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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

---- “ “\\ ' | : - FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA g |
Vs : "CRIMINAL CASE NO._ 1827-72
' ) s ’ 3
GEOKGE GORDON LIDDY ET AL = ) - F/[ 55’
RECELIRPI e Mo
’ YA 1973
Receipt is acknowledged, this date, of the following £ Q4P }
i N - ey
named documents from James P. Cepitanio, Deputy Clerk, in the » Clg,

above captioned case:

(1) Copy of transcript of proceedings held in chambers
on Tuesday, January 9, 1973, pages 1~8, inclusive,

(2) Copy of transcript of proceedings held in conference
room in rear of Ceremonial Court Room on January 11,
1973 (pages 133-155-B; inclusive.

.(3) Copy of transcript of proceeings of Friday, January 12,
1973, pages 302-318, inclusive. : _

(4) Copy of transcript of proceedings of Friday,'
January 12, 1973, pages 319-352, inclusive,

(5) Copy of transcript of proceédings of Friday,
January 26, 1973, held in chambers of Chief
Judge Sirica, pages 1676-1689 (1690).

(6) Copy of transcript of proceedings of Wednesday,
January 2%, 1973, held in chembers of Chief
-.Judge Sirica, pages 1490-1500-G; incl.

(6) Copy of transcript of proceedings held after
recess, Tuesday, January 27, 1973, pages 1466-1L467,
incl. - '

'ﬂj) a\ i s |
Lo W e 5
SAANWIM N 2y o R

.(Signaturg}iJj

Robert M McNamara, Jr
(Name Typed) ' \
Research Ascsistant to Chief Counsel
of the Senate Select Committee on
Presidential Campaign Activities

~Room 1418 (Wew Senate Office Building,
~ VWashington, DC (Phone 225-1453)

April 24, 1973
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(Excerpt of transcript of proceedings re

Cr. No. 1827-72, U.S. vs George Gordon Liddy,
et al, held in Chambers of Chief Judge John J.
Sirica, 9:30 a,m., on Wednesday, January 24, 1973
ordered Sealed by the Court,)

PRESENT: The Honorable Chief Judge John J. Sirica

Earl Silbert, Seymoure Glanzer, and Dongﬁg
- Campbell, Ass't. U.S. Attorneys

Peter Maroulis, Esq., Gerald Alch, Esq., and’
Bernard Shankman, Esq.

Todd Christoferson, Richard Azzarro --Law Clerks -
Nicholas Sokal, Official Reporter
*

* *

THE COURT: I believe it has been stated in the record
more than once whenever we have to have these conferences out oﬁ

presence of the defendants that they have approved of it, or

consented to it., I believe: that is on the record somewhere

along the line --the pretrial conferences, etc.
- MR. MAROQULIS: Yes, that is correct.
MR. ALCH: Yes, Your Honor.
THE COURT: Now, how much longer do you think you are
going to take, Mr. Silbert, having in mind we are not going to
sit tomorrow (Thursday) but we are going to sit a half day on

Saturday --9:00 till 12:00. That will give you plenty of notice

That is one of the things I want to talk to you about., We have
to move this case along., That will make up a half day since we
lost a day, or will lose a day tomorrow. We will really be losiln,
a half day.

MR. SILBERT: Your Honor, our problem is this: we haye

129 Page 4



f_1491'
-about ten witnesses forltoday and ten for Fridar, a. number of
"whom are short and we were a: little surprised by the total lack
-‘fof virtually any cross examination, and what we - thought would be '
'considered at. 1east with respect to defendant Liddy; maJor wit-
i g:f'*:; nesses. 4 . _- bocly | :‘ . | hd |
"~ We could finish on Saturday morning except we have thisn_
e 3.one problem«' for Saturday we have left over four witnesses,i

““three of whom are readily available but there is -one who is out

“a)

*of the country and works. in ‘the White House and won t be back

r%,a .'i'g:rif V'until Mbnday morning.--

e Ifﬁ_:' THE ‘COURT: That is all. right f}{av Y

1.

| MR SILBERT' 'I am saying we . don t reallp have anybod‘
. I__t_}:-fj‘:j-"' ".'...:..-for Saturday morning outside of _the -four set for anday morning '
o " Iland they are all kind of related including this one - from the -
White House._ we will be allcthrough by Friday, absent illness_
:_or something like that, you know with the flue we have been

running into.,-r' 'ﬁf

.4 d . . .

