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Last 2 Guilty in Watergate

Ex-Aides.
Of Nixon
ToAppeal

Jury Convicts
Liddy, McCord
In 90 Minutes

By Lawrence Meyer
Washington Pdst Staff Writer

Two former officials of
Presnient Nixon’s re-elec-
tion committee, G. Gordon
ledy and James W. Mec-
Cord Jr; were convicted
‘yesterday of conspiracy,

burglary and bugging the

Democratic Party’s- Water-
gate -headquarters.

After 16 days of trial span-
ning - 60 witnesses and mare
than. 100" pieces of evidence,
the jury found them guilty: of
all charges against them in
just under 90 minutes. o

Chief U.S. District Judge
John:J. Sirica, ordered Liddy,
who was also a former White
House aide, FBI agent and
prosecutor, and McCord, a vet-
eran of the CIA and the FBI,
Jalled Wlthout bond. Slrlca
said he would hold a hearing
on Bail after defense lawyers
file formal wmtten motions.

Lawyers for both Liddy and
McCord said they. would ap-
peal the-convictions, with Me.
Cord’s lawyer attacking the
conduct, of Judge Sirica dur-
ing the trial. g

Five other men'who were in.
dicted with Liddy and Mec-
Cord, including former White
House aide and CIA agent E.
Howard Hunt Jr., pleaded
guilty early in the trial to dll
charges against them.

Liddy, 42, had maintained a
calm, generally smiling exte.
rior, throughout the trial. He
stood impassive, with his arms
folded, as deputy court clerk
LeCount Patterson read the
jury’s verdict, ‘repeating six
times, “guilty,” once for each
of the counts against him. *

McCord 53, also showed no
emation as Patterson read the
word “guilty” for all el"'ht
counts against him.

Liddy, former finance coun-
sel for the Committee for the
Re-election of the Presidenit,
could receive a maximum sen-
tence of 35 years. McCord, for-
mer security director for the
committee, could receive a

Plot
maximum sentence of 45
years'Sirica set ho date for
sentencing.

Before being jailed W dep-
uty U.S. marshals Liddy em-
braced his lawyer, Peter L.,
Maroulis, patted him on the
back, and in a gesture that be-
came his trademark in the
trial, gave one: final wave to
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the, spectators and press be-
fore he was led away.

Principal Assistant U.S. At-
torney Earl J. Silbert said, af-
ter ithe verdict was returned,
that it was “fair and just.”

‘In his final statement to the
jury,. Silbert told the 'eight
women and four men that
“when people cannot get-to-
gether for political purposes|
without fear that their prem-!
ises will be burglarized, their
conversations bugged, :their
photies tapped you breed
distrust, yoq breed suspicion,
you lose confidence, faith and
credibility.”

Silbert asked the jury to

- “pring in a verdict that will

help restore the faith in the
democratic system that has
been so damaged by the con-
duct of these two defendants
and their coconspirators.”
Despite repeated attempts
by Judge Sirica to find out if
anyone else besides the ‘seven
defendants was involved in
the conspiracy, testimony in
the trial was largely cofifined
by the prosecution to proving
its case against Liddy and Mec-
_Cord, with occasional mentlon
made of the five who' had

pleaded guilty. The jury,
which was sequestered
throughout. the trial, was

never told of the guilty pleas.
When Hunt pleaded guilty

...'hurt by that trust,” Maroulis

Jan. 11, Sirica questioned him
in an attempt to find out if
anyone besides the persons in-:
dicted was involved in the con- |
spiracy. .
Hunt’s. lawyer, William O."

