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Defendan Ass{er‘ts' He-Was
Kept in Dark About the
Facts of Watergate

By LESLEY OELSNER
Special to The New York Times

WASHINGTON, Dec. 9—John;
D. Ehrlichman took the stand
in his own defense today at
the Watergate cover-up trial, a
defense that sought to shift the
blame, to former President Rich-
ard M. Nixon. _

Mr. Ehrlichman was. inter-
rupted after. less than two
|hours ‘of testimony, however,
by a heated legal argument in
which the chief prosecutor,
James F. Neal, accused him of
participating in a. “charade
with Mr. Nixon.

Mr. Neal charged that Mr.
Ehrlichman had written
“phony report” on Watergate
for Mr. Nixon to use in April,
1973, in explaining Watergate

alfi

to the public.
He said that the report,
which Mf. Ehrlichman contends

contained-only a fraction of the
mforrmatrbn that Mr: Nixon re-
ceived ’ehree weeks earlier, on
March 21, from another Nixon
aide, John ‘W. Dean 3d.,

Jury Not Present .
“It was. one co-conspirator

co-conspirator so: they could
rely on it,” Mr. Neal said.

It was the “ultimate” in the
scheme td ‘“draw the Wagons
around the White H 1se,” by
placing the blame far Water-
gate on- people out$1de the
White House, he added

QS

‘lof the presencé of .the jury,
‘|but with Mr. Ehrlichman, who
’shook hrs* head' from time ta
‘Itime as; the prosecutor, spoke,
still on the witness stand.
Technically, it was an argu-
.ment over, whether two docu-

report, were adrmssrb\e ‘as evi-
dence.
© Tells of Assxgnmeht

] lichman’s chief de-
: ttorney, William S.
F;ates, argued that both docu-
ments should be.shown to the

was written on April 13, 1973,

nents, the elght-page feport iny
question and a second, ngrlefer i

iand that he had then urged Mr.

‘Continued on Page 50, Column 6

jury as part of the proof of Mr.
Ehrlich lon that he
had"-sough

about Watergate for M Nixon

Nixon to get the truth o )

Mr. Ehrlichman, under igtes-
tioning by Judge John J. Sirica,
said that he wrote the report at
home on the night of April 13
after interviewing various per-

sons for the previous 10:days.
Mr. Ehrlichman told the.jury

earlier in the afternoon that Mr.
Nixon instructed him at the end |
of March, 1973, to put himself
“in. a position”jto advise Mr.
Nixof on Watez@te matters on

H reportsm ¢ontained
. mformatlon damaging to their

giving a'statement to another .

.|reported

Contmueql‘@rbm »

both t
“the faot; s
Accordmg to Mr. Ehrhchman
who was Mr. Nixon’s chief: do-
mestic laffairs = adviser,” Mr.
Nixon gave him this assignment-
after it became apparent that
\Mr. Dean—who had prevxously
been in’ charge of finding out
about Wa,tergate for Mr. glxon |
—was' too deeply mvohged to .

do so. ...
“The ﬁrhchman defense is

lymg law’f Qﬂd

, thus thatMr. Ehrlichman wrote
_.the repo

‘as part of his asslgn-
ment afid s part of a smcere
effort t0inform Mr. Nixon:!

The argument on admissibil-
with Ju&" Sirica reservmg “de-
cision. .

Lawyers for three of the
other “défendants, Johi¥ ‘IN.
Mrtchell.m;Robert C. Mardian

nd Kenneth ‘Wells Parlgmson
d to . admlttmgu, the

1

‘o‘nd report was&on an
v "that. Mr. Ehrli’chman :
ith*Paul O’Brien, a law-
yer for“the Nixon re- eectlon
committée. The ob]ectln Jaw-
yers contended that th€ two
inaéclirate

.

clientsid«
‘| Mr. Neal said that as: far as
the = Government  wasi® con-|

'Icernedithe did not object:to the

introduction of the report be-
cause the White House {tapes
played:at the trial showed it
to be-false and part of-the
“charade,” but that he did see
the problems it would present

. (for some of the defendants.
- The argument took, place out:

Although "the jury may not
see the;report, it is now-a mat-
ter of public record—along
with the lawyers’ comments.
Essentially, the report:is a !

of the events that ha
at ‘the trial
meetings at which intel ig
gathering plans were orw;nally
discussed, for instance, and the '
raising of money for the’ seven
men’ who participated in "the

quarters at the Watergate com-.
plex on June 1] %‘2‘2
5t it con-

formation
“ioral report that,

_,.gave to Mr. Nixon on

. Mr. Ehrlichman’s knowledge.

“iever,
7.'months after that conversation,

.3 . helped.”

‘|point, for instance,
much of; this: is hearsay, I can-|
Inot vouch for

‘|factual...

‘|and 'that Mr.
. : -z;yout
and ‘'say they were based on, Mr.

-|about Watergate

W‘W& WA

mcomplete infor-

matloh . bout events-that Mr.

] "*:Ehrhchman testified
itoday th’ht he talked to Herbert
’W Kalmbach, Mr. Nixon’s per-|
sonal lawyer, in the summer of
1972 about raising money for
the seven original Watergate
'!defendants Mr. Ehrlichman's
jaccount on the witness stand
‘was different from the account
'that Mr. Kalmbach gave. Mr.
|Ehrlichman described the con-
- |versation between the two as
far more limited than Mr,
. |Kalmbach had, but it did show

| The eight-page report, how-
purportedly . written

says, Mr. Kalmbach “may have

Uncertainty Expressed

Mr. Ehrlichman also testlfled
today that he learned in March,
1973, of the existence of a|
$350,000 -cash fund controlled
by H. R. Haldeman, Mr./Nixon’s
chief of staff,

Watergate defendants.
The report, however
Neal said, contains “not one
mention of the $350,000.” :
The report expresses uncer-k
tainty or lack of knowledge in,
some places. "

its ultimate
truth.” )
One *‘sentence in the report

lists several names,

The
sentence concludes thus! “But
|I cannot say whether this is |
I have not tried to
get far-into the aspect:” '

Judge Sirica, after listening]|:
to Mr. Neal’s comments on the |’
report, Tasked Mr. Ehrlichman
how mtich time he had taken to |
prepare to it. The Defendant
said that he ha dspent a couple
of hours writing it, after 10
days oftinterviews. W

“It “was by ‘no means an
exhaustitve mvestrgatlon, he
added.” :

Thejury has already heard
the tape recording of a Nixon-
Ehrlichman conversation on
April 141973, in which they
discuss-much of the same mate-
[rial that is in the written report
and mention tregword ‘report.”

The proseci

U s position is
that the two \ were discuss-
ing a'“scenarig’

at they could

follow.-to expigin Wafergate,
lixon could make
Watergate

1

statements

Ehrlichrhan’s -geport ‘The Ehr-
| lichman positign is that he was
in fact reporting, to Mr Nixon

The. existence of-.the docu-
ment became known when the
tape was played. In answer to
a question by one of the other
defense counsel ab the men-
tion. he word"! ort,” "Mr.
Frates said that there was in!
fact aifritten report.

Mr. ‘Ehrlichman then stood‘

_ from which |
money had been taken for thel

Mr.

It says- at one~
“Since so|

including |
‘|those of Mr. Mrtchell Mr. Mar-
dian and, Mr. Parkinscm, as|-
‘|“given to me as names of par-
't1c1pants in this effont.”

ments, it appeared that
the wrltten report was a set |
and that he had been!
g from them in the Ap-

14..meeting.
The’hzdocument produced in

court ;today, however,“on sta-
tionary .marked “Thé2 White

"House” and undated, wasswrit-|

ten almost entirely in complete.
'sentences, although there were
some abbreviations. Its first
sentence reads as follows:

" “In late March, you requested
that I undertake to detérmine
the facts and applicable law
relating to the Watergate
break-in and try to put myself
in position to advise you as
matters unfolded.”

During the argument ‘this
afternoon, Mr. Neal said’ that
Mr. Ehrlichman had prevrously
testified — presumably ‘before
the grand jury — that no such'
document existed. ‘

The Ehrlichman defehse at’
the cover-up trial is that-Mr.
Ehrlichman was kept in: the
dark by Mr. Nixon and, others
about the true facts of Water-
gate, ‘and that when Mr. Nixon
asked ‘him to find out about
Watergate in the spring. of
1973,°he ‘sought to do so.

This . afternoon before the
argument erupted ‘Mr. Ehrlich-
man began a chroniological ac-
count of the events as he un-

1 derstood “them- 1h‘3 onths
follov@i T dtergate
.'One’ d‘f"thoee*” v tﬁﬂ%‘s the

meetmg onrTung 28, 1972, at-
tended by Mr. Ehrhchi’hhn in
which Mr. Haldeman *told a
top Gil.A. official to intervene
with the head of the F.B.I. re-
garding the Watergate investi-
gation

Tape, recordings played at the
trial show that just before that
meeting, Mr. Haldeman and Mr.
Nixon had discussed the.politi-
cal damage that might. occur
if the F.B.I. pursued a certain
iline of inquiry in the Water-
‘gate investigation. The F.B.I
had started to trace money that
had been found on the Water-
gate burglars, and if that money
was traced competely,“through
a Mexican bank account and
elsewhere, it would leadiback
to Nixon campaign conbrlbu-
tions,

Mr: Ehrlichman testlfled to-
day | that he did not know;about
this Haldeman-Nixon

fion. until a few mONthS ago,
presumably, last Adg t, when
Mr. Nixon télease he tran-

scripts.