THE COURT Suppose with the exception of the witnesses“

2%y

to be called Msnday morning you should finish Friday afternoon

-sff*even if we have to sit later?-:‘ _ B
MR, rSILBERT* Right.:ﬂff:7'f . |
. e PR | } MR, GLANZER* | If e, could close FridaY afternoon SUbjeCt ‘

| fto the witnesses —-_=
MR SILBERT* No question about it, Your ‘Honor. 'Those
'four witnesses would take probably an hour and a ‘half altogether;

MR GLANZER So perhaps Your Honor could tell the.

I 7067, DocIdrﬁgﬂFZlEQ:_P&gé 5__,_: oy



i Jury even despite the fact with the two days off they shouldn -t

."feel it is being delayed

T My prediction was sbout six weeks.-;'

;forward with that be held Friday 8o at least I will have the;"

' they will bring in Friday has nothing to do with whether or, not

";g;“;fn_ | 1492

o

Lol

Lomle

'ment s case . is closing much earlier._ =

As the Court knows in my memorandum of law, in addition to citin

_cated that it would ‘hear argument on that at the close of the ul

jgovernment s case, but in order to avoid any delay and in order

'frankly, to enable me to more properly frame my defense I would':

respectfully request that argument on whether or not I can’ go

weekend to formulate my defense based upon your ruling. -

-take all day to put in their case9 :

my_suggested defense will be.relevant --deemed reLevant.

HW 7067 Docld:59]
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MR. GLANZER._ You could tell them because of cooperati

THE COURT. Assuming you’ put on a defense how much time
jdo you think it will take? ";: o f}' 5“?1 ’*’S*difii"

MR, ALCH - Your Honor, on behalf of Mr. MhCord before_

-stance proffer of what the defense evidence would be should the

' THE COURT How can ‘we hold it 1E they sre 301ng to |

MR ALCH': Because Judge I think whatever testimony y

THE COURT we are sort of moving ahead of schedule.q--- 5

on -

;of counsel and the fact the Court moved the case along the govenn-g

fI can ‘answer that o would respectfully ask the Court a question.'

g

-cases in support of my theory I also included a general in subel

;Court allow me to- go forward. I know the Court yesterday indi- |-




A
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:t‘judge. K

.;:'the Democratic Committee and that kind of thing, judge.

1493

TﬁE-COURT We will just have to wait till Friday to ;

‘7see how much time we have

MR GLANZER I don LE think we ° will go all day Friday,..

7 v,y U 5 T
e’ i . . Ao

,.,r

THE COURT We -can hear your argument subJect to being

. l_-:- .
L

renewed after all evidence is in.F,:w' ;ﬂ;¥ |

MR GLANZER I think it lS feir to say most witnesses

f:put on’ now are what you might term mop up witnesses, eleaning up|

‘, -
- -

";certain loose ends --bank tellers or_ people thet were working at|

.,-.

THE COURT- All right we will adJourn at tne close of'

]dl;Friday s session until Monday morning._"

MR ALCH Your Honor, may I ask one more question7

What 1 am trying to do is: obviate being put in this

j,?pOSitan. I don t know, naturally, what Your Honor s ruling is

hoing to be but what I am trying to avoid is any ruling put to

f;me that would in effect say as of now the answer is no should
'4?:your client take the stand the answer might be yes That was my.
'?:purpose in submitting to Your Honor a proffer as to whether'or
”':'not ‘the: --what the defense would be,‘so that if I could get a
';x'ruling from Your Honor Friday irrespective of whether or not my
E client would take the stand ﬁ1at would much more enable me to

'y'properly make the decision

- THE COURT I am working on it now Weiareﬁworking-on

-

:_]whet the law is, your memorandums and all that

All right, we can't do anything till Friday,A

62129 Pa'ge_ 7




FOTA (b) (3) - Rule 6(e), Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure, Grand Jury . . ..

