
to_prison ag’ ‘idiots’ and ‘jack-
asses’ . .

“l realized that there had

been a wild scramble going on
for months in the White House
to protect themselves and very
little” thought had been given
to, our plight, much less to the
money, which-was the easiest
thing for them to give to ease
our burden.” :

- Mr. Hunt seemed to give even
more contradictory ~testiriony
regarding another matter: a
reference in the first version of
his memoirs—cdntained in the;
first bound galleys but not in!
the published version—regard-
ing what he described as .an
attempt by Mr. Ben-Veniste to
suborn perjury. - = -

The statement occurs in the
course of a discussion about
“interviews” in which Mr. Ben-
Veniste asked Mr. Hunt about
his . contention’ "that he had




never been offered ‘ executive
clemency, :

The portion of this discus-
sion, which is contained in the
current version of Mr. ‘Hunt’s
|memoirs—whose official publi-
‘cation date is Nov. 1l1—says
that Mr. Ben-Veniste- “mused”’
in the presence' of Mr. Hunt's
‘attorneys™ that™ convicts with
long sentences generally went

“to Atlanta-or Leavenworth:The:

“threat,” the book says, was
“clear.”

In the bound galleys, but not
in th efinal version, this sec-
tion is followed by the state-
ment: “We had some unpleas-
ant exchanges during which it
occurréd ‘to me that, despite
the Waterdate i task force’s
highly publicizéd piety, an as-
sistant speclal prosecutor was
actually-eCouraging-meto per-
jure myself, or, as he would
‘have put it, suborning perjury.”

Mr. Hundley brought the
matter ‘up first. He asked Mr.
Hunt whether one of ‘the “false
statements” that Mr. Hunt ad-
mitted making yesterday was
the statement in his memoirs
regarding Mr:-Ben-Veniste’s sub-
ornation of perjury. :

‘Mr. Hunt sald there was
nothing™in the book to impl,
that-Mr—Ben-Veniste had sug-
gested perjury. - :

Mr. Hundley thén read the
portion that appears in the final
version. Hunt said it was
a “true” account, the only ex-
ception being his contention
that he had not received an
offer of clemency. "

This afternoon; Mr. Ben-
Veniste asked Mr. Hunt if he
or anyone else in the prosecu-
tor’s “office had-ever Suggested
to Mr. Hunt that-he lie. Mr.

Hunt said no, no one had. °

Then Jacob A. Stein, Mr.
Parkinson’s attorney, bégan his
cross-examination of Mr. Hunt
and brought ‘up the statement
.about perjury that is in Mr.
Hunt's first version of his
memoirs. - )

Mr. Hunt said he had re-
written the segment after con:
sulting with_his lawyers, who
told him Mr. Ben-Veniste had
not been suborning perjury.

-But what were the circum-
stances in which Mr..Hunt had
written the statémént origi-
nally, Mr. Stein asked.

“I was dictating my impres- |

sions at the jtime,” Mr. Hunt
replied.

Mr. -Ben-Veniste then ques-
tioned Mr, H gdin; and’elic-
itéd "the co on that™ Mr.
Hunt had been lying in the

original interviews described

-ler he himself had

in the book, when he told the
prosecutor that he had not. re-
ceived an offer of clemency.
- The prosecutor—=whom “Mr.
Hunt had described as a “curly
haired, abrasive ygqung man”—
brought up the st&tement about
perjury. " s .
‘Was that an ajtempt to
misstate the facts?” Mr. Ben-
Veniste asked. Tt
--It.was, Mr_Hunt replied.._|
Mr. Ben-Veniste asked wheth-
had any-
thing to do with having_ the
ls)zat:];ment " deleted from the
o oL

Itm Hunt replied that He: had
ot.

Among. other developments
during the direct examination
of Mr, Hunt was his testimony
that he had given his own ad-
mittedly “second-hand  version:
of the plan to big the hotel

eventually to occupy-during the
Republican convention. .

Mr, Hint, who said he was
repeating what" Mr. -Liddy had
told ‘him, -testified. "that the
Democratic * official - who was
to have thé room ahead of
Mr. -Mitchell iwas Lawrence
F. O'Brien, then chairman of
the. . Democratic  National
Committee. I

Mr. Hundley asked Mr. Hunt
whether he was aware ‘that-
Mr. OBrien’s: reservations were -
for the Fontainebleau Hotel,
and 'Mr. Mitchell’s for the

‘William .S. Frates, an attor-
ney for Mr. Ehrlichman, elicited
from Mr.. Hunt “the admission

memoirs, to be .published by
G. P. Putnam’s Sons of New,

robm ‘that Mr. Mitchell was

York, were incorrect. |

I—On-Cross-examination_today,

chl:ral. Mr. Hunt said he had not -

|that_various-other-items.in-the......