Bittman, blocked Sirica’s ques-
tions, saying ‘the prosecution |

had told him it intended tol
call Hunt &nd" any other de- |-

fendant who was convicted to |
tostify before the: grand jury. °
An apparent purpose of re-!
newed grand jury testlmmwy
wotld be to probe the involve-
ment of othersin the bugging.
Asked yesterday what steps he
now intended to take, Silbert
said, “I don’t think I’11 com-
‘ment on anything further.”
According to testlmony in
the trial, Liddy was given
about $232 000 in campaign
funds purportedly to carry out
a niumber of intelligence-gath-
ering  assignments given him
by deputy campaign director

deb Stuart‘Magruder. .

The prosecution said”
could account for only about

it was gsed to finance the spy-
ing -operation against - the
Democratic Party.

In his agrument to the Jury,
Sllbert called Liddy the
“mastermind, the boss, the
money-man” of the operation.
Maroulis, defending Liddy
attempted to put the blame on
Hunt, who Maroulis said was
ledys trusted friend. “From
the evidence here, it can well
‘be inferred that Mr Liddy got

saijd.
I MecCord’s lawyer, Gerald
Alch, told the jury that Me-
Cord “is the type of man who
is loyal to his country and who
does what he thinks is rlght 2
At one point, Judge Sirica in-
terrupted and told Alch he
was only g,wmg Ius “personal
opinion.”

Alch criticized Sirica dunng
a recess, saying the judge “did
not hrmt himself to’ actmg asa
Judge—he has become in addi-
tmn, a prosecutor and an

mvestlgato‘r Not only does
‘he: indicate that - the defend-

$50,000 of this money, anaithat |
{ment .and a $10,000 fine.y

whole courtroom is permeated
with - a preJudlclal atmos—
phere.”

Alch said that “m 15 years
of practicing law” he had not
been previously interrupted
by a judge while giving his fi-
nal argument. .

McCerd and = Liddy were
each convicted of the follow-

ing counts: (.
® Conspiring to burglanze
wiretap and electronically

eavesdrop on the Democratic
Party’s Watergate  headquar-
ters. (Maxnnum penalty—five
years’ imprisonment and a
$10,000 fine.). i

@ Burglarizing the Demo-

‘cratic headquarters . with - the

intent to steal the property
of another. (Maximum penalty
—15%years imprisonment.)

® Burglarizing the Demo-:

-cratic headquarters with the|

intent to unlawfully wiretap
‘and eavesdrop. (Max1mum pen-
walty—15 vears.) | ’

° Endeavormg to eaves-
drop illegally. (Maximum pen-
alty—five years’ imprison-
ment and a $10,000 fine.)

® Endeavoring to wiretap
lillegally. (Maximum penalty—
five years’ imprisonment and
a $10,000 fine.)

® Jllegal mretappxng (‘\/Iam- )

mum penalty—-ﬁve veaf‘s im-
prisenmént and " ‘$10, 000
fine.) -

In addltlon ‘MeCord. . was
convicted of two. addltmnal
counts: &

»® Possession, of a device prl-
marily useful 1 _the surrep-
titious interception of oral

comm. ulﬁcatmns.w  (Maximum
penalty—ﬁve years™imprison-
lment and a $10,000 fine)

® Possession of a.device
primarily useful for the suré
reptitious interception of wire’
communications. (M aximum

ants are guilty, but that a lot|-
of other people are guilty, The:"

penalty—flvemyears imprison-

Although the total®number
of years Liddy could be sen-
tenced to adds up to 58 and
McCord’s total poss1b1e\ sen-
tence -adds up to 60 years,
neither; accordmg to.. legal
sources, can receive consecu-
tive sentences*for both! burg-
lary counts.

As a resulb‘ Liddy’s. maxi-
mum sentence-could be 35
years and a $40000 fine and
McCord’s maximum could be
45 years and a $60,000 fine.

In addition to Liddy, Me-
Cord and Hunt, four men from
Miami were named in the in-
dictment—Bernard L. Barker,
Frank Sturgis, Virgilio'R. Gon-
zales and Eugenio R. Martinez,
| AN four pleaded guilty Jan.
'15 to the seven counts with
which they were charged.
They face maximum sent-
ences of 40 years in jail and
fines. of $50,000. The four men
were arrested, with MéCord,
by :Washington police in the
Democratic Party headquar
ters at 2:30 am. on June 17.
The  arrests marked the be-
ginning of the Watergate af-
fair.