Court Sealed

- having in mind maybe calling them back before the grand jury I

O would give you the name
R from either the tapes from that transcript of the tape recording
- you understand =="now I am not indicating whether these people

| are involved T, not, I don t know because as you know I have

| not read the: testimony before the grand jury. Only two names

" || one of them has not been mentioned | One of them that was dis-

o pronounce it7 (phonetic spelling)

“'i494*
I said somewhere aIOng the line during the case that

if I 1earned of anybody that I thought should be mentioned with

.1
LS

-

that I can think of of people that might know something about_

-

cussed even yesterday is| | . I- is that how you

tapes the FBI agents were trying to find out from Mr Baldwin

the name of someone he might have turned these 10gs over “‘to at

ytime it sounded 1ike ‘a

Sy ke
. . " . 2 - 3

'ii calling him before the grand Jury or getting the FBI to make a’

Somewhere in that transcript as I read as I heard the-

The names I am going to give o the government now came7y

-7i;fthis matter.' One of them has been discussed freely in court and- a

the Committee to Re-elect the President You remember that part,-

and’ they were throwing out different names and he indicated one|.

MR SILBERT He has not Your Honor

THE COURT I think possibly maybe you want to consider

I I don t know whether he has been before the grand jury. s

HW 7067 DocId: 591
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-FOIA(b) (3) - Rule 6(e), Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure, Grand Jury
Court Sealed -. ' i = o N e o . e

| further investigation to see whether or ‘not |1is
involved ) 1 think I mentioned his name to you the other da

didn t I9

.y

MR GLANZER 'That is correct,fYour;Honor; when we wete -

talking about the tapes.' | R . _ - _
_ THE COURT That is right.: Those arefthE'Oniy tnobnamas-
o f;%ii 7| I can think of other than the peOple 1 am going to mention now "
;;;h{;:;’ff who testified._ : . ) ) | _ | S
<A ) ¥ “'T{ MR.. SiLBERT fouthongr -forithe Court's.information---

THE COURT ---I got those out of the transcript or- the_;v
tapes, I have forgotten which I |

B By

.. 3 " THE COURT Because I had my 1aw clerk Christoferson

MR GLANZER e It is in the tapes and in the transcript, .

jotting down things that ‘were not quite clear. You hve seen those-
notes, haven t you? There is a lot of scrambling in &:at thing,
that is. the reason for those dashes.,

MR SILBERT Your Honor, I was going to say with

' respect to he has been interviewed by the FBI and has_
been before the grand Jury at’ least on two separate occasions and
| has been thoroughly questioned particularly 1n regard to the

very matter brought up by Your Honor.

THE COURT Well if[ - ‘[has'not been Questimned,

as lnng as his name appears in the tapes or transcript it might'i

.;iiz not be a bad idea at sometime to- bﬂng him before the grand Jury

|l and question him because | ' I

_is-one'thingﬁ.'lf he is'not,.itdis another.

W 7067 - DocIu:59162129 Page 9



Court Sealed

""government. But I have a- feeling, maybe a hunch that maybe

“HW 7067 © Docld:591

FOIA(b}(3}'— Rule 6( ), Federal Rules of Criﬁinal Proceduré,

T”lnan'not-accusing any of these people of wrong doing, simply

1;giving names now."

I don t know whether he knew about them or not whether they were#v

Grahd duryl_ \
ST 1496

I will prefase my remarks again I'am'verj carefull

Now, frankly I am ‘hot entirely satisfied with the testi-

mony so far of

A

a surprise to you or not I don t know.. I am talking about the,??“

w

| knows more about this whole problem than he has told. L;h

:you said it in Open court that he: will go before the grand jury
-and say there are no further higher-ups to his knowledge involved

I io the Watergate case.'v.

fthat Mr. Bittman, Mr Hunt E attorney, with respect to the - issue

of whether or hot we would be willing to accept the plea ‘to the

I;him that quesﬂon and he adviaed us that at that time Mr. Hunt

It is Just a hunch, you~ understand How far he would go if he -

were brought back before “the grand Jury 1 don t know I think

serious consideration should be given to bringing[:::::::]'before-,

the grand Jury again before oY after the trial.i

Frankly, I don t know where I heard this --I think

“MR.. SILBERT ' Your Honor, - 1 represented to Your Honor'

fthree counts that Your Honot ‘is fully familiar with, we aid askl']

'involved in this sO~- called Watergate incident. That statement;

1h0wever,.would in no way affect our present intention after’ the: -

62129 -Page 1|‘];.-,

would be willing to state to Your Honor in open court or to. a

ﬂgrand jury that he had no personal knowledge of any higher ups:”




'FOIA(b}(s}'— Rule 6(e), Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure, Grand Jury-

'Court Sealed

f-case is concluded and after Your Honor imposes whatever sentence

"i:not think of a: certain question; L. might not I don t like to'

_send the Jury out So T see no harm in it being done :

‘that Jury, I believe there is a probability[ |knows a

| 1497

Your Honor decides is appropriate to bring each and everyone of
the defendants 1n dmis case before the grand Jury

THE cousr That is all right.‘f

,"‘ '—‘.q.

