Charges of Lying Traded

SFChronicke

New York &

The defense rested yester-

day in the Mitchell-Stans

trial with Maurice H. Stans,
badly shakef and ashen-
faced, ‘conceding that there
were discrepancies between
his grand jury and trial tes-
timony, but angrily denying
that they were lies.

- . Instead, in an emotional
plea to the jury, the former

secretary of commerce at-'

tributed these discrepancies
to “my state of mind and
anxiety over my wife’s con-
dition.”

“Haven’t you testified

talsely under oath for the
Jast two days ”’ demanded
John R. Wing, the chief
prosecutor, as he wound up
a sweeqing, - damaging
Cross- examm;a’mon of Stans.

“’Abso‘lﬁtely not.. That’s a
lie, Mr. Wing, and you know
it,” answered Stans.

“Weren't they (his grand -

jurytestimony) complete
fabrications?” askeds the
prosecutor, hos own voice
trembling in anger as he
leaned over the lectern and
faced the defendant.

“No."  Stans” replied.
“They were my best recol-
lection at ‘the time in my

state of mind and my anxie- .
tv' over my wife’s condition

when she was so cnucally i
and about to die.”!

“"That answer was -ordered
stricken’ from the record aft-
er Wing objected to it.

The -drama started early
in theday, with Stans admit-

ting to a discrepancy that
goes to the heart of his de-
fense.:

He and former Attorney
General John N. Mitchell
are accused of acceptmg a
secret $200,000 cash contri-
bution to Presideft Nixon’s
re-election campaign, which
theyled at the time, from
Robert L. Vesco, a financier,
in return for atiempting to.

impede and quash. a Securi- .

ties and Exchange Commis-
sion mvestlgatlon of Vesco.

One of the mainthrusts of

.__sa1d If 1 gwe in ca
. getn the

the defefse has been that it
was Vesco; now a fugitive,

'whg insiste d that the contri- -

bution be: in .cash and: kept
secret ‘and not Stans, or
Mitchell; as the gove;nment
contends

Buz Wing first readsto the
witness the testimony Stans'
gave his own attorney, Wal-
ter J. Bonner, under direct’
examination on Wedfesdayl
Then, Wing readsthe testi-
mony on the same pointthat:
Stans gave when he first tes-
tified before the grand jury
on. March 5, 1973.

The: Wedfesdaystestlrnony
was as follows:

', (Vesco) said, ‘How do
‘youswant this?’ (the contri-
bution): I said, ‘Well, most
people give by check, some
people give in stock, and

é*

some ‘people give in caeh ;

. that’s up to: :you.’.He
ydoT
mammum prwa-

D i
ey’

mony, Wing asked ‘‘Well,

you do recall that there'was

some kmghcatlon by Vesco at
that time, at that meeting,
that he wanted privacy?”

' “Yes. Absolutely,” Stans
_ replied.

Then ng reads to Stans -

his March 5 grand jury testi-
mony, which follows:

‘““Had Mr. Vesco asked
that it (the contribution) be
accepted anonymously””

“No.”. \

D1d Vesco ever request

that he be reported anony-
mously" o
“No. I ddn’t thmk 80, no.”

.Wing then said, quietly, .

“Did you give those answers
at that time, Mr..Stans?”

After reading this portlon
Stans’ Wedfesday3 testi--

APR 2 0 1974,

md ‘M, Wing; but

Here the prosecutor inter- .

rupted by askmg ‘Andnev-
er in the grand jury did'you
say ahything about Vesco
askmg for prlvacy, did
yout? 7’ :

“I am not sure. I would
have to read the record,”
Stans said. “I think I did,
but ‘privacy’ and ‘anonymi-
ty’ are not the same thing to
me;” o

“When was the last time
you read it (the grand jury
testlmony) partlally'?"’ mg
asked.

“Last night. Anonylmtyw
‘me meant “

Agam the witness was in-

‘ terrwpted with this com-.

pendmg ”

en weft on Wrefer
the to#Stans’ testimony be-
fore the grand jury on Apm
23,; his second appearance,
and e read2Stans this sec-

 tion from that testimony:

“You wanted to protect
‘» racy of Vesco?”

What was it thaﬁ );v
said or done by Vesco or’ any
of his ~ associates which

- caused2you to act in-that
: way"”

“Nothlng that was done or

"Vesco or any of his
s. It was the time
the comtribution came in‘and
the fact that we were shift-
ing records from those that

were cenﬁdennal to those -

that were public, the fact
that we were being harassed
by the press. . .”

-After Wing completed his
cross-examination, Bonner
went- to, re-direct examina-

tion of his client. It was then -

that, in answering a ques-
tion, Stans turned toward
the jury and made his recol-
lection  “hazy” during the
period that he.testified be-
fore the grand jury. He'went
on: |

: ’f the w1m;ess‘

swered.

. Staii

nger at Stans Trlai

“Tt ruined my me?nory of
. the things I had .done be-
' cause I had.worked without :
coneentration on what Iwas
doing:- My mind was on her i

d‘

. I put people in
wrong. places, events in
wrong ‘dates, and’confused
situations. I have told the
truth ~Mr. Bonner.”

‘All the way?” bonner

‘ asked

CAI the Way,” Stans an-

“On your oath?”
1#On my oafth . as'Stanq
answer. . .-

One diser epancy yesﬁer»
day appeared to be particu-

- larly important.

It involved John W. Dean .
(111, former counsel fo. the
President. who has testified

at thls trial.

© Stans admitted during his
trlal testimony that he had-

‘spoken with Dean about Ves-
.co in the fall of 1972.

Before the grand jury,
~had denied that those
partxcular conversations had

)

R

s!the sﬂ';uatmn, Mr)

taken place. One count of -

the indictment charges that’

committed perjury
Whe'n he denied the conver-
sations to the grand jury.

Stans also said yesterday
that in a deposition on Aug.
28, 1972, he could not re-
member the names of the
secret conn'lbutms to the
campaign, mcludmo Vesco.

He did, however, recall ali
of those names-yésterday.

“You had forgotten all
about = Mr. Vesco, Mr.
Stans?” Wing said, sitting
dowmn, not waiting for an an-

; swer, iending lus ‘question
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