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FOREWARD

By Hon. Peter W. Rodino, Jr.,
Chairman
Committee on the Judiciary
On February 6, 1974, the House of Representatives
adopted by a vote of 410-4 the following House Resolution 803:
RESOLVED, That the Committee on the Judiciary acting as a whole
or by any subcommittee thereof appointed by the Chairman for the
purposes hereof and in accordance with the Rules of the
Committee, is authorized and directed to investigate fully and
completely whether sufficient grounds exist for the House of
Representatives to exercise its constitutional power to impeach
Richard M. Nixon, President of the United States of America. The
committee shall report to the House of Representatives such
resolutions, articles of impeachment, or other recommendations
as it deems proper. On May 9, 1974, as Chairman of the Committee
on the Judiciary, I convened the Committee for hearings to
review the results of the Impeachment Inquiry staff's
investigation. The hearings were convened pursuant to the
Committee's Impeachment Inquiry Procedures adopted on May 2,
1974.
(III)

These Procedures provided that President Nixon should
be
accorded the opportunity to have his counsel present
throughout the
_.

hearings and to receive a copy of the statement of
information and related documents and other evidentiary
material at the time that those materials are furnished to
the members.

Mr. James D. St. Clair, Special Counsel to the President,
was present throughout the initial presentation by the
Impeachment Inquiry staff. Following the completion of the
initial presentation the Committee resolved, in accordance with
its Procedures, to invite the President's counsel to respond in
writing to the Committee's initial evidentiary presentation. The
Committee decided that the President's response should be in the
manner of the Inquiry staff's initial presentation before the
Committee, in accordance with Rule A of the Committee's
Impeachment Inquiry Procedures, and should consist of information
and evidentiary material, other than the testimony of witnesses,
believed by the President's counsel to be pertinent to the
inquiry. Counsel for the President was likewise afforded the
opportunity to supplement its written response with an oral
presentation to the Committee.

(IV)

President Nixon's response was presented to the
Committee
on June 27 and June
28.
_,

One notebook was furnished to the members of the
Committee relating to Watergate and its aftermath. In this
notebook a statement of information relating to a particular
phase of the investigation was immediately followed by
supporting evidentiary material which included copies of
documents and testimony (much already on the public record) and
transcripts of Presidential conversations.

The Committee on the Judiciary is working to follow
faithfully its mandate to investigate fully and completely
"whether or not sufficient grounds exist" to recommend that the
House exercise its constitutional power of impeachment.

Consistent with this mandate the Committee voted to
make public the President's response in the same form and
manner as the Inquiry staff's initial presentation.

July, 1974
(v)

-
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INTRODUCTORY NOTE

The material contained in this volume

is

presented in two

sections. Section 1 contains a statement of information footnoted
with citations to evidentiary material. Section 2 contains the same
statement of information followed by the supporting material.

Each page of supporting evidence is labeled with the
footnote number and a description of the document or the name of
the witness testifying. Copies of entire pages of documents and
testimony are included, with brackets around the portions
pertaining to the state ment of information.

In the citation of sources, "SSC" has been used as an
abbreviation for the Senate Select Committee on Presidential
Campaign Activities.
(IX)

-

STATEMENT OF
INFORMATION
SUBMITTED ON BEHALF
OF THE PRESIDENT
EVENTS FOLLOWING
THE WATERGATE BREAK-IN
June 19, 1972 -- March 1,
1974
(1)

l. On Monday, June 19, 1972, two days after the break-in
of the Democratic National Committee Headquarters, Dean contacted
._ ,

Liddy and Liddy told Dean the men caught in the Democratic National Committee
Headquarters were Liddy's men and that Magruder had
pushed him to do it. Dean asked Liddy if anyone from the White House was involved
and Liddy told Dean no.
............................................................................................. Page
la Dean 3 SSC 933.......................... 40
(3)

2. John Dean testified that on June 18, 1972, one day
after the break-in of the Democratic National Committee Headquarters,
._ ,

"the cover-up was already in effect, in being. " Dean testified he was in on the
cover-up from the very beginning. Dean concurred with Senator Gurney that the
cover-up "grew like Topsy, and Dean was a part of it. " When questioned if he
advised the President of what was going on, Dean responded that the first time he
ever talked to the President was September 15, 1972, some three months later .

2a

Dean 4 SSC, 1357

Page
..
42
2b
(4)

Dean 3 SSC, 1026,

43

3. Dean did not meet with the President until approximately
three months after the Democratic National Committee Headquarters
_,

break-in. The allegation that Dean informed the President of an illegal coverup on September 15, 1972, is based exclusively on the testimony of Dean. In
testimony before the Senate Select Committee, Dean stated he was "certain
after the September fifteenth meeting that the President was fully aware of the
cover-up. " However, in answering questions of Senator Baker, he modified
this by agreeing that it was an "inference' of his. Later Dean admitted he had
no personal knowledge that the President knew on September fifteenth about
a cover-up of Watergate.