Fal

i :'careful as you know—-.everytime I question a witness I do it out

d;f?of presence of the Jury, which I have a right to do in the inter

?_of seeing that all the facts are brought out.‘ Some 1awyer might

.jdo it 1" presence of the jury because the jury 1ooks at a judge'f:'

as you know and they wonder why he asked that question, he must

_feel that the defendant may be guilty, or may be innocent. You |

~

I am not: entirely certain in my own mind if I were on

lot more about-this case than he said[- : |

that might possibly involve other people
':guilty or not. He mentioned some people. He mentioned Mr.

'before the grand Jury'7

times.

W 7067 - DocId:591
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Now I am not making any accusations whether they are

'ﬁMagruder;‘ I think|:|has been mentioned I_{as b_ee"n-". o

“sMR, SILBERI He testified before Your Honor yesterdavfi'

‘and he has beén before the-grand';ury egtensively ---about threi"

THE COURTtﬁ How about

I Now, I have a hunch or feeling -»and I have been veryh

understand So I try to get into the habit as much as I can to| -

est



FOIA(b) (3) - Rule 6( }, Federai Rules_of'Criminal'Procedure,_Grand Jury.

Court Sealed

WW 7067 DocId:591

ilcalled back and questioned carefully on. this[ — l;
fé;interview :?'i*f%iQ“%l
' Baldwin mentioned like that we went over an entire roster of

g-everybody that worked for the Committee to Re-elect the Presiden

: them. This is;why these names came up,more-than any other reaso

'14é8'

THE COURT I would certainly like to see

1'.}:Does that ring a’ bell with him? He sort of vascilitated in thatw

~

MR CAMPBELL ' Your Honor a 1ot of the names Mr.

\,..I

o ,.».

,

..,

'i determine, anduthese are names that were hard he couldn t spell‘

s 4

“THE COURT: ' He mentioned[ — _ . |

l'was the case with| ~ |and former Attorney General
{$199,000."

H7.what he said was that they said if Mr Magruder authorized it

| *_then they would authorize it. I don t think Mr. Sloan said in

__his testimony that he knew the specific purpose for which the

s $199 000 was intended

' these other witnesses back and explore that and any other witne

under oath and their testimony submitted to the grand jury, whic

THE COURT - He indicated both of them knew about the

THE COMRT Anyway, I would get[::::::::] back and

you think might be-important..--

_'MR;iSiLﬁERT. Probably four times before the grand jurl.

and we . would go name by-name and he would look at it and try - to

|aaq;un.:nitche11. ‘I think Mr. Sloan mentioned sthen.

2

m.

‘-MR 'SIﬁBERT' 'Yes; both of them have either been depoaed--

3

&, MR SILBERT I think if Your Honor recalls his tes t:imony

ss

52129 Page 12



';}'a man by the name of Lee was convicted and sentenced to the chai

-HW 7067 DocId:SSI

o getting it. They stand accused of many serious crimes as you_ -

, know both of you, Mr. Maroulis and Mr. Alch. - If they know any-

- think if they are going to do it, or if there is anything in

”-during the trial 1f they want to do it without any promises on

" second degree murder plea, being put under a. lot of pressure by

the government when I refused to take 1t

- mhat he thought was right.

