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Reozo Probed on

By Bob Woodward and Carl Bernstein
Washington Post Staff Writers

The Senate Watergate commlttee

has obtained testimony alleging ithat
$50,000 in cash, given by a food chain

executive to Charles G. (Bebe) Rebozo -
as a secret contribution to President .

Nixon’s re-election effort, never reach-
ed the President’s campaign committee
as intended, according to infofmed
sources.

Rebozo has acknowledged in sworn

. testimony that he received an envelope

" containing $50,000, the sources:said.
He contends that he turned the money
_over to Frederick C. LaRue, a Nixon
campaign official who has pleaded
guilty to obstructing justice :in . the
Watergate case.

LaRue, however, has. testlﬁed in.+a

1 closed door session. that he did not

nd, in the words
o him,
say: sfor Sure that he knows posm;yp'ly
that he did not get the money . .
According to independent sources
investigators for the Senate commlttee
have been unable to find any record
that the $50,000 was received by the
President’s campaign committee, * ¢
The sources reported that investiga-

alecewe the. Ja0neYy .

$50,000 contribution represent a . pat-
tern in which Rebozo, never officially
a fund raiser for the Nixon campaign,
collected secret cash contributions‘that
may: never have been used for cam-
paigh purposes.

‘Another contmbutlon they are’ in-

vestlgatmg, the sources said, mqolves

$100,000 in cash that Rebozo received
semissary  of bﬂhonalre How-
hés+ Rebozo testified that he

LR

es:
keptsthat $100,000 ingg sate deposit box
for three years and then returned it.
But President Nixon’s personal lawyer.

Herbert W.. Kalmbach, has testified
that Rebozo told him portlons of the

$100,000 were either lent or given to
the President’s secretary, Rose Mary

Woods, and Mr. Nixon’s brother, F.
Donald Nixon.

Senate investigators are attempting
to determine what happened to the
newly, discovered $50,000—allegedly
given to Rebozo by A. D. Davis, vice
chairman of the Winn-Dixie Corp. a
food chain headquartered in Jackson-
ville, Fla.

idAccording, to Rebozo’s, testimony
about the $50 000, he::received the
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" days be;fore a ne?w campa1gn
finance law took effect on
_April 7, 1972. The transac-
tion, which did not have to
be reported publicly. under
the then-curreht campalgn
fmance statutes, took\place

: avis :an‘d Rebozo
festified that the

2o, 2! MAR said.

“He can

. “The Davis $50 000 -puts, e—r
tors now are seeking to find out :
whether circumstances surrounding the .

Ctee. ¢

g the $100 000 Hughes'
. ‘bution for six:monthi

" prok lem”

\(,

money was mtended as a

secret! contributions i re-
ceived during the pen‘“d n
question—-rnone of ‘

-vis money reached”
Nixon campaign, the som ces
; g

W1111am 'S. Frates wer
Washmgton yesterday:
pearing before the Senate
Watergate: committee. They
and Davis and LaRue could
not be reached for comment
yesterday o

A source familiar with the

; mveSJ.tgatlon said that Re-

bozo may have give:

lesser amount of camp ;gn :
. cash to LaRue six 'months

after the April 1972, trans—
action. - - i

“But there is nothing fo

explam the Whereabout

the' ' Davis $50 000 i

source said. ;
Another sourceobselve, %

bozo right' in the midd
again. And there is. checkidug
that should be done igfo °
others who may have given
he same way +..” e
: ccordmgly, .the Senafe‘

cial ret:ords and documenta- ,
tion of other transactmns )
Frates, the lawyer for Re-
bozo flled a lawsult yester-

to tu1n over most of tl
ords sought by the c

Senate mvestlgator

aceording to several
committee sources, ha
tained a vast amount of
tradxctory testimony . abo
its’ purpose and ultimate’
posmon ; :

cently that ‘President Ni
himself might have “a legal
concerning %ﬁle

$100,000: from Hughes. . T
source - declined to elal
on the nature of thi
d ficulty. C
*The same source*sald that

the White House has beecn :
10

1pvolved in attempts’

- that Mr:
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e dished,

Mzssmg $50,000"

the Senate commit-

effect in any case, sure.and
there has never been a

‘stonewall  (erected at the
‘ Wh1te House) without a rea-

son. I

The refe1ence to
“storewall” is. a term used
by the President’s former-

' taop aides and on occasion .

the President’ himself, ac-
icording to the edited White:

House transeripts released’

last week. It means to erect

7 barrler or prevent dlsclo-‘

sure..

Senate comm1ttee invest- .
' 1gxators have received testi-

mon,y concerning Mr. Nixon
+'the tangled. $100,000
fransactlon ‘

Rlchard G Danner, the
,xhe Hughe§ Tl
ire who deliv

in’ tw ‘Ihstallments in 1969

: and‘ 1970, has testified that-

Mr. leon was present at a
1968 meeting during which a

request was made for a cord -

tribution from Hughes.
.. In 1973 when the Internal
* Revenue Service began in-
vestigating Rebozo’s role' in
receiving the. $100,000, Re-
bozo sought the adv1ce of
-Kalmbach, Mr, Nixon’s per-
sonal at’corney.

According to

from Kalmbach
about how to handle-i inquiries
concernling the $100,0004

A subsequent Kalmbach-
Rebozo meeting took ;
at the White House on g&pml
30, 1973 the date of a major
overhaul of 'the #White
House staff; (That day. the
President accepted the res-
ignations of top aides H.R.

. Haldeman and John D./Ehrl-
; 1chman and fired John W.

Dean IIL.)

- Kalmbach has testified
that at hat meeting Rebozo
informed him that sone of
the money had gone to Niss
Woods and Donad Nixon.
Both Miss- Woods and Don-

ald Nixon have demedi re-

celvmg any money from‘ Re-,

" bozo.

Kalmbach reporedly: ttld
Rebozo at the meetings that
~the Q}RS should be oldhe fu

- stas

+boz6-Kalmbach meetin , Re-
bhozo—apparently J;ejectmg
Kalmbach’s advice— sought-
advice from another lawyer,

100,000 to Rebozo, =

_ several -
sources, Kalmbach has testi- °
fied he was told:- by Rebozo .
Nixon personally: :
suggested Rebozo get a Iegalf
' opinion

thln ‘weeks of hg Re--

- urged him to see Mr.

tax attorney Kenneh W.

Gemmill of jphiladelphia.
‘Gemmill . who has been

one of the chief advisers to

" the Pres.1dent on tax mat-

ters,’ srecommended retirn-

" ing the $100,000, He ‘appar-

ently was told by Rebozo
that/ it was kept in a safe de-
osit: box and mnot: touched
for.three years:
“The President next ap-
pears in the story about
May 90 1973, Wwhen he met
with’ Rebozo and Danner at
Camp David. The day be- |
fore, Rebozo had unsuccess-
fﬂ‘lly tried to persuade Dan-:
ner to take back the monéy,
the sources said, 11

Howeve,;;,, Dannen, 'Rebozo
and spokesmen “for the Pres--
‘ident have all sa1d that the

ures in the chanj;‘.%

"on Qet. 18, 1973 two days

before Mr. Nixon ordered
the fu'mg of special Water-
gate prosecutor Archlbald
Cox ‘

On that day and the
,’Presldent’s directio: ‘White
House chief of staff Alexan-
der M. Haig Jr. called Attor-
ney: General Elliot Richard-
'son to complain about. Cox’s

' investigation of ‘Rebozo, the’
. sources -

said. Tiast week
Haig invoked executive priv-
1lege before the Senate com-

" mittee and refused to tes-
L tlfy )

The sources saxd Halgs;

. call .to Richardson: occurred

on'the morning of the same

. day Rebozo was mformed by

an IRS agent/in Florida that’
Cox had subpoenaed Rebo-
z0's tax records.

portedly 48 e trying
rmine if Rebozo com-

plg . President
ahoy tigation, and
one Sour s said that in-

C _r
vestigators believe the Cox
probe of Rebozo’s taxes may
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fir :
' Six days after the ﬁrmg
of Cox, the President—at a
pres§ conference on Octl 26
—supported . Rebozo’s state-
ments and actlon on: the\
$100,000.

“Now with regard to Mr
Rebozo,” the President said
in"answer to a question; “let
me ‘say that he showed, I
think, very good Judgment
in doing what he did. He re-
ceived a contribution. ‘He

iwas'prepared to turn 1t over
“to the finance chaitman
when the finance chamman
was, appomted

““But in that 1nter1ude af-
ter he received the contribu-
tion;and before the fmancé

i chalrman was appomted ‘the
Hughes company, as you all
: know had an internal fight
".of massive proportmns and
t that such a contribu-
o the eampaign might
. prove to be embarassing. ;
“And I would say that any °
_individual, and partlcularly
a;banker who would hgwe a
confribution of $100,000 and
not touch 11:-—because it'w

%rﬁfo\ ‘to

that is a;prettv good . indica-.
tion that he is a totally hon\
‘est man, which he is.”




