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Mr. Cacheris tried to get Mr.
Magruder to retreat from this
contention, mentioning that a
report by the Federal Bureau
of Investigation of an inter-
view with Mr. Magruder on
April 19, 1973, after he began
cooperating with the authori-
ties, said. that Mr. Mitchell had
not given “absolute” approval
of the Liddy plan.

Mr. Magruder _replied that
the F.B.I. was “‘paraphrasing”
his remarks, adding that “that
should be made clear to the
jury.” . ‘

Then he said that he had
been nervous the day of the
F.B.I interview and that he
had been trying to be “very
specific.”

He said that the word
“absolute” was a reference to
his statement that Mr, Mitch-
ell’s approval of the plan had
not been “enthusiastic.”

Tennis S.E,— Agnew

Mr. Cacheris turned later to
another of> Mr. Maguder’s
statements yesterday, that Mr.
Mitchell had told him on the
evening of June 19, 1972, to
“have a fire” at his house to
burn the file containing the
Liddy plan. Mr. Cacheris
brought out that Mr. Magruder
had never testified about this
alleged order from Mr. Mitchell
in earlier testimony, implying
that Mr. Mitchell had never
given such an order or Mr,
Magruder would have remem-
bered it earlier.

The lawyer then asked, “Did
you immediately leave and go
destroy the file?” Mr. Magruder
said no. :

Q. What did you do?

A. Idrove to Bethesda and
played tennis.

Q. You played tennis with
a man named Agnew? [Mr.
Cacheris was-referring to for-
mer Vice . President Spiro T.
Agnew.]
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Well, Mr. Cacheris said, did
Mr. Magruder leave the file
containing the Liddy plan in
the car?

Mr. Magruder began to smile.
No; he said, he took it to the
tennis court. .

“You put this sensitive file
on the tennis court?” Mr. Ca-
cheris asked.

Mr. Magrider began to laugh.

“I put it in my briefcase,”
he said, “and put it on the ten-
nis court,”

Then what happened, Mr.
Cacheris asked. 5

“I returned home and had
the fire,” the witness said.

Mr. Magruder was questioned
later by Frank Strickler, one of
Mr. Haldeman’s lawyers. Mr.
Strickler elicited the concession,
made yesterday under question-
by Jill Wine Volner of thé prose-
cution, that Mr. Magruder had
began to work on the cover-up
as soon as the break-in occur-
red and that he had done so
without' any ‘instructions from
Mr. Haldeman. ’

Mr. Strickler also drew from
Mr; Magruder the statement
that some of his testimony at
the Senate Watergate hearings
involving John. W. Dean 3d’s
supposed involvement in the
planning "of the intelligence-
gathering operation was inac-
curate.

“I probably misspoke,” the
withess said.

Mr. Strickler also elicited
testimony regarding Mr. Ma-
gruder’s plea bargaining with
the prosecutors.” But he did
not get any substantial re-
tractions of the testimony that
Mr. Magruder gave yesterday.

Mr. Magruder will be cross-
examined tomorrow by lawyers
for Mr. Parkinson, who was

hired by the election commit-

tee after the break-in.

_ It is unclear whether lawyers
for Mr. Mardian will cross-ex-"
amine tomorrow. David G
Bress, who is representing Mr.
Mardian with Thomas C. Green,
is ill, apparently with a serions
throat condition. There was
some talk today about severing
Mr. Mardian’s case as a result.

Attorneys for Mr. Ehrlichman
declined to cross-examine Mr.
Magruder.
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