
WASHINGTON, Nov. 1 -- 
President Nixon's main election 
finanCe committees agreed . un-
der court and political pressure 
today to disclose before Elec-
tion Day the names of some 
hidden donors. 

For months the Republicans 
hadjought efforts to, persuade 
them to disclose voluntarily the 
names of those who helped 
raise more than $10-million for 
the party prior to new legisla-
tion-  making such discloSines 
mandatory. 

One list, covering contri*- 
dons of $1,000 or more gi 
to the Committee for the Re-
election of the President be-
tween January, 1971, and 
March 9, 1972, is to be released 
before 9 P.M. tomorrow under 
terms of an out-of-court agree- 
ment reached here today and 
approved .by Federal Distric 
Jtidgeloieph c. Wadd'ye 

A second list, reporting con 
tributors of $100 or more over 
the same time, is to be made 
public by noon Sunday. 

Although both lists together 
are to cover the 14- 
month period during which Mr. 
Nixon's re-election campaign 
was being geared up, the gap 
in the forthcoming lists be-
tween the March 9, 1972, cut-
off date under old legislation 
and the April 7 effective date 
of the new and more stringent 
Federal disclosure provisions is 
significant. 

The period from mid-March 
to April 6 is believed to have 

Continued on Page 34, Column 5 

Conthrued From Page 1, Col: 

been the time of the heaviest 
and most potentially con-
troversial Republican contribu-
tions. Some experts on cam-
paign spending have estimated 
the unknown total at nearly 
$20-million. 

Moreover, the Republican 
disclosure will contain no pub-
lic information about ex-
penditures. 

Under today's settlement,  
both the contribution and ex-
penditure data for the full 
period to April 7 are to be 
filed and locked under unusual 
security arrangements with the 
Clerk of the District Court. Only 
lawyers for the, disputants in 
the suit for disclosure brought,  
by Common Cause, the citi- ' 
zens' lobby, are to have access' 
to them. 

This may makelt difficult or! 
impossible for other investiga-
tors, such,as those of Congres-
sional committees, to see the 
Republicans' finance records 
until the trial is completed next 
year. 

The contributors to be named 
reportedly gave Mr. Nixon's re-
election campaign more than 
$6-milion that has never been 
identified by source. 

The Republicans' agreement 
to publish the first and most 
politically significant one_to- 
morrow — five days before 
Election Day—was viewed by 
critics as an admission• that 
political pressures centering on 
IVIr. Nixon's concealed cam-

, paign fund-raising and spend-
ing generally had risen to po-
tentially troublesome' levels. 

Although lawyers for the Re-
publican finance committees 
denied it today, Common Cause 
spokesmen said that one impor-
tant aspect of today's settlement 
was that it avoided having 
Maurice H. Stens, Mr. Nixon's 
former Secretary of Commerce 
and now his chief fund-raiser, 
testimy in open court before 
Election Day. 

Stan's Role Cited 
In a "victory" statement, 

John W. Gardner, Common 
Cause chairman, said the post-
ponement of Mr. Stan's testi-
mony "obviously" had been the 
Republicans' chief concern. 

Mr. Stans has been repeated-
ly 'Identified both by Demo-
cratic critics of the Nixon cam-, 
paign organization and in offi-
cial Government reports as the 
chief chief strategist of the Re-
publican campaign fundraising 
that took place before April 7, 
the effective date of the new 
Federal Election Campaign Act. 

His name and that of 1Hugh 
W. Sloan, a former Stans aide, 
have also been linked with the 
financing of the alleged bugging 
of the Watergate offices of the 
Democratic National Committee 
here and with the concealment 
in an office safe of $350,000 in 
cash far which expenditure rec-
ords apparently were destroyed. 

Mr. Stans had been sched-
uled to be the first witness 
in the trial which was post-
poned as a result of the agree-
ment to publish the Republican 
contributor lists. Mr. 'Sloan 
would have been summoned 
next. 

The trial involves a., suit 
brought Sept. 6 by Cornmon 
Cause, to force an even fuller 
disclosure than the one agreed 
to today. 

Goals of Common clause 
The Common Cause interest 

in accepting today's agreement  

was a partial Republican dis-
closure—before Election Day. 

Had trial of the suit begun 
today as planned, it almost cer-
tainly would have been weeks 
or months before any Repub-
lican disclosures look place, as-
suming the court had ordered 
them in the end. 

Common Cause retained its 
right to press its suit for fuller 
Republican disclosures later, 
and lawyers said that would 

trial early next 

enator George ;4-14tiovern, 
the Democratic candidate for 
President, and his principal 
Democratic opponents in the 
spring primaries, all have made 
voluntary contribution disclos-
ures covering the period -for 
which the Republicans' until 
now have not issued dis-
closures. 

Ina statement•yesterday, the 
General Accounting Office here 
said that an investigation of 
McGovern Financial statenients 
since April 7 by its campaign 
spending audthtors had disclosed 
errors caused by careless book-
keeping and "significant" dis-
crepancies in internal transfers 
of money from one McGovern 
committee to another. 

But the G.A.C., said that 
none was serious enough 
to warrant a recommendation of 
criminal prosecution to the Jus-
tice Department, as the Gov-
ernment "watchdog" agency did 
last August following an in-
quiry on Republican spending. 
The G.A.O. audit of McGovern 
records had been demanded by 
Senator Robert Dole of Kansas, 
the Republican National Chair-
man. 

Old and New Acts 
The March 9 cut-off in the 

forthcoming Republican dis-
closures was •the date of the 
last contributor disclosure re-
port under the old Federal Cor-
rupt Practices Act of 1925. It 
was automatically repealed by 
the nets Federal Election Cam-
paign -Act when the new law 
became effective April 7. 

The-Republicans did not file 
a March 9 statement. They 
maintained that under the old 
act, contributor reports were 
required only of candidates in 
general elections—not in pri-
maries.4 

The „Republican position, 
challengejd in the Common 
Cause stilt, was that President 
Nixon was merely a candidate 
for renomination — legally -a 
"primary" candidate--until his 
can candidate at the Repub-
can candidate at the Re-
lican National Convention in 
Miami Beach on Aug. 23. Thus, 
they argued, no disclosure 'was 
required,until the new act took 
effect April 7. The new law 
explicitly covers' primary elec-
tion funding. 

In earlier efforts to prevent 
any pre-April 7 disclosure, Re-
publican lawyers had argued 
that campaign contribution' dis-
closure, as a concept, was an 
unconstitutional invasion of the 
donors' rights to -free speech 
and freedom of association. To  

disclose, they said'''' 	"be- 
tray" Republican 	utors' 
faith in promises 0 	ondis 
closure. ➢ 

In explaining the RepUblican 
shift today at a news confer-
ence on the steps of the United 
States Courthouse here, one of 
their lawyers, Kenneth W. Park-
inson, said it was "absolutely 
incorrect" to assert—as Mr. 
Gardner had just done—that the 
switch had been dictated by a 
Republican necessity to keep 
Mr. Stans from the witness. 
stand. 

The real reasons for the 
settlement, Mr. Parkinson said, 
were that Republican lawyers 
had. been 'pressed for time' in 
preparing a defense during the 
climax of the Presidential cam-
paign, and also to end 'rather 
folish thoughts and com-
ments' that Nixon campaign 
finance records had ben de-
stroyed by placing them all 
under seal in the courthouse. 
He did not identify the source 
of the 'comments.' 

In a further statement to-
night, Mr. Stans asserted that 
the more intense interest in the 
settlement had been Mr. Gard-
ner's, 

Common Cause and its lead-
er, the Stans statement said, 
had indulged in such a 'parti-
san political' lawsuit that they 
risked 'heavy personal dam-
ages' and the loss of the Com-
mon Cause tax exemption 
Should-the courts later hold the 
suit to be 'political harass-
ment.'-,  

Stans also disclosed that 
at least some of the Republican 
contributors to be named to-
morrow, and over the weekend 
had given their permission to 
be identified. The Stans state-
ment said: 

"This committee at all times 
could' have derived political ad-
vantage from revealing the 
names of all contributors and 
ending this phony secrecy is-
sue once and for all. We refused 
to do so because we refused 
to break faith with our con-
tributors. Before the compro-
mise was accepted, we -polled 
most of the major contributors 
affected and I am grateful to 
them for their willingness to 
waive the 'right of privacy in 
order to get this diVersionary, 
lawsuit out of the way." 

G.O.P. Agrees to Disclose 
Two `\'ew Lis-4s of Donors 
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