3a Dean 4 SSC 1435...........................
3b Dean 4 SSC 1475...........................
3c Dean 4 SSC 1482...........................
(5)
Page
46
47
48

4. On May 22, 1973, the President stated that the bugging, and burglary of the
Democratic National Committee was a complete surprise and that he had no prior
knowledge that persons associated with his campaign had planned such activities.
On March 21, 1973, John Dean told the President that no one at the White House
knew of the plans to break in the Democratic National Committee.

4a_

President's statement, May 22, 1973
(9 Weekly Compilations of Presidential Documents

Page

4b
1

Transcript,

March 21,

1973, 10:12-11:55 a.m.

/ Reference to transcripts are to submission of Recorded Presidential
Conversations of April 30, 1974.

(6)

5. H. R. Haldeman and John Ehrlichman testified before
the Senate Select Committee that they did not believe the President had prior
knowledge of the break in plans. On March 21, 1973, John Ehrlichman told the
President that, on the basis of information he had, no one in the White House had
been involved, had notice, had knowledge, participated nor aided or abetted in any
way in the Democratic National Committee burglary .

Page
5a

Haldeman 7 SSC,.......2883.................................................................54

5b Ehrlichman 6 SSC, 2769.
5c

Transcript,

(7)
35-945 O - 74 - 2

March 21,

1973, 5:20-6:01 p.m.

John Mitchell testified before the Senate Select Committee that
the President did not know of either the burglary plans or the cover-up.
Richard Moore testified before the Senate Select Committee that as a result of
his meetings with the President and Dean on March 20, 1973, he concluded
that the President had no knowledge that anyone in the White House was
involved in the Watergate affair and John Dean told him as they departed that
he had never told the President.

_

-4a
6b
__

(8)

Mitchell 4 SSC 1628*
Moore 5

SSC 1944, 1945, 2067........... 59

7. After the second meeting in Mitchell's office on February 4, 1972, the modified Liddy
plan was turned down and Dean concluded the plan was at end. Dean Later met with
Haldeman and advised Haldeman that the White House should have nothing to do with
any such activity. Haldeman agreed.
,. . .

7a_

Dean 3 SSC 931

7b

Dean 3 SSC 930

_._

(9)

Page
64
65

Magruder reported to Strachan that a "sophisticated political
intelligence gathering system" had been approved. Strachan included this item
in a memo containing approximately 30 other items directed to Haldeman.
Attached at tab "H" of this report were examples of the type information being
developed and identified by the code name "Sedan Chair. " Magruder and

..

Reisner testified "Sedan Chair" involved a disgruntled campaign worker from
the Humphrey Pennsylvania Organization who passed information to
Committee to Re-Elect the President. Porter deemed this activity surreptitious
but not illegal.

Page
-8;

Strachan 6 SSC, 2441,..2452................68

8b Magruder
84870
J

.......................................................................................................................................................

8~~ Reisner 2 SSC, 499~~
8d
Porter 2 SSC, 6,0-6
(10)

72

9. Dean told the President on March 21, 1973 that Haldeman was
assuming that the Committee to Re-Elect the President had an intelligence
gathering operation conducted by Liddy that was proper. Dean told the
President there was nothing illegal about "Sedan Chair".

9a:} Transcript, March 21, 1973, 10:12-11:55 a.m.

pp. 178-179
.

9b

Transcript, March 21, 1973, 10:12-11:55 a.m.
.p. 180 "

(11)

Page
. 78

10. Political Matters Memo
March 31. 1972. On April

#18

4~~

was prepared by Strachan and submitted to Haldeman on

1972 Strachan prepared a talking paper including the

mention of the "sophisticated intelligence gathering operation" for use by Haldeman in a
meeting he was having with Mitchell on that day. The paper was returned to Strachan and
filed with Memo #18 after Haldeman met with Mitchell Strachan testified the subject of
intelligence gathering was never raised again

by Haldeman Strac'nan is certain none of the Political Matters Memo had the "P"
with a check mark through the "P" which was the procedure used for memos
discussed in that form with the President.
Page
.

10a,

Strachan 6

SSC, 2452, 2454,

(12)

2488D~~@@@@a@wS,~~~~,~~

82

11. ; Haldeman has testified that he and Mitchell did not
discuss intelligence gathering activities with the President
_,

on April 4, 1972, and that he and Mitchell only reviewed with the
President matters relating to the ITT-Kleindienst hearings and arguments
of regional campaign responsibilities. Haldeman's notes of the meeting
show no political intelligence gathering operations were discussed. The
transcript of April 4, 1972, meeting between the President, Haldeman,
and John Mitchell confirms that there was no discussion of campaign
intelligence gathering activities.

