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" G. Gordon Liddy, the con-
victed Watergate conspira-

tor who reportedly vowed
He would rather die than di-
vulge information about the
case, refused yestérday even
to'"'be sworn in before a
House subcommittee.

The House Armed Serv-
ices subcommittee voted
unanimously to seek a con-
tempt citation against him.
Chairman Lucien N. Nedzi
(D-Mich.) commented after-
ward, “We were all taken by
surprise.”

- Nedzi said he would ask
the full committee to vote
on the matter next Thurs-
day. If the committee ap-
proves, the issue will go to
the .House floor, and if the
House votes for the citation,
the Justice Department will
be asked to seek an indict-

ment in U.S. District Court
here.

The maximum penalty is a
year in jail and a $1,000
fine. Liddy, 42, is now serv-
ing an eightmonth con-
tempt of court sentence in
the District of Columbia jail
—on top of a sentence of 6
years and 8 months to 20
years for his part in the
Watergate burglary.

Capitol Hill sources could
recall only two cases in
which the House has voted
contempt’ citations after a
witness refused to take an
oath or affirmation that he
would tell the truth at a
committee hearing.

The first came in 1947
when the late Gerhardt Eis-
ler, labeled “the No. 1 Com-~
munist spy in the United
States” by the House Un-
American Activities Com-
mittee, refused to take an
oath before HUAC because

it would not let him read a
three-minute statement first.
The committee, which in-
cluded a young California
congressman named Richard
Nixon, initiated contempt
proceedings.

Eisler sreceived a year’s ”

sentence on the contempt
charge and later a one- to
three-year sentence for mak-
ing false statements when
he sought a permit to leave
the country. He was on bail
pending appeal in 1949 when
he hid in the Polish liner
Batory and ended up in East
Germany. When he died
there in 1968, he was a high-
ranking Communist propa-
gandist.

The other case came in
1970 when Arnold S. John-
son, public relations direc-
tor for the U.S. Communist
Party, refused to take the
oath before HUAC’s succes-
sor, the House Internal Se-
curity Committee, which
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iddy smiles as he leaves a subcommittee hearing at which he refused to testify.

wanted him to testify on the
New Mobilization Commit-
tee to End the War in Viet-
nam.

Johnson was indicted by a
federal grand jury in No-

. vember, 1970, but the indict-

ment was dismissed in Octo-
ber, 1972, on a motion of the
Justice Department, which
decided to drop the prosecu-
tion rather than submit
transcripts of Johnson’s ille-

-gally wiretapped phone con-

versations.

After yesterday’s 90-min-
ute hearing Liddy, looking
drawn and thin, neverthe-
less smiled and gave a

‘jaunty wave to reporters.

His lawyer, Peter Maroulis,
of Poughkeepsie, N.Y., ac-
companied him.

Nedzi said Maroulis pres-
ented a “very detailed,
lengthy, sophisticated, novel
legal argument” claiming
that if Liddy took the oath,
it would be a violation of his
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Nedzi said Maroulis pres-
ented a “yery detailed,
lengthy, sophisticated, novel
legal argument” claiming
that if Liddy took the oath,
it would be a violation of his
rights under the Fifth and
possibly Sixth amendments.

The polite and unemao-
tional session, according to
Nedzi, went like thig:

Nedzi stood and raised his
right hand while his fellow
subcommittee members—F,
Edward Hebert (D-La.), Mel-
vin Price (D-I11.), William G.
Bray (R-Ind.), and Leslie C.
Arends (R-TIL.)—looked on.

Liddy, wearing a deep
blue suit and bright blue
shirt, also stood and raised
his right hand.

Nedzi asked, “Do you sol-
emnly swear that the testi-
mony you are about to give
in this hearing shall be the
truth, the whole truth, and
nothing but the truth?”

Liddy, right hand still
raised, said his counsel had
a statement to make and sat
down as Maroulis began his
half-hour “scholarly trea-
tise,” as Nedzi called it.

Maroulis compared a con-
gressional hearing with a
court trial and argued that a
defendant cannot be forced
to take an oath or testify at
a frial.

“But a congressional hear-
ing is not a trial,” Nedzi rep-
lied. “He’s not a defendant.
He’s a witness.”

Maroulis, however, in-
sisted that Liddy’s Fifth
Amendment right against
self-incrimination and possi-
bly his Sixth Amendment
right to a fair trial would be
jeopardized by assenting to
the oath.

“I was so taken aback by
all this that I don’t recall all
the historical references he
used,” Nedzi commented.
“But I know he went back at
least as far as the 11th cen-
tury.”

Maroulis also cited British
Star Chamber seeret trials
in 1487 and the Spanish In-
quisition, which went from
1454 to 1576, the congress-
man added. “When the re-
cord is printed, it will make
interesting reading. I'm
looking forward to it.”

Nedzi stressed to Liddy
and Maroulis that his sub-
committee is a legally con-
stituted unit of Congress,
that they were placing them-
selves in direct conflict with
a congressional prerogative,
that courts have upheld con-
tempt citations, and that
Liddy was facing one by his
action.

He asked if they were still
insisting on it, and they
both said yes, he reported.

Afterward, the congress-
man said the argument
“raises some interesting le-

-gal questions. I'm not .dis-
missing it out of hand as
frivolous. There is a ques-
tion as to how broad the
Fifth Amendment is. As a
lawyer, I can see a legal ar-
gument. If I were a judge, I
would not go along with it,
but who knows what a court
will do?”

Larlier this week other
Watergate witnesses—Egil
M. Krogh Jr. and David R.
Young Jr., former White
House aides in charge of the

Hearing

so-called “plumbers” unit
created in 1971 to investi-
gate security leaks to the
press, and former White
House counsel John Ww.
Dean III—cited the Fifth
Amendment in refusing to
answer questions of the sub-
committee, which is investi-
gating Central Intelligence
Agency involvement in the
Watergate case.

Liddy, 42, a former prose-
cutor, an ex-FBI agent, and
a member of the “plumbers”
who used CIA equipment in
their operations, was also
expected to cite the Fifth
Amendment. He had report-
edly declined even to tell
Watergate prosecutors his
name and later, last March,
he refused to testify before
a federal grand jury al:
though he had been granted
immunity from further pros-
ecution. His contempt of
court sentence stemmed
from that refusal.

Liddy, who was finance
counsel for the Committee
for the Re-election of the
President, was fired from
the committee in June after
refusing to answer FBI
Questions about the Water-
gate break-in. In September
he was indicted, and last
January he was convicted of
conspiracy, burglary, and il-
legal wiretapping.

Through it ‘all he has
neyer talked.