1499
| Now”I:am not”saying'this for the'purpose of a threat '

to Mr Liddy or. Mr. McCord or anything like that, it isn t meant

thing about this case and if they want to talk before that -grand

I mean I always operate under the theoryithat‘the truth never -
_hurts anybody If they wait and_if;they'are convicted_then;they

decide to talk well I can'tﬂSay anything about that. But I
their minds along those 1ines the time for them to do it is

my part ‘or intimation on ‘my part that they might get a lesser
sentence if they are convicted or anything like that.
It is something maybe that they have been thinking

about I don t know. It happened in the Ammidown case ﬂght in

.‘._\' B

Anyway, Ammidown agreed to take it, went before the

- : grand Jury and on’ his testimony the co defendant was indicted --;

_and the Supreme Court outlawed that as you know Anyway, he did

Jury-it'is'not too"late yet, ‘you understand That is up to theJ;

this way.‘ They have a right to a fair trial and ‘I think they are

: the middle of that brutal murder trial when I wouldn ;<3 accept the

r

p2129 Page 13
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In this case: I am simply saying if the two defendants
S . g want to appear before the grand Jury voluntarily and tell every-'
. . thing they know about this case, to tell the truth about it if

they know anything about it they may not know anything about it

'}1: is not too late without any promises on my part so far as
any leniency that might be imposed or anything else. -_; : |
| : I think there is a precedent for that kind of situatiJn.
', That 1s all I have got to say about it._ I am going to order that'g
-this part of the record be sealed and if it has to be unsealed -
: at some later date for any purpose I can 1ook into the matter at'i
] th&t time . .'. I- i _ _?' St AT
MRI SILBERT ‘four Honor,.could I make one statement “
' . _T ‘ :. ..: -}-_. to }"Ou mith respect to Mr. Sloan‘? O o |

Your Honor stated that based on his testimony you didn

N B

.';1 know whether or not we were surprised by anything that he said
;I Just wish to advise Your Honor now. so that-you know and I don" t.
"f{: mind defense counsel knowing, there vere absolutely no. surprisesa

'1n his testimony.- He had testified before the grand Jury. -‘is
.testimony yesterday was almost identical with almost nb variation-
| at all from his testimony before the grand jury B It has been coné'
; sistent that way ever sxnce we . talked with him in our office and'
. -. whatever he has said previously has beenb naturally followed up
:'Iby both the FBI and by our - office through the grand jury. We
..certainly have .no, obJection and .can call him back to that.

THE COURT Did he ever tell you it*was primarily for

' the reason regarding the Watergate case: that he res1gned7

_HW 7067 - DoEId:591:2129 Page 14



FOIA(b) (3) - Rule 6(e), Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure, Grand Jury _
. Court Sealed A T LT B SRS A B L A A O . '
! | R 1500-A

MR SILBERT Your Honor, I think that came out a 1itt1e
'ﬂ,i differently and if I may explain that He himself has told us

. R _repeatedly that he never had any concern about himse}.f s0 far

n,.

e as the Watergate case itself was concerned What bothered him

' rav-,'- fu' was this' he concluded that as a result of the intensive investi-

M B,

gation which was going on beca:se of the Watergate case and be-:_

7the FBI“ that there_'

; was .an examination going to be made of the financing at the _; Je=c
."f. -
. Committee and he became concerned because as treasurer he might

" have committed an unknown technical violation of the new federal
Jif{:campaign Act and that was . his concern throughout. As he testified
| on the stand yesterday, he is not a lawyer he has never had any )
' formal training in accounting and it appeared to us and we made_
E f.a hard assessment of Mr. Sloan that he was really 1n ‘over his
head with respect to all the financial dealings that he was
-_handling at the Committee and that he had a genuine concern "ot
. . _ : . _._ because of any 1nvolvement in the Watergate case, ﬂ1at we, are’

- ft;-IImust 'say. ' -- Mr Glanzer Mr.lCampbell, and myself are.
/ completely satisfied that he had no knowledge direct oxr indirect:l.
'of that but that he thought as a result of the investigation
.' . __ possible alleged violations involving the campaign act ‘would: be -
PR uncovered and that he might as a result find himself in trouble-
And that is what‘wasl1is primary area of concern.