.................................................................................................. Page
_11@ Haldeman 7 SSC, 2881 ,.,,., , 86
1110 Transcript, April 4, 1972, 4:13-4:50 p.m., p. 1-31
(submitted to the Committee on the Judiciary on
June 5, 1974)
(13)

87

12. ! The President had no knowledge of an attempt by the White House to coverup involvement in the Watergate affair. Dean told the President that there were
things Dean knew the President had no knowledge of.

Pag
e ~—Lila Transcript, March 21, 1973, 10:12-11 15 a.m.,
p. 202.................................... 120
NOTE: Objection has been raised by Congressman SeiberZing
that the first sentence is a conclusion rather than a
statement of information within the Rules of Procedure of
the Committee.
(14)

13. The testimony of Gray before the Senate Select Committee establishes that the origin
of the theory of Central Intelligence Agency involvement in the break-in of the DNC was
in the FBI and that Gray communicated the theory to Dean on June 22, 1972. Dean
confirmed

that Gray informed him on June 22, 1972 that one of the EBI theories of the case
was that it was a CIA operation and Dean testified that he reported this to Haldeman
and Ehrlichman on June 23.

>, Gray 9 SSC, 3451 ;
13b Dean 3 SSC, 943 :.;
NOTE: Objection has been raised by Congressman SeiberZing
that the first sentence is a conclusion rather than a
statement of information within the Rules of Procedure of
the Committee.
(15)
Page
122
123

- . -:

14. / Haldeman's testimony before the Senate Select Committee confirms that
Dean reported to him the FBI's concern about CIA involvement, and that
Haldeman in turn reported this to the President, who ordered Haldeman and
Ehrlichman to meet with the CIA officials to insure that the FBI investigation
not expose any unrelated covert operation of the CIA. The uncertainty
regarding the possibility of uncovering CIA activities was recognized in a
memo dated June Z8,

1972 from Helms to

Walter s .
...............................Page
14a

Haldeman 7

SSC, 2884* . ..............,.,..............................126

AL Memo from Director Helms to Deputy
Walters, June

1972,,,,,,,,,,,,,,;,,,,,.,,,,
127
e
(16)

15 The President stated on May 22, 1973, that it did seem possible to him that
because of the involvement of former CIAO personnel, the investigation could
lead to the uncovering of covert CIA operations totally unrelated to the
Watergate break-in. The President stated he was also concerned that the
Watergate investigation might lead to an inquiry into the activities of the Special
Investigations Unit. Gray testified that on July 6, 1972, the President told him
to continue to conduct his agressive and thorough investigation of the
Watergate

affair .
Page

15a

President's statement, May 22, 1973,
(9 Weekly Compilations of Presidential
Documents 693-697),

,

130
135

15b
(17)

16, The President indicated that he was unaware that Gray bad destroyed
documents found in Hunt's safe when told by Henry Peterson on April 17,
1973.

Page
16a

Transcript April 17,

1973, 2:45-3:49 p.m.,

16b

Transcript, April 16,

1973, 1:39-3:25 p.m.,

(18)

17. g Dean did not disclose until November 2, 1973, while being
questioned by attorneys of the Special Prosecutor's office, that he had
personally destroyed documents from Hunt's safe.

Page
17a Hearing, before the Honorable John J. Sirica in U. S. District
Court Criminal No 1827-72,
November 5, 1973,,,, , 142
(19)

18. The President was unaware prior to March 21, 1973,
that Magruder and Porter perjured themselves to a grand jury.
On April 17, 1973, the President advised Ehrlichman and
Haldeman against perjury.
18a Transcript, March 21, 1973, 10:12-11:55 a.m. pp.
182183,...............................
Page

. 146
18b

Transcript, April 17, 1973, 12:35-2:20 p. m.
p. 10022

148

NOTE: Objection has been raised by Congresswomen BoZtzman end
Congressmen Seiberling that the first sentence is a conclusion
rather then a statement of information within the Rules of
Procedure of the Committee.

(20)

19. John Dean advised the President on March 21, 1973,
of Hunt's demand for approximately $120,000 for legal fees and
_,

family support. The President explored the option of meeting Hunt's
demands so as to secure the time needed to consider alternative courses.
The President was not concerned with the possible Watergate related
disclosures, but rather which disclosure of the National Security matters
Hunt had been involved in as a member of the Plumbers.

The President advised Dean that the money could not be paid
because it would look like a cover-up. At another point in the conversations the
President requested advice as to whether or not the money should be paid.
Later the President concludes that Hunt will blow the whistle no matter what is
done for him.

19a

Transcript,

March 21,

1973,
Page

10:12-11:55 a.m.,

p. 224

19b

Transcript,
March 21, 1973,
10:12-11:55 a. m., p. 197

19c

Transcript,

March 21,

1973,

10:12-11:55 a.m., pp. 236-237
19d Transcript,

150

152

March 21, 1973,

10:12-11:55 a.m., p. 242..............................................154
19e Transcript,

March 21, 1973,

10:12-11:55 a.m., p. 243..............................................155
(21)

20. At the March 21, 1973, meeting the President after considering several
options seized on the possibility of calling a new grand jury, thereby delaying
Hunt's sentencing and making the immediate payment unnecessary as a
means of buying time. Not once after this option was explored was there any
suggestion that Hunt's demand be met.

The concluding page of the transcript of the March 21, 1973,
morning meeting clearly demonstrates that the President recognizes that any
blackmail and cover-up activities then in progress could not continue.

20a Transcript,

March 21, 1973, 10:12-11:55 a.m.,

sage
20b

Transcript, March 21, 1973, 10:12-11-55 a.m.,
p. 249

160

NOTE: Objection has been raised by Congresswoman Holtzman and
Congressman Seiberling as to whole statement being a
conclusion rather than a statement of information within the
Rules of Procedure of the Committee.

(22)

21. Neither of the participants of the March 21, 1973,
morning meeting came away with any opinion that the President
_,

authorized payments to Hunt. Haldeman concluded that the
President rejected payments to Hunt. Dean testified: "The
money matter was left very much hanging at the meeting.
Nothing was resolved. "
Page
21a

Transcript, April 17, 1973, 12:35-2:20 p.m.
p. 1034............................... 162

21b Dean 4 SSC, 1423.
(23)

22. At the March Z1, 1973, morning meeting while discussing
the practicality of getting another grand jury the President told
.

,

Dean and Haldeman to get Mitchell to come to Washington, so
that Mitchell could meet with Haldeman, Ehrlichman and Dean.
22a
Page
(24)

Transcript,

March 21,

1973, 10:12-11:55 a.m.,

23. Haldeman and Dean left the meeting with the President
at approximately 11:55 a.m. on March 21, 1973. Pursuant to
_.

the President's request Haldeman called Mitchell at approximately
12:30 p.m. and requested Mitchell come to Washington. Dean's
testimony confirms this.
23a Haldeman's Telephone Log...................
23b Haldeman, Watergate Grand Jury Testimony.
January 30, 1974, p. 4-7.. ...........
23c
(25)
Page
170
172

176

Dean 3 SSC,

1000,~~09@s~~s@@@e~~@@@¢¢@@@@¢w~~w

24. On March 21, 1973 Dean had a telephone conversation with
LaRue concerning Hunt's request for money and Dean suggested LaRue
_,

call Mitchell. LaRue called Mitchell in the early afternoon of March 21, 1973 and advised
Mitchell that he had a request for $75, 000 for Hunt's legal fees. Mitchell acknowledges
that he advised LaRue to pay the money for attorney fees. During the March 21, 1973 late
afternoon meeting with the President, Dean denied that he had spoken to either LaRue or
Mitchell, when in fact he had spoken to both.

24a 1 Dean, Watergate Grand Jury Testimony,
F eb ruary 14, 1974, 16
...................
Page
. 178
.._

24b if

24c

February 13, 1974, 7-10

179

Mitchell, 4 SSC, 1630, 1631

183

—.I

24d
(26)

Transcript,

March 21,

1973, 5:20-6:01 p.m.

25. T Having received information on March 21, 1973 of possible
obstruction of justice having taken place following the break-in of the
._

DNC, the President promptly undertook an investigation into the facts. The record
discloses that the President started his investigation the night of his meeting with Dean
on March 21st, as confirmed by Dean in his conversation with the President on April
16, 1973 At the meeting with Mitchell and the others on the afternoon of March 22nd,
the President instructed Dean to prepare a written report of his earlier

or al dis c losur e s .
Page
25a

Transcript, April 16, 1973 10:00-10-40 p. 801

25b

Transcript, March 22, 1973, 1:57-3-43 p.m.,
p. 282-283

2 5 c Tran s cri pt.
p. 309
... 189

,.....................191

(27)

188

26. Although Dean was instructed to go to Camp David and write
a report on March 22, 1973 by the President, Dean denied this and later
_

testified before the Senate Select Committee that he was never requested to write a
report until Haldeman called him after he arrived at Camp David.
26a Dean 4 SSC 1385.......
(28)

27. Just six days after Dean's disclosures, on March 27, 1973,
the President met with Ehrlichman and Haldeman to discuss the evidence
_

thus far developed and how best to proceed. Again the President stated his resolve that
White House officials should appear before the grand jury. They confirmed to the
President, as Dean had, that no one at the White House had prior knowledge of the
Watergate break-in. Ehrlichm;~~an told the President that there wasn't scintilla of a
hint
._

_

that Dean knew about this. " The President asked about the possibility of Colson
having prior knowledge and Ehrlichman stated that Colson's response was "of total
surprise. . . He was totally non-plussed, as the rest of us. "

Page

27a
Transcript, March 27, 1973, 11:10-1:30 p. m. p. 315. . . 196
I

.
27b Transcript,
___

27c
'
198
(29)

"

p.

331

D.

197

329..

28, On April 8, 1973, the President met with Ehrlichman
and Haldeman on board Air Force One and directed them to meet
_

with Dean and urge him to go to 1
the grand jury. Haldeman and
Ehrlichman met with Dean that afternoon and at 7:33 p.m..
Ehrlichman reported to the President that Dean indicated he would
agree to go before the grand jury.
l
.

Page
28a- 7 SSC 2757 ; 200
—

28b
(30)

Transcript, April 8, ..

29.
Dean did in fact communicate his intention to testify
before the grand jury to A/Mitchell and Magruder and told them he
_

would not agree to support Magruder's previous testimony to the
grand jury. Thereafter on April 14, 1973, Magruder appeared
before the U. S. Attorneys and cooperated with them fully.
.......................................................................................................Page
29a Dean 3 SSC, 1006......................... 204
29b Magruder 2 SSC, 808....................... 205
(31)

30. On April 14, 1973, the President again met with
Ehrlichman and Haldeman to review the results of three weeks
._

investigation and to determine the future course of action. Based on
Ehrlichman's report, the President concluded Mitchell should go before a
grand jury. The President instructed Ehrlichman to see Magruder and tell him
that he did not serve the President by remaining silent. The President told
Ehrlichman that when he met with Mitchell to advise him that "the President
has said let the chips fall where they may. He will not furnish cover for
anybody. " The President told Ehrlichman to tell Magruder to purge himself
and tell this whole story.

30a

Transcript.

April

Page
.

,.

8:55-11:31 a.m.,
30b

p. 445

Transcript, April 14, 1973,
.8:55- 11:31 a. m., p. 478

30c

209

Transcript, April 14, 1973,
.8:55-11:31 a. m., p. 507

(32)

208

210

31. On April 15, 1973, the President met with Attorney
General Kleindienst. They considered who should be in charge
A,

of the continuing investigation. The President met with Assistant Attorney
General Petersen on the afternoon of April 15, 1973, in his EOB office. At this
meeting Petersen indicated there was no criminal case on Haldeman and
Ehrlichman at this time. Having been told Liddy would not talk unless
authorized by "higher authority" the President instructed Petersen to tell Liddy's
counsel the President would confirm his urging of Liddy to cooperate.

Page
31a

Transcript, April 15, 1973, 1:12-2:22 p.m.,
212

31b Petersen 9 SSC 3632, 3875, 3876...................................213
31c
p. 769
(33)

216

32. The President met with Dean on the morning of
April 16, 1973, discussed with Dean his resignation, and advised
._ ,

him to be totally truthful in his explanations. The President asked Dean not to lie
about the President either.
At this same meeting Dean explained to the President that O'Brien
had been the one who relayed Hunt's demand, that Dean had informed
Ehrlichman and Ehrlichman advised Dean to inform Mitchell which Dean did.
Dean told the President that all along he had tried to make sure that anything he
passed to the President didn't cause the President any personal problems.

32a

Transcript,

April 16, 1973, 10:00-10:40 a.m.,

Page
32b
p. 810
32c
,. 219
(34)

Transcript,

April 16, 1073, 10:00-10:40 a.m.,

33. On April 27, Petersen reported to the President that
Dean's lawyer was threatening that unless Dean got immunity,
_,

they would bring "the President in--not this case but in other things. " The
President told Petersen to use immunity if h'e needed to get the facts, but there
would be no blackmail. It was not until June 25, 1973, while testifying before the
Senate Select Committee that Dean stated the President had prior knowledge of
the cover-up.

33a Transcript, April 27, 1973,
5:37-5:43 p. m., p. 1261, 1276.................• • ..................... 224
(35)

34.
On March 1, 1974, a federal grand jury returned an
indictment against seven individuals charging all defendants with one count of
conspiracy in violation of Title 18 U.S.C. Sec. 371 and charging some of the
defendants with additional charges of perjury, making false declarations to a
grand jury or court, making false statements to agents of the FBI and
obstruction of

jus tic e .
34a Indictment, U. S. District Court for D. C.,
U. S. v. John N. Mitchell et al., Cr. 74-110,
Page

March 1, 1974, p. 1 - 15
(36)

228

-

STATEMENT OP
INFORMATION
AND
SUPPORTING EVIDENCE
SUBMITTED ON BEHALF
OF THE PRESIDENT
EVENTS FOLLOWING
THE WATERGATE BREAK-IN
June 19, 1972 -- March 1,
1974

(37)

1. On Monday, June 19, 1972, two days after the break-in
of the Democratic !!Tational Committee Headquarters, Dean contacted
A,

Liddy and Liddy told Dean the men caught in the Democratic National Committee
Headquarters were Liddy's men and that Magruder had pushed him to do it. Dean
asked Liddy if anyone from the White House was involved and Liddy told Dean no.

la
(39)

Dean 3 SSC 933.

la.

JOHN DEAN TESTIMONY
.

JUNE 25

1973
.

3 SSC 933
,

933
fensive and stated that he M-as merely on his payroll as a consultant
because Ehrlichman had so requested. He asked me to determine if
Hunt was still on his payroll and I said I would check. Colson also
expressed concern over the contents of Hunt's safe. Several
weeks}cs later—probably 4 or 5-1 learned from~~Brien, who was
representing the reelection committee, that he had learned from Air.
Hunt s attorney,3Lr. William Bittman, that Hunt and Colson spoke on
the telephone over the weekend of June 1,-18, and that Hunt had told
Colson to get the materials out of his-Hunt?s—of lice safe.
Air. Hu(rh Sloan called me to tell me he was worried. At that time I
knew of no reason why Sir. Sloan should be worried so I told him not to
worry. He told me that he would like to meet with me and I told him
that I was trying to find out what had happened and requested we meet
in a few days I do not recall the precise date we did meet.
I next contacted Liddy and asked him to meet with me. He said he
would come to my office. As he came into the office I was on my way
out. I suggested we take a walk. It was shortly before noon and we
walked down 1 s th Street tow ard the Corcoran Gallery.
I will try to reconstruct the conversation to the best of my memory.
While I cannot recall every detail, I do indeed recall the major items
we discussed.
Mr. Liddy told me that the men who had been arrested in the DSC
were his men and he expressed concern about them. I asked him why
he had men -in the DSC and he told me that Magruder had pushed himinto doing it. He told me that he had not wanted to do its but Magruder
had complained about the fact that they were not getting good
information from a bug they had placed in the DISC sometime earlier.
He then explained something about the steel structure of the Watergate
Office Building that was inhibiting transmission of the bug and that
they had gone into the building to correct this problem. He said that he
had reported to Magruder that during the earlier entry of the DSC
offices they had seen documents—which I believe he told me were
either Government documents or classified documents—and Magruder
had told him to make copies of those documents.
Liddy was very apologetic for the fact that they had been caught and
that Mr. McCord was involved. He told me that he had used Mr. McCord
only because Magruder had cut his budget so l adly-. I asked him why
one of the men had a check from Mr. Howard Hunt and he told me that
these men were friends of Hunt and Hunt had put him in touch with
them. I do not ret all Liddv discussing any further involvement of Hunt,
other than Hunt s putting him in touch with the Cubans. I asked him if
anyone from the White House was involved and he told me no. .
As the conversation ended he again expressed his apology and his
concern about the men in jail. I told him I couldn t help and he said he
understood. He also told me that he was a soldier and would never tall;.
He-said if anyone wished to shoot him on the street. he was ready. As
we parted I said I would be unable to discuss this with him further. He
said he u nderstood and I returned to my office.
After returning to my office I arranged a meeting with F,hr]ichman
in his office for mid-afternoon. (>Torsion Strachan came to my office
shortly after I had met with Liddy.
Strachan told me that he had been
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2. John Dean testified that on June 18, 1972, one day
after the break-in of the Democratic National Committee Headquarters,
.. ,

'the cover-up was already in effect, in being. " Dean testified he was in on the coverup from the very beginning. Dean concurred with Senator Gurney that the cover-up
"grew like Topsy, and Dean was a part of it. " When questioned if he advised the
President of what was going on, Dean responded that the first time he ever talked to
the President was September 15, 1972: some three months

2a

Dean 4 SSC, 1357.

2b
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Would you tell how you inherited the coverup ?
Mr. DEAN didn't hear the Senator. Inherited ?
Senator GURNEY. YOU said yesterday in response to
questioning from Sir. Dash, you said that you inherited the coverup of
Watergate.
Mr. DENS. I had heard or inherited ?
Senator GURNEY. I understand inherited.
Mr. DEAN. That is correct. _
When I came back to the office on the 18th and talked to Mr.
Strachan, I realized that the coverup already in effect, in being, and I
realized that when Mr. Strachan told me of the documents that he had
destroyed and Mr. Haldemans instruction, that there certainly wasn t
going to be a revelation of the White House involvement in the matter. I
didn't at that point in time know the potentials of the White House
involvement.
¢ Senator GURNEY. Was not one of the first meetings of the
coverup held in John Mitchell's apartment on the 19th of June a
Mr. Ha. Senator, I would say that the day of, to my knowledge, the
day of the 19th at the White House was a very busy day. That the calls
I received from Mr. Ehrlichman, from Mr. Colson, the meetings I had
with Mr. Ehrlichman and then again later w,ith Mr: Colson about
the,s3fe were long before I went to the meeting at Mr. Mitchell
apartment, which I do not recall was on the 19th or 20th. I do recall a
meeting in Mr. Mitchells office, but I do not recall specifically which
day it was I recall arriving late at the meeting, and I cannot recall with
any specificity any of the discussions at the meeting.
Senator GURNEY. W ell, what you are saying is then that these
several phone calls you had with all of these people really had to do
with at feast the beginnings of the coverup, is that right?
Mr. Dow. That is correct.
Senator GURNEY. Well,, you were in on it from the beginning,
were you not f
Mr.. DE£N. Yes, sir.
Senator GURNEY. You really did not inherit anything. You were in
on the sort of hatching of it, were you not ?
Mr. DEMN. Senator, I might explain that what often happened in my
relationship with my superiors at the White House, and I think I alluded
to this yesterday, is that others would set the policy, for example, with
the Calley case or the Lithuanian defector, how to deal with it
what-was to be done.
Senator GURNEY:r. Who set the policy on the coverup ?
Mr STSS T would R1,~~ the. policy was just—I do not think it was a
was

XT ~~ A . ~~ ~~ .5 . ~~ . . ~~ ~~ ~~ M V ., W J • - ~~ J _ _ _

policy set. There was just no alternative at that point in time.
Senator GURNEY-. It sort of grew like Topsy, and you were a part
of it, is that not right ?
Mr. DESN. That is correct.
Senator GURNEY STOW, since this thing started out with such a flurry
and a spate of phone calls and meetings between everybody, did you
advise the President of what was going on ?
Mr. Dean-. Senator, the first time I ever talked to the President was
on September la. There was one occasion that I recall before September 15, which was in late August, to the best of my recollection, and

l
l

I
1
l
|

l

that certainly was not an occasion to tall; to the President about
anything because his former law partners were in the office, Firs. Nixon
was in the office, there were several notaries or one notary there, some
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- Arr. DE.AN. Well, YOU would have to go back into the time
sequence again. There was a request for any and all available cash far
before they started speaking of the $350,000 cash fund, when Mr.
Kalmbach was collecting the cash. Atr. Stans had some money that
was used. They
were looking any-~~vhere they could look to find any available cash.
It •. as at this point, I knew that I had the 615.00(} in my safe and I
decided at that time that I was not going to let that money be used for
that purpose, because I did not avant to become further involved in
that particular aspect of the coverup.
- Mr. DASH. And you made that decision despite the fact that you
had been a key figure in getting Afr. Kalmbach involved in the
original payoff i
Mr. DEAN. That is correct. ~ ;- ~
Mr. DASH. Now, in your statement you have described a number
of meetings and activities occurring immediately after the arrest of the
CRP burglars in the Democratic National Committee headquarters in
the Watergate on June 17,197°. and continuing for several months
thereafter, involving such persons as Mr. Haldeman, Mr. Ehrlichman,
Mr. Colson, Fir. Mardian, Mr. Mitchell,3fr. LaRue, Mr. Magruder,
yourself, and others.
Isn't it your testimony that this flurry of activity represented a
massive coverup operation to prevent the prosecutors. the FBI, and
the, public from learning of the involvement of high White House or
CRP officials, either in the Watergate break-in or embarrassing earlier
illegal activities of a similar nature such as the Ellsberg break-in?
Mr. DEA N . That is correct. Afr. Dash.
Mr. DASH. And did not this coverup require a number of
strategies such as perjury and subordination of perjury of Ma
gruder, Porter, and others, and the undermining of the judicial process
and payoffs to indicted defendants to maintain their silence thereby
limiting the FBI inquiry so they would not stumble on other illegal
intelligence activities of the White House ?
Mr. DEAN That is correct.
Mr.~DAsz. And is it not true that you played a role in all of
these coverup activities?
Ir. DE AN . That is
correct.
Mr. DASH. Did you do these things on your own initiative, Afr.
Dean, or at the direction of an,vbodv else ? ;
Air. Dean. I would have to say that to describe it I inherited a
situation. The coverup was in operation when I returned to my office
on Monday, the ninth, and it just became the instant way of life at
that point in time. and I participated in that and engaged in these
activities along with the others.
T BOA

BARD __ __z_z_~~~~ ___

_

1 }} X . taking instructions

Mr. DASII. From g hom were you taking instructions ?
Mr. DEAN. I was taking instructions from Air. Haldeman and

Atr. Ehrlichman, I was taking instructions and suggestions from Air.
Mitchell and Mr. Mardian.
I was a conveyor of messages back and forth between each group
and at times. l was making suggestions myself.
Mr. DASH. Afr. Dean. I don't think the record is clear from the
statement. You held an impressive title Counsel to the Presidents and
I understand had quite a big office. But could you tell us just what in
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3. Dean did not meet with the President until approximately
three months after the Democratic National Committee Headquarters
_,

break-in. The allegation that Dean informed the President of an illegal cover-up
on September 15, 1972, is based exclusively on the testimony of Dean. In
testimony before the Senate Select Committee, Dean stated he was "certain
after the September fifteenth meeting that the President was fully aware of the
cover-up. " However, in answering questions of Senator BainerJ he modified
this by agreeing that it was an "inference" of his. Later Dean admitted he had no
personal knowledge that the President knew on September fifteenth about a
cover-up of Watergate.

3a Dean 4 SSC 1435.............
3b Dean 4 SSC 1475...........................
3c Dean 4 SSC 1482...........................
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Senator Is-or YE..
Why,, sir X
Air. DEAN. I thought they were very incriminating to the President
of the United States.
Senator Is-osYE. Mr.. Chairman, this is not part of the questioning,
but could you advise this committee what sort of information your
received 7
Mr. Dean-. Well, I have recalled most of it in my testimony
regarding the conversation on clemency for Mr. Hunt, the million dollar
conversation, when the President told me that it would be no
problem
to raise ~~.1 million on the 13th. I did not think documents like this
should be around the White House, because the White House had
a
similar;,roblem as far as information getting out.
Senator Isolate. Did you discuss this September 1a meeting with
anyone at that time or at any time since e
Atr. DEAN-. I believe when I came out of the meeting I told Mr.
Fielding of my office that I had spent about 30 or 40 minutes with
the
President and Mr. Fielding did not have full knowledge of my
activities at this time. But I told him that fact that the meeting had
occurred and that the President seemed very pleased with the job
that
I had been doing thus far. I think Air. Fielding probably had a
general
awareness about the specifics of the fact that I was involved in
assisting
with the coverup.
a

Senator INOUYE. You have indicated in your testimony that you
|

were certain after the September 1a meeting that the President was
I

fully aware of the coverup, did you not?
1
Mr. DE Em. Yes, sir. s
t
l
Senator INOUYE. And you further testified that you believed that
you had on your spurs in handling the cover up by February 97,
m-hen

you were told by the President that you would report to him
directly.
Is that not correct?
Mr. Dean-. I do not believe I used the word "my spurs." I think
that
another characterization. I said I thought I had earned my stripes.
Senator INOUYE. If that was the case, why did you feel it
necessary
on February 27 to tell the President that you had been participating
in a coverup and, therefore, might be chargeable with
obstruction of
justice 7
Mr. DE\X. Because on the preceding day. he had indicated to me
that Mr.Haldeman and Mr. Ehrlichman were principals and I was
wrestling with what he meant by that. I wanted him to know that
I
felt also that I was a principal. So I wanted him to be able to
assess
whether It could be objective in reporting directlv to him on the
matter.
Senator INOUYE. If the President was aware on September la of the
coverup, was he not aware that you were implicated also?
Mr. DEAN. I would think so, but I did not understand his remark
at the time.
Senator Is-o~~E. Then, why was it necessary on February 2z to advise him that you were guilty of obstruction of Justice ?
Mr. DEAN. Because as I said Senator, when he mentioned the fact
that Mr. Ehrlichman and Mr. Haldeman were principals, I did not
understand what he meant. I wanted to make it clear to him that I
felt
I also had le(Tal problems and I had been involved in obstruction
of
justice. Any time I was in the oval office, r did not want to
withhold
anything from the President at any time and felt
that and informa
was
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Mr. DEAN. The call came to my secretary, as I recall, and she said,
"You have been asked to come to the ov al office" so I do not r ecall
who made the call but it was one of the secretaries who conveyed those
types of messages.
Senator BARER. ~11 right, go ahead, sir.
Hr. DEAN-. When I entered the of lice I can recall that—you have
been in the office, you know the way there are two chairs at the side
of the President's desk.
Senator BAKER. You are speaking of the oval office ?
Mr. DEAN-. Of the oval office. As you face the President on the
lefthand chair Atr. Haldeman was sitting and they had obviously been
immersed in a conