secret and not, Mr. Stans or Mr.
. |Mitchell, -as “the»*Government
contends. ity

witness first the testimony Mr.
Stans. .gave - under direct” ex-
ination by his own attorney,

il
DEMES ANVLYING
ASDRPENSEREST

Walter J. Bonner, on Wednes-
e day,:and then the testimony on
Testimony to His Anxiety th;lz s fpoint tha;te;eg:gfave
ey whien he first testified before
Over Wlfeg IHI’I'ES& the “grand jury on March 5,
« 1973 '
The Wednesday testimony'
. was as follows:
“He [Vesco] said, ‘How do
you want this?’ [the contribu-;
tion.] “I said, ‘Well, most peo-|
ple give by check, some-people|
give instock, and somé people
give in“cash . . . that’s up to
you. He said, ‘If I give ini"cash,
do I get the maximum privacy?’
/Earlier Testimony
After reading this portion of
Mr. Stans’s Wednesday testi-
moeny, Mr. Wing asked, “Well,
you! do recall that there was
some‘ indication by Vesco at
that'time, at that meeting, that
he wanted privacy?” *

He Lays Discrepancies. in

By MARTIN ARNOLD

The defense rested yesterday
in the Mitchell-Stans trial with|
Maurice H. Stans, badly shaken
and ashen-faced, conceding that
there were discrepencies. be-
tween his grand jury and trial
testimony,. but angrily denying
that they were lies. '

Instead, in an emotional plea
to the jury, the former Secre-
tary of ' Commerce attributed
these discrepancies to “my
state of mind and anxiety .over
my wife’s condition.” o\

“Haven't you testified falsely
under oath for the lasttwo
days?” demanded John R; Wing,

| ‘associdt
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“Yes. absolutely,” Mr. Stans
replied. s

Then Mr, Wing read to Mr.
Stans his grand jury testimony,
which follows: 2
. “Had Mr. Vesco asked that
it [the contribution] be ac-
;cepted anonymously?”

“N'o ”»

the chief prosecutor, 'as he
wound up a sweeping. cross-|
examination of Mr. Stans. '

“Absolutely not. That's a lie,
Mr. Wing, and you know it”
answered Mr. Stans. o

“Weren’t they [his grand jury
testimony] complete ~fabrica-
tions?” asked the prosecutor,
hisiown voice tremblifg in an-
ger as he leaned over the lec-
tern and faced the defendant.

“No,” Mr. ‘Stans replied. |-
“They were my best recollec-|;
tion at the time'in 'my state
of mind and my “anxiety over
my  wife’s condition when she
was so critically ill @nd about
to die.” ,

Response Stricken

The answer was ' ordered
stricken from the record after
Mr. Wing objected to_it.

The drama started . early in
the-'day, with Mr. Stans’s ad-
mitting to a discrepancy that
goes' to the heart 6f his de-
fense, Heand former Attorney
General John N. ‘Mitchell are .
accused of accepting a secret |
$200,000 cash contribution to |me meant . . . .
President Nixon’s inreselection| | A8ain the witness was Inter-
campaign, “which they led at t‘Lqu L?'Sr}:s‘gclfﬁo;h 1§‘Icggq§1ter%i§g
the time, from Robert L. Vesco, |/pars is.any question pending.”
a financier, in return for at-
tempting to impedé and squash

“Did Vesco ever request that
he be reported anonymously?”

“No. | don’t think so, no.”

Mr. Wing then said, guietly,
“Did you give those answers
at that time, Mr. Stans?” .

“Yes, I did, Mr. Wing, but
there was . . .” the witnes be-i
gan. .

¢ Second Appearance .

Here the prosecutor  inter-
rupted, and asked, “And never
in the grand jury did you say|
anything about Vesco asking
for privacy, did you?”

“I'am not sure. I would have
to read the record,” Mr. Stans
said,;{I think I did, but ‘privacy’
and . ‘anonymity’ are not the
same. thing to me.” .

“When was the last time you
.read it [the grand jury testi-
mony] partially?” Mr. ‘Wing
asked, '

“Las: night.

Anonymity toli ;
» | performance of Mr. Fleming,
- and I have no doubt it was a

beforethe grand jury on April
23, his second appearance. and
“he read Mr. Stans:this section
from that- testimony:.
“You wanted -to
privacy of Vesco?”
“Yeg o e i
“What'ivas it that was said
or done hy Vesco or any of his’

a Securities and Exchange
Commission “investigation of
Mr. Vesco.

' One of the main_thrusts of
the defense has been that it|
was Mr. Vesco, now a fugitive,
who. insisted that the  contri-
bution” be. in cash and kept

p}zétect the!

€5*which catised you 1o
fa,;:t‘ dn“that“way?”- . s s
" “Nothing that was dofi ori

But Mr. Wing read 'toiithe| |S2id by Vesco or any ’ioiff-*?his'

associates.. It was the timgtthe
contribution came in and'“the
ifact that we were shifting rec-f
rords from those that were con--
fidential to those that' were
public, the fact that we ‘were
being harassed by the press. ..”

Mr. Stans and Mr. Mitchell
are  accused of perjury,’ con-
spiracy and ..ebstruction” of
justice in this chse.

After Mr. Wing completed
his cross-examination, Mr. Bon-
ner went to re-direct examina-
tion" of ‘his’ client, and it’ was
then ‘that, in answering a ques-
tion;*Mr. Stans turned toward
the jury and made his emotion-
al plea. In it he said his wife’s
illness had made his recollec-|
tion ‘hazy” during . the: period|
that ‘he testified before the|
grand; jury. He went on: i

‘Ruined My Memory®
“It ruined my memory of the

|things 'T had done because I

I had worked without concen-
tration on what I was” doing.
My mind was on her and her
problems. Really, that was the
situation, Mr. Bonner. 1 put
people in wrong places, events
in wrong dates, and confused
situations. I have told the
itruth..Mr Bonner” i

“All the way?,” Mr. Bonner,
-asked.’ ,‘

“All'the way,” Mr. Stans an-
swered. ;

“Of" your oath?”’

“On my oath,” was the an-
swer., H :
Thén Peter Fleming Jr., Mr.
Mitchell’s lawyer, cor‘rducted,i
his “'Givn brief cross-examina-
tion:The jury sat somewhat im-|
passively through Mr. ‘Stans’s
testimony, including his dis-
cussion about his wifé.

Mr. ' Fléming- injected a mo-
ment of furthér emotion by
|gulping two or three times, as|
|9he would befbre bicaking into
‘tears, before he asked, his few
questions,iwhich he ended with,l
“You have my respect, Mr. |
Stans.” N

Atthis; Mr. Wing asked that!
the.sentence be stricken from!
the record, and Judge Lée Pey
Gaglidrdi ordered it stricken, |

Aftera few more question of Mr.
Wing said, sitting down, not

re-cross-examination by Mr.

I‘Wing, the afternoon recess was waiting for

Mr. Bonner, «jumped from hisj
seat; and “shotited, “I almost
wepte-myself. I+had-tesuse all
my self-control, Are ‘ng emo-
tions allowed in a courtroom?”’;
‘At this Mr. Wing ‘snapped,
“Youw'll weep enough <at. the
summation.” i
“Ihope you’ll weep with me,”
said.Mr. Bonner.
“Now, now gentlemen, we're
‘getting to the end of the trial,”
‘said the judge, adding that
throughout the trial he=had,
been admonishing the jurors:
not to pay attention to the
lawyers and what they" say,
and:8o; the jury was not again|
‘astrugted to ignore the {per-!
“ermance.” 32
. Throughovt the day, athono
|*he discrepancies that were de-
iveloped bwv the prosecution.
‘wo of them anneared to he
marticularly - imnortant. One in-
olved Jo»n W. Dean 3d. for
mer .counsel to the President,
who has-testified at this trial.
“Mr, “Stans admitted during
his. trial testimony that he had
spoken with Mr. Dean about
Mr: "Vesco. in the fall of 1972.
Before the grand jury;—Mr.
Stans denied that those par-
ticular conversations had taken
place, One.count of the indict-
ment’ charges that Mr. Stans
comunitted perjury when.. He
denied the conversations to the
grand jury.
Mr. Stans also said yesterday
that in a deposition on Aug. 28,
1972, int the civil case when the

Democrats sued over the Wa-.

tergate break-in he could not
remeémber the names of the

secrét contributors to the cam- -
paigh, including Mr. Vesco. He
did, however, recall all those
names yesterday. o
“You had forgotten all about
“Vesco, Mr. Stans?” Mr.

an answer, ending

called.” The moment the jury| his questioning.

filed out of the courtroom; the
prosecutor jumped to his feet,
and said, “I move that you ad-
vise thejury to disregard the

perforthance.”
Judge Gagliardi agreed that
“it was a remark that should

Mr. Wing then went on to|: ROt have been made at all.

refer to Mr. Stan’s’s testimony|:

Prosecutor Presses

And Mr. Wing, still angry,
countered with, “I am referring
to the:complete performamce.”
Mr. Fleming’s questioning Mr.
‘Stans “as if he were half in
tears — is a gross miscarriage
jof justice,” Mr. Wing said. “I
don’t think Mr. Fleming should.

]

| get away with it.”

At this Mr. Stan’s lawyer,| '

Mr. Bonner then got: Mr:

|Stans to say that the context
of that suit was the Watergate
jbreak-in—the first time the
jury .was ever aliowed to hear
the word Watergate—and then
moved for a mistrial on. that
ground, a motion which was
denied.:

After the defense rested, the

CGovernment started its rebuttal
case, with Richard Vine, the
director.of Offices of European
Affairs at-the State Department,
who testified about Mr. Mitch-
ell’'s calling him when Mr.
Vesco was jailed for a short -
time in Switzerland in ‘1971,
Mr. Vine,will continue on the
stand on Monday. ... -