",

But in responseTto Your Honor s question he said one

: of the things that precipitated his resignation was the Watergate-
. NW 7067 DocId: 59162129 .Page 15 ' . : . :




HW 7067

zﬂstanding of the relationship and the arrangement which elicited

Jt? to come out because Mr. Liddy was . the lawyer who ‘was supposed

NPT

‘ﬂ the investigation into the financing might not have developed

'ﬁ? It would have been Mr Sloan., He is charged with the responsi—

. discussions that went on with Mr. Sloanabout what was his under-

nnc1u£séiﬁz12§ . Page 16

and that is correct because if the Watergate hadn t come along

:‘So his answer to Your Honor was really, I believe a truthful

'i.accurate ‘one.

v_Act of 1972 the person who was charged with responsibility to -

K file these reports, these disclosure reports, is the treasurer.

w-bility for doing that.

| accurate, that is it, you. are tagged._ It was that that he was

is what he is- concerned with

' hls testimony, his cooperation with the government, you remember

© 1500-B"

AR AP
-

MR GLANZER'- Judge, under the Federal Election Campai

R g WE

involve even menié rea It is one of these almost absolute
liability statutes, if -you don t file reports and they are not
concerned with from the start. i
A If you look at the 302 Your Honor, you will see ‘that
.' Now Mr Maroulis stated ‘at the bench yesterday,'and

quite properly so, that he didn t want the business about the

fanother source-of Mr.zsloan s concern.

‘to be advising about these violations, you see and that is

L B .

gn -

Now the offense is a misdemeanor and it really doesn g

that Judge at the bench and, Mr. Maroulis said I don t want thst*




_ _ i g : . , ' . : ]
FOIA (b) (3) - Rule 6( }, Federal Rules qf Criminal Procedure, Grand Jury

Court Sealed

SO’ forth and because of this arrangement we had w1th him, but

“w:.Your Honor when you 80 through ‘an investigation many times, .
- f and you'are 1ooking for, let s’ say, a mail fraud violation, .

-*3sudden1y you find some technical violation, 1et s say, like a.

15004c

As Your Honor knows, after this trial begain the Depaz

.'ment of Justice did file charges against the Committee for the il

Re election of the President for three violations of the Campaig

| Act --the Federal Election Campaign Act. They didn t name Mr. :

Sloan because he was a government witness here obviously, and

‘Z:Your Honor, those two things are separate and apart. You-know, -

_man has a gun on him when he gets arrested for mail fraud but ;

""has nothing to do with mail fraud and the act was in a sense -

very loosely related to this._'

'_Honor, and we turned over the Jencks material to the defense

icounsel and they saw it. Nothing could be’ plainer than that.

'-é;the nature of a threat or anything like that9

THE COURT" Now let me ask Mr Alch _ do you have any

-idea in your mind what I have said regarding your client is io

MR ALCH Absolutely‘not--:L;j';@liy-
- THE}COURT" Because it is not meant that way.-;

‘.;=:MR TALoﬁi T don't take it as’ such

THE COURT Because I didn t mean it that way. It is|

'MW 7067 DocId:591)

something you may want to consider, maybe he has considered, 1
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© 1500-D
don't Itnow. -I'r‘ea‘lizei.'his p.l)sit:io'n‘.'. Helis‘a menfbé'r' of the Bar '
'-—I mean Mr.‘Liddy is Your client has. a very fine background
- apparently from this resume which I only glanced through quicklyi
. '_ - he has a-lot at--stake. So does Mr Liddy.- .He is a member of the .
: 'Bar and if sustained on appeal he stands to be disbarred He hash
'm_a great stake —-both of them._ Both good prior records apparently,
.but what I said I don t indlcate they are guilty or’ not guilty,,*
'Wf;;-%zli. . ||but Idon't. want this opportunity to go by without stating my -.ﬁf
- ."position.;:;-f 5fh55'-.dl.-;' ' _,ﬁﬁg. | 'dfimf; L 3
C1f they want to do it voluntarily.. %;donFt wanifthem
to 1mnlicate any innocent person, but if they want to do it on
their own volition and tell the truth 1ike Mr._Ammidown said
. . : from the stand when -we had this secret hearingl upstairs he said,
g ,whatever his wife s pame was, she would want me to do this. i
'5”:_ questioned him carefully on that.h It is. in the record L8

So. anyway, I thought we ought to have this on the

o record 80 that they can" never say that well I never thought -
of that, my attorney never discussed it with me . f‘ _

‘ They have a: right to go right through to -the. conclusion,
','i  -"-;_f'}, I mean whether they are found innocent or guilty doesn't make |
h .'any difference | - : - h
. | o - MRﬂ GLANZER Your Honor when askinﬂg defense counsel :

| K ﬁ{; about the expected length of time of the defense you just asked |
‘ Mr. Alch about it. I wOnder 1f Mr. Maroulis had any plans7 |
o MR MAROULIS° Your Honor, I discussed with Mr ”Alch

