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Sirica Asks " :

Why Payoffs
Were Madeﬁ;‘

Washington

Judge John J. Sirica, fri§” ™

trated by unanswered ques-
tionsy after eight weeks -of
‘the Watergate coverup trial,

tooki over guestioning of de- _
fendant John N. Mitchel}:

yesterday as to why the bup-
glarsiwere paid thousands of
dollars in cash.

“The thing I can’t under-
stand in this matter is what
reason there was for paying
these people anything,” Siri-
ca said after excusing the
jusry, late in the day. “Was it
out .of goodness of someone’s
heart? ... I can’t see any

obligation.”

Mitchell, the former attor-
ney general and the firstipt
the,five coverup defendants
to take the stand, testlfled

" knew.

tional Committee
ters.

headquar-

“I can’t enlighten you,
your homnor,” he replied. *I
didn’t start it. I didn’t make
the decision. I have nothi
to *zdo with the subject ma§
fer e’

Aﬁl that point in the tense
exdg\aange chief trial prost
r James F. Neal ]um
tgxs feet.

@‘he testimony to date is
thaf he started it,” Neal
shouted, pointing at Mltchell
se%ed on the witness stand

Mltchell s composure
cracked: ‘‘Mr. Neal, that’s
the’third shot you have tak-
en at me, and I resent it .
That’s the third cheap shot
he’s s had at me this week.”’

’Pestlmony during the trial
of Mitchell and four former
aides to Richard M. Nixon

has indicated that the Wa-

telﬁate burglars were paid
nedrly $430,000 fri ‘
1972, through the g
197”,?; Two major vmtnesses
has%e testified that the sole
purpose was to keep the
men quiet about the bugging
scandal and not implicate

high.. %fﬁr:lals at the White

House" and the Nixon Tre-

eTitation to the J?j%gggr.
lier in_the day, Mitchell tes-
titied that on three oceasions
he. rejected the plan,that fi-
nally Tesulted in the Watel-
gate burglary in June'“1972.

Adfer excusing the jury Si-
rica. kept hammering at his
main point — what obliga-

tion, «if any, did thg:,wmlxon ;

campa1gn have to pay the

h)

\ BaEY; geCol. 1
410%1?ag% I"Z:
men anythmd

“I can’t undex;s,tg LW,
all, bhese thousﬁ sk

of dollars fyes
to these peopl%»;
to the Dem@cl

fees unless %omﬁone

they had done so

wrong, e Simi
T
wasn t

paign)

of dollars to people
came in off the street?
they in the busines;
throwing. the (re-elec
comrmttee away?”’

Mltchell insisted to S J
that it was his understan
1ng qone of the money
to the burglars came-f
the: ca@pmgn Previous
timony, however, has |
that virtually all' the
came from campaign

perfect rlght” as at
judge to seek out the
Sirica said he had “no :
able to satisfy” his own
mind, about the purposeifor
the payments and s he
1mag1ned some or all of the
jurors: also were wondering
why: the Nixon campaighielt
obligated to supportshthe
meny; 3 h

Mitchell, during his first
two hours on the witness
stand, calmly disputed: all
the: major testimony against
him. /He testified thatﬁ;‘ve

e

3 Never approve 'the
bugging’ operatign and never
received or saw any of the

Watw,_gate amests mcludmg
thag of a campaign e

ing his appearance befoxe
the Senate Watergate com-
mittee last year.

@ Never directed anyone
to call Attorney General

- Richard G. Kleindienst in an

effort to get the burglars out
of jail. - W

e Did not approve ﬁﬁalse
press-release put out by the
Nixon campa1gn on June 18,
1972, «
palgn“ nowledge or involve-
ment. 1 Watergate.

° Néver Suggested to Jeb.

Stuart Magruder that he
“have a fire” to burn: the
“GemsStone” file con:tammg
the ﬁwretap reports,. and
neverstold anyone to Q@stroy
any gocuments ol

Bﬁt he acknowledged that
while he was fully Briefed
abont, Nixon campaign in-
ement in Watergate im-
mediately after the Tests,.
an shortly  theéreafter
learned of other illegal ac-
tivities undertaken by the
White House, he never
passed this mformatmn on
to law enforcement agen-
cies.

“I “made a very conscious
decision that these matters
would bear upon the Presi-
dentds re-election and I was
not going to volunteer the in-
ation  to anybody,”
Mitchell said.

“It was your belief that
President Nixon had no
connection with or involve-
ment” in these matters?”
asked Mitchell’s attorney.

“Yes sir,” Mitchell 're-
plied. “Tt certainly, most as-

- suredly was at that time.”

Mitchell said that the idea
for a, ﬁl million program of
kldllap' g and surveillance

s fi

He sald he told Liddy. at a

isavowing any cam-- ~and said, ‘net again’

meeting on Jan. 27, 1972,
“to takefﬂmt stuff out and
burfeit” " - ¥

A secovﬁd Theeting Wlth
Liddy cameiiabout a week
later, Mitchell said, and was
termmated by h1m aand’
White House cotit orfm
W. Dean III, “whi
was something not to be dlS-
cussed in the office of the at-
torney general.”

Finally, Mltchell testified,
Magrude1 presented ~him

. with a modification ‘of the

Liddy plan in Key Bls,cayne

- Fla, on March 30, 1972. ©

I recall,” he said, “I thre,w
the paper. back.at, Magrudei*
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JOHN MITCHELL LEAVING COURT

He took the stand in his own defense in the coverup trial




