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Kleindienst Deal on
ATT Charge Refpori'ed

ted..sources

By Bob Woodwar’d
and Carl Bernstein
Washington Post

a from federal proﬁecu—
toxmnearly a year informa-
tion that would have linked
former Attorney General
John H. Mitchell's name
: with the five men arrested
m the Watergate break - 1n

(The sources said t‘hat one
of the ‘men convicted in. the

Washington

Former Attorney Géneral
Richard G. Kleindienst is
plea - bargaining, according
to informed sources, and has
tentatively agreed’ to plead
guilty to a misdemeanor
charge in conmnection with
his 1972 congressional testi-
mony about the Internation-
al Telegraph and Telephone
Co. (ITT) antitrust case.

In return for his guilty

plea, Kleindienst expects to.
Tecelve no;. prison .sentence

and believes that he will not
be disbarred from the prac-
tice of law in his home state
of Arlzona the sources-said.’

n Liddy, invoked the
dme of Mitchell in an at-
tempt to get the five men re-
leased from custody. Liddy

June 17, 1972, less than 12
hours after the bur glary the
sources said.

Klemdlenst was mter-
viewed” by the "FBI” “two
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Klemdlenst’s lawyer has
toldsth :

o,~ the ’I‘1mes said,
has no explanatlon
“about why he withheld the
information, despite the fact
that 'he rebuffed Liddy’s
suggestion.)

Kleindienst was out of the
country yesterday and could

leanor charge fof,
making false 'or mlsleadmg;
sworn' statements about the’,
ITT case- ‘during Senate con-

firmation hearings on his.
appointment as U.S. Attorv'.
ney General. :

Despite the lack of a flnal;
agreement, spec1al prosecu-
ter Leon Jaworski has 1nd1—
cated that he will probably

A spokesman for Jaworski’s
office declined to comment
or the case.

The special Watergate
prosecutor’s investigation of

acceft sucg:ﬁnan toalzlo%g%;i ‘Kleindienst concerns his
?gﬁgcesacco g 1o s sworn testimony at his sen-

ate judiciary committee con-
firmation hearings’ in the
spring of 1972, when Klein-
dienst was actmg attorney
general.

Those hearings focused on
llegatlons that the Justice
Department had agreed to
settle the ‘ITT antitrust cas-
es in-exchange for ITT’s do-
nation of at least $100,000 to

One well - placed sourte
reported that several mem- .
bers of Jaworski’s staff are
not pleased with the tenta- .
tive arrangement because
they believe that Kleindienst
should be indicted on a felo-
ny charge of perjury. Cons #
viction of a felony would au-
tomatlcally lead to dlsbar-
ment in Arizona.

Kleindienst’s plea bargam-' ;

~ ; hational conventjon.
.ing is the culmination of his ' Durmg his' senate testi~
apparently unsuccess: ‘

fle ' mony, Kleindienst said un-
struggle to avoid prosec- = der path that he “was not in-
tion ‘since April 30, 1973, tfle' ~ terjergd with by anybody at

day . President Nixon an- . the”Whlte House on the ITT
nounced the resignations of cases.
 ;

Kleindienst and three pr1ncx7 ' Since then Kleindienst has

‘pal White House aides —H. - voluntarily disclosed thatin

R. Haldeman, John D. Ehr. |
lie &an and John W.. Dean Apz;;l 1971, President Nixon

| to press the ITT case to the

(Meanwhlle the New :

ndienstwith- -

Watelgate burglary, &. Gor-:
don

talked to Kleindienst .on*

not be reached for comment. -

help.finance the Republican

| personally ordered him not’

Supreme Court a,shad been
recommended byitheJustice
Department antitrust d1v1-

 sion.

Klemdlenst ‘also, has saxd
— and the White House ha;
confirmed — that he threa-
tened to resign if the ITT
case could not be pursued;
and that the:president ac:
cordlngly reversed hls decx—
sion,, 7 i v