These five men, dressed in
business suits and wearing
rubber surgical gloves, had
electronic bugging equipment
andisophisticated cameras and
film. In their: possession or
their rooms they had $5,300 in
$100 bills. -

Fhe_story:unfolded. slowly.
Thg.@ay atter the arrests it
was-learned that one of ‘the
five men was the security co-
ordinator for the President’s
re-election committee. That
was McCord, one of the two

defendants left in the Water-
gate  trial yesterday. ..
Awo days after the break-in,
White House consultant’ Hunt
was linked to the five sus-
pects. Hunt pleaded gullty to
all counts in the opemng days:
of the trial.
" Near the end of July, it was
léarned that the fmance coun-
-seél to the Nixon re- election '
comrmttee was fired because |
‘he refused to answer FBI|
questibns about the Watergate
bugging and. break-in. The
counsel was Liddy, a former
sury and White - .House
ho was the other de-

'

! ported that a $25,000
|eaghier’s check intended as a

contribution to the Nixon re-
e}i‘:cuon effort had been depos-
' 1tec} in' the Miami bank ac-
: cqunt of one of the Watergate
sispects. .. The General Ac-
;| gounting Offlce, the investiga-
: f1ve arm of Congress, ordered
Jan:, 1mmed1ate audit .of the
| Ni%kon campaqgn finances.

The audit 2eport concluded
that former Commerce Secre

\.
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ttary ‘Naurice H. Stans, the
chief Nixon fund-raiser, had a

$350,000 in his 6ffice safe. -

The" $25,000 from the: cash-
|ier’s check and. another $89,000
from four Mexican checks
passed through that fund, the
] GAO -concluded.

“In September reports sur-
faced that a former FBI. agent.,
and self—descrlbed parhmpant

possible illegal cash fund of

in the ‘bugging had become a

government witness in the,
case. He was Alfred C ald-|
win IiI,- who later was to ‘tes-

tify that he monitored wire-
tapped conversatlons for three
weeks from a lxstenlng post ‘in
ithe Howard Johnson Motor
.Lodge across the’ street from
the Watergate.

On Sept. 15, the federal in-
dictment against the . seven
original defendants was re-
turned:

The next day, The Post re-
ported that the $350,000 cash
fund kept in the Stans. safe
was used, in part, as an intelli-
gence - gathenng fund. On
‘Sept. 29, The Post reported
that sources close - to. the
Watergate investigation  said
that former Attorney General

ligence fund or so-called
“secret fund.”
On Oct. 10, The Post 'Te-

John N. Mitchell controlled |
disbursements from the intel-}.

ported that the FBI had con-
cluded that the Watergate,
bugging was just one incident;
in a campaign of political espi-
onage and sabotage  directed
by the White House and the
Nixon'committee.

The story identified Donald
H. Segretti, a young Cahforma
lawyer, as a paid political spy
who traveled around the coun-
try recruiting others and -dis-
rupting the campaigns of
Democratic presidential con-
|tenders.;

Five days later, the Pres1-
dent’s appomtments secretary,
Dw1ght L Chapin, was 1den -

fied” s a péfSGh” who h].red
Segretti’ ‘and*Yecéived reports
from him. Segretti’s other con-
tact was Watergate defendant|
Hunt. Segretti received about
$35,000:in pay: for the disrup-|
tive activities ffom Herbert W.

Kalmbach, the President’s per-

sonal attorney, accordmg to
federal investigators:
This Monday . it “Was an—

nounced that Chapin was re:

signing. Earlier in the trial,

Hunt pleaded guilty, and Seg-

retti was not called as a w1t-
ness in the trial.
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