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Former White House and Nixon campalgn official
Herbert Lloyd Porter testified yesterday that he had
committed perjury both before the Watergate grand
Jury in 1972 and at the Watergate trial last January.

Porter said that deputy Nixon campaign manager
Jeb Stuart Magruder had asked him to lie at both court
proceedings and in an inter-
view with the FBI in order
to corroborate a false story
Magruder himself had testi-
fied to concerning campaign
money paid to Watergate
conspirator G. Gordon Lid-
dy.

Porter’s admission repre-
sented the first time that a
prosecution witness at the
Watergate trial has told the
Senate select Watergate com-
mittee that he committed
perjury as part of the cover-
up of involvement of Nixon
campaign officials in the
bugging of the Democrats’
Watergate headquarters.

However, Porter stressed
in his opening statement to
the Senate committee yes-
terday that he did not real-
ize at the time that he was
participating in the Water-
gate cover-up.

“At no time did I ever
have any intention of cover-
ing up a criminal act,” Por-
ter told the senators. “At no
-time did I knowingly engage
in any cover-up of the
Watergate burglary. I had
no knowledge of the Water-
gate burglary. And up to
this very moment, I have no
knowledge of the involve-
ment of others.

“I have been guilty of a
deep sense of loyalty to the
President of the United
States,” Porter added. “The
facts will speak for them-
selves.”

Porter was the second wit-
ness to tell the committee
about an approach from Ma-
gruder urging that perjured
testimony be given to the
Watergate grand jury.

Former Nixon campaign
treasurer Hugh W. Sloan Jr.
told the committee Wednes-
day that Magruder also had
asked him to lie about the
amount of money that Liddy
had been given with Magru-
der’s approval. Sloan told
the committee, however,
that he, unlike Porter, had
rejected Magruder’s re-
quest.

According to  Porter’s
story, he was an unwitting
dupe of Magruder who told
him that he had no involve-
ment with the Watergate
burglary. But Magruder also
told Porter that if the true
purpose of the money given
to Liddy were revealed,
even though the purpose was
legal, Magruder said, it ,
would be embarrassing and

damaging to the Committee

See HEARING, A14, Col. 1

HEARING, From Al

for the Re-election of the
President.

In a quiet, matter-of-fact
voice, Porter, 35, told the
Senate committee and the
hushed crowd of spectators
yesterday how Magruder
had come to him with the
request and how he had im-
mediately agreed. Porter’s
tone was so bland that it
was difficult to realize that
he was confessing to per-
jury.

On about June 28 or 29,
some 11 or 12 days after five
men were arrested inside
the Democratic National
Committee’s Watergate
headquarters, " Porter said
Magruder asked him to
come into Magruder’s office.

Magruger Porter said.
had just come from a meet-
ing with campaign manager
John N. Mitchell, Frederick
C. LaRue (an aide to
Mitchell) and one other per-
son whom Porter said he

- could not remember. Porter

said Magruder told him that
Porter’s name “had come up
as someone who could be,
what was the term he used
counted on in a pinch or a
team player or words to that
effect.”

‘Porter then told the com-
mittee of Magruder’s
request:

“He (Magruder) said that
I believe at that time Mr.
Liddy had been fired from
the campaign. He said it was
apparent, was the word he
used, that Mr. Liddy and
others had, on their own, il-
legally par’acmated in the
break-in of the Watergate
Democratic National Com-
mittee, and Mr. Magruder
swore to me that neither he
nor anyone else higher than
Mr. Liddy in the campaign
organization or at the White

- House had any involvementi

whatsoever in Watergate, at
the Watergate break-in, and
reinforced that by saying,
‘Doesn’t that sound like
something stupid that Gor-
don would do? and you
have to know Mr. Liddy, I

. agreed with that.

“He (Magruder) said, ‘I
want to assure you now that
no one did.

“He (Magruder) said, how-
ever, ‘There is a problem

“with some of the money.” He

said, ‘Now Gordon was au-
thorized money for some
dirty tricks, nothing illegal,
he: said, but nonetheless,
‘things that could be very
embarrassing to the Presi-
dent of the United States
and to Mr. Mitchell and
(White House chief of staff)
Mr. (H. R.) Haldeman and

-others.’

. “‘Now your name was
brought up as someone who

+

we can count on to help in
this situation,” and I asked,
what is it you are asking me
to do, and he said, ‘Voulu
you corrghorate a story that
the money was authorized
for something a little hit
more legitimate sounding
than dirty tricks, even
though the dirty tricks were
legal, it still would he very
embarrassing.’

“He (Magruder) said, ‘You
are aWware that the Demo-
crats -have filed a civil suit
agianst this committee?’

“I said, ‘Yes, I have read
that in the paper.’

“He said., ‘Do you know
what immediate discovery
is?’

“(Magruder said) ‘They
may get immediate discov-
ery, which means they can
come in at any moment and
SWO0Oop in on our committee
and take all of the files and
subpoena i1l of the records,
and you know what would
happen if thev did that”

“I conjured up ,in -my
mind that scene and became
rather excitable and knew I
didn’t want {o see that. So }
said, ‘Well, be specific.

“And he (Magruder) said,
‘Well, you were in charge of
the surrogate campaign, You
were very concerned about
radical elements disrupting
rallies and so forth, and i
said, ‘Yes’ and he said.
‘Suppose that we had au-
thorized Liddy, instead of
the dirty tricks, we had au-
thorized him to infiltrate
some of these radical
groups.” He said, ‘How could
such a program could have
cost $100,000?°

“And I thought very
quickly of a conversation T
had had with a young man
in California in December,
as a matter of fact, and I
said, ‘Jeb, that is very easv.
You could get 10 college-ace
students or 24- or 25-year-old
students, over a period of 10
months.” Mr. Magruder had
prefaced his remark by say-
ing from December on. And
I said, ‘You can pay them
$1,000 a month, which they
would take their expenses
out of that,” and I said, “That
is $100,000.

“And he said, ‘That is
right” He said, ‘Would vou
be willing, if T made that
statement to the FBI, would
vou be willing to corroho-
rate that when I came to
vou in December and asked
vou how much it would cost,
that that is what you said?’

“That was the net effect.
the net of his question. T
thought for a moment and I
said, ‘Yes, I probably would
do that” I don’t remember
saying yes, but I am sure I
gave Mr. Magruder the im-
pression I would probably
do that, and that was the
end of the conversation.”

Subsequently, Porter testi-
fied yesterday, he told the
FBI, the grand jury and the
jurors in the Watergate trial
the same story he and Ma-
gruder had arranged during

. that June meeting. *

In the Watergate trial,
fagruder appeared as a wit-



ness before Porter did on
Jan. 23, and testified that
Liddy was allocated $100,000
to gather intelligence on
possible violence against
“surrogate” candidates who
were speaking for Mr. Nixon
in the primaries.

Magruder also {estified
that another $150,000 was
appropriated fer Liddy to
gather intelligence ahout
possible violence at the Re-
publican National Conven-
tion. Magruder said that
Liddy actually  received
$199,000 of the $250,00¢ that
had been appropriated for
these assignments,

In fact, according to (‘t}‘im'
tes‘umony at the Watergate
trial, that money was used,
at least in part, for the fi-
nancing of the Watergate
bugging.

Former Nixon ecampaign
treasurer Sloan had testified
before the Senate commit-
tee Wednesday that he
warned the Watergate pros-
ecutors, without effecl, he-
fore the trial that Magruder
had unsuccessfully tried to
get him to commit perjury
by agreeing that Liddy had
received only $45,000.

Porter said vesterday that
Magruder 2lso had as
him to “inecrease the a
of money that T was going
say that I gave to Mr. Liddy
and 1 said. ne. 1 would 2
do that. e (Magruder) said,
‘Why not? ’

“1s
solutelv, I 5
that 4 mumﬂ of mmf(\\r and
will not sav I gave that
amount of money.

“I said, “The conversation
that you are asking the {o
relate. 1 can conceive of it
happening because I would
have told vou that in De-
cember if vou had 3
me.” And that is a strange
answer, but that is the an-
swer 1 gave him
(Magruder).”

Porter said Magruder did
not explain why he wanted
the higher figure used. Por-
ter told the committee he
did not inform the proseeu-
tors before the frial that
Magruder had =
fabricate a siory.
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Thompson: My, Porter,
I understand i,
rm*m’ here

. Thompson,
wa Hw? I wor 11d agree inij-
tially 1o rm’m,(n’f:(“ a sto
that Mr. Magruder was go-
M'f to tell to the FBI, which

[ felt was, in effec , replac-
m;f one lawful du‘(lmrizzmma
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zation.

Thompson: Well, was it or
was if not a false Story

Porter: Yes, that is abso-
lutely correct, it was a fa

statement,

Thompson: Well, you gave "
this false statement to the
grand jury.

Porter: Yes, sir.

Thompson: And yeu gave

- it at the trial in January,

Forter: Yes, sir.

Porter told the  Senate
committee that in Apr il, Ma-
gruder called him in New
York and told him, “T hings
are getling a Tittle hot down
here.”

Porter said he told Magru-
der he did not stand
because. “Jeb . you have
always 1!1(:1(»&& to me that
you were mnot involved in
any of these matiers.” M.
gruder, Porter said, told him
e would keep him in

days  later, Portesr
satd, Magruder told him io
talk to Paul O'Brien. icne of
the re-election committee
vers, and tell him to call
Principal Assistant United
States Attorney Farl J, sil-

ing,
you

bert to arrange a
“and tell Tarl
know.”
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tone of 3
~-deep hole.

“He said, “Yes, I know
that. but,” he said. “I got
wou into this and, © he said,
“the least 1 « do is help
you zet out of i
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