,,

‘the order of pesentation of the defense as Your Honor had requected

R
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1]"f schedule, that there is a possibility the case might be con-_b
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'w111 follow.. My defense I anticipate ought not to exceed two

:W_days _;"':-::lf,h-j”wg ‘5:¥fd;-%;__

B be terminated in® one day,' ertainly no more than two.i
5:the case by the end of ‘next week or the folowing week

' end of next week

;'cluded by the end of next week or maybe the earlier part of the

ithat the defense counsel discuss that and give a proposal as to-

|| was. roughly six weeks, I think and we are a. little ahead of

1500 E

he manner in which the defense was to be presented Mr. Alch

and I have agreed that his defense is to: go in first and mine N

--9’

e to take the stand Ik would say that my defense could conceivably .

LEFT— ‘t'

MR ALCH My best estimate judge definitely the " ™

T

THE COURT' I might tell the Jury that my first predic

_fdllowing week Next week will be the fourth week We are in

-wondering how long this case will last without any promises.

‘7, MR ALCH Regardless whether or not Mr McCord elects

THE COURT There might be a chance we could conclude i

athe:third week now. = might tell them that in case they are ;_'

tion

or.any testimony that you think is important

. Al_l__-_right. These people I mentioned - - /
'you might think that ought to be called to give any explanation '

"j MR SILBERT Y . As Yonr Honorknows, we had requested

that this grand jury that had been initially hearing the Watergate




' 1500-F
i case even though it was sworn in as 1ong ago as. June of 72,

d that it be kept intact and active.

'. . - 'l THE COURT I understand it is active. You .can call
| e ;them in the middle of this trial if necessary.r..' - o
G N T R, SILBERT We' could Your Hovor.

: | = Your Honor, could I ask you asked Mr. Alch based on'
htcomments you made if he felt in any way intimidated ‘or threatened
‘?;‘ t}-ldﬁ?'-:-by what you said could you address a similar inquiry to Hr
}Maroulis | e e w : . ; |
THE COURT- Do you feel anything I said was in the nature
1”Eof a. threat or veiled threat indicating that if your client does
'not go before the grand jury anihe should go say after he: is.
convicted if he is convicted or. that I might give h1m a stiffer
- sentence if he doesn t tell the truth anything 1 said indicate |
anything lihe;that? Is there anything I said that indicates -
fd‘ | TA‘I % g anythinghlike;that?' _ : o ! - |

| Mﬁ aﬁAROULIS‘_ Your Honor I internreted your remarks
: f"__'r:' {3:"to be an inquiry as ‘to. whether or’ not my client would cond.der
Sdoing that and I don t consider what you said as a threat. PI .
‘think 1t is simply an inquiry,Your Honor has raised some questions

_in your mind as to the scOpe ‘of the Watergate affair and T~ think _

. . :_. "—-well to answer your question specifically, I think what Your-

Honor was trying to’ do was to oﬁr an 0pportunity to the: defend

.kants to appear before the grani Jury if they so desired
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THE COURT: Voluntarily without any promises or anythi
like that. Don't you construe my remark as that?

MR. ALCH: Absolutely, Judge.

MR. MAROULIS: That is so.

MR. ALCH: One more thing, judge. I would wish the
Court would note to the alleged agreement referred to by Mr.
Maroulis as to who goes first, I don't want to be bound to that,
I want some more conversations with Mr. Maroulis.

THE COURT: You work it out with Mr. Maroulis.

THE COURT: Mr. Reporter, will you seal this?»

Gentiemen, can you think of anything else we haven't
‘covered? All instructions to be in by Monday morning. I hope
to give you the entire instructions before we start discussing
them. |

MR, ALCH: Judge, in that regard, does the Caurt con-
strue my memorandum of law to be equivalent to a request for in¢
structions or do you wish specific instructions?

THE COURT: I think we can construe it that way --
request for instructions on your theory, I believe so.

We will have argument on that. Thank you for coming.

* 0% * (10:00 a.m.)

CERTI FICATE
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transcript of proceedings indicai:j/? :
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