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High Nixon administra-

tion officials refused to an-
swer some crucial questiots

in depositions before Demo- -
cratic attorneys in a Water- |

gate bugging civil suit: 'and
gave testimony that some-
times confhcted with state-
ments they made elsewhere,
Charles W. Colson, special
counsel to President N1xon
for example, refused to an-
swer whether he received
information from a
“confa,dentlal informant” af-
ter bemg te'{d by attorney
Edward Bennett Williams
that tpe term is frequently
applied to information ob-
“tained through wiretapping
\or electronic eavesdropping.
Colson also revealed 'for
the first time that he initi-
ated the hiring of convicted
‘Watergate conspirator - E.
Howard Hunt Jr. as a White
House ‘consultant and .that
Hunt worked for him ‘at the
White House. Previously the
White House has said that
Hunt was hired ‘‘on the rec-
- ommeéndation™ -of - Colson
and that he .warked else-
where in the Executlve Man-
sion.

In another depdsition, for- |

mer Attorney ‘Genefal "John |

N. Mitchell refused to -dis-
cuss conversations he. may
have ‘had after the June 17
bugging with other Nixon
re-election officials.

The testimony by <Colson .

and Mitchell ‘was- included
in deposmons sworn -to in
pre-trial testimony — taken
* last August and September
in conenction with a civil
suit filed by the Democrats
against the convicted Water-
gate conspirators and Presi-
dent Nixon’s campaign or-
. ganization. The depositions,
taken in secret, were or-
dered unsealed Tuesday by
the judge in the civil suit.
In  other testimony by
more-than ten 1nd1v1duals

® Colson said he Cfirst
learned of the Watergate in-
cident when, only hours af-
ter the break in on June 17,
he received -a telephone call
from- John Ehrlichman,
President Nixon’s prmmpal
assistant for domestlc af-
. fairs, and was told Hunt had
" been implicated. Colson' has
publicly stated that he first
learned of the. .break-in
when’ he heard. about it on
the radio,

® Former Aftorney Gen-

- eral John N. Mitchell said,
, “I have mot the famtest
| idea”. of who seive
.chairman of the ' finance
Acommittee of President Nix-
on’s re-election campaign —
generally considered the sec-
ond highest position in the
campaign. Mitchell was the
" President’s. campaign man-
ager and former Secretary
of Commerce Maurice H.
Stans was the finance chair-
.man. e
© Mitchell revealed that
in the 1968 and 1972 Presi-
dential campaigns, - he - re-
ceived information on oppo-
sition candidates from a
newspaperman identified to
him only as “Chapman’s
frend.” =

® Stans said he knew of
no authority granted to
Watergate conspirator. G.

Gordon Liddy to spend
money for ' security pur-
poses. During the recent

Watergate trial, Stans’ prin-
cipal  assistant, - campaign
treasurer Hugh W. Sloan testi-

fied that he checked with

Stans before turning over pay-
ments to Liddy that were used
for seeurlty operations.

® Stans said he knew
nothing about campaign
funds that moved through
Mexico until twd or three
weeks after the critical
Apml 7 deadline for report-
ing ‘campaign contributions.
Later, he wrote to a congres-

;smnal committee that he

had been - 1nformed on April |
‘money

3 that  cambpdign

mlght be coming:from Mex-
ico.

® Stans acknowledged
that $350,000 in campaign
funds was deposited last
May 25 with the notation
“cash on hand prior to April
4, 1972, from 1968” — but
said none of the money was
actually left over from 1968.

Colson’s testimony reveals
for the first time that,

within hours of the Water- :

gate break-in, high White
‘House officials knew that

Howard Hunt had been im-

plicated.
In September, Colson was
asked by an interviewer for

. the National Journal if he

was in any way involved in
the Watergate incident. Col-
sonreplied: “Not at all. The
first thing I knew about it
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_was, When I heard about it

“on the radlo > i

In his testlmony to Demo-
cratic lawyers, however, Col-
son said:

“I first heard about it (the
Watergate break-in) on Sat-
urday afternoon June ... 17.
Ireceived a call from John
Ehrlichman. I was home. It
was about — it was‘late af-
ternoon. He' simply asked
me if I had seen — did I
know where Howard Hunt

was. I think that is the way

the question was asked. And
I'said no. And he asked me
how long it had been since I
saw Howard Hunt. I said
quite a long time, several
months.. And I asked him
why he asked.

“He said, ‘Well there is a
report of a break-in at the
Watergate, and. one of the
people arrested had some-

thing in his possessmn with .

Howard Hunt’s name on' it.”

There is nothing in the
deposition suggesting how
Ehrlichman learned that
Hunt had been .implicated.

Colson’s testimony about
‘the hiring of Hunt is con-
siderably more detailed than
any previous explanation by
the White Hoéuse and re-
veals for the first time that
Ehrlichman also approved
the hiring.

In response to a questlon
from Democratic attorneys,
Colson refused—on grounds
of executive privilege — to
answer whether President
Nixon had also approved the
decision to hire Hunt as a
$100-a-day consultant.

Colson said in his testi-
mony that Hunt was hired
because “there was a need

for someone to.come: on

board to work on this partic- . .
ular Pentagon Papers con-"

troversy and Ehrlichman
and I conferred by telphone
that day, and the decision
was made to bring Howard
Hunt on board.”

Although he could not re-

.member the exact date, Col-
son said it was almost imme-
diately after the Pentagon
Papers were published by
the New York Times and
that the White House was

attempting to find out ‘both -

how accurate the Times ver-
sion was and how the docu-
ments were leaked to the
newspaper.

"It was my 1n1t1at1ve” that -

brought Hunt to the White
House, Colson said. .“The
reason. I recommended him,
along with four“other people
as possible candidates to
join the White House to
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work on  the . Pentagon
Papers controversy was that.

I knew (a) he is a very good
writer; (b) I knew his politi-
cal disposition and his po-
litical feelings; (c) he had
worked in the government .
(for the CIA) and knew the
governmént well; and (d) he
is a very hright guy, a very
bright fellow.”

Colson added: “I knew he
was interested in govern-
ment, in politics. I knew that
he had a background in‘the
intelligence community
which would particularly suit
him to t ehanalysis and re-
search into the Pentagon Pa-
pers issue, which as you
know, was largely cable,traf-
fic, which frankly is: all
Greek to me. Here was some-
one who had background, ex-
perience, ‘inclination, dispo-
sition and so on.”

Although the White House
has never acknowledged that
Hunt did work for Colson,
Colson said in the disposi-
tion: e

“Well, initially when  he

came to the White House
staff he was reporting to
me. That lasted only for a-
few weeks. My function in
the White House is oriented
quite often to what is the
hot, controversial problem of
the moment. When the Pen-
tagon Papers began t.o re-
cede as a front page issue,
the responsibility for the re-
search and the security and
all the other things® that
went with it were assigned
to others in the }J\Fmte
House. Mr. Hunt wag then
instricted to work. under
them and under their direc-
tion and was at that pomt
not under my supervision.”

Colson said - in h%s teotl-
mony that “I had the under-
standing” that Hunt ‘“was
going to work or gomg to
help with the Commxttee, for
Re-Election of the Pre51-
"~ dent” at the end’ of March,
1972. ' i

That is W en the Wh1te
House—and Colson = have
said Hunt left the Executive
Mansion, but neither has
previously suggested. that
Hunt was going to work for
the President’s re-election.

Hunt, said Colson in his
deposition, “told me what he
wanted to do was work ir
the area of convention secu
ritgsand the general ‘area o

) secﬁntv jor the (re- e}ectlon
committee ™ 1 remémbe
his spec1f1cally referring @
one point to the conventior
convention security, right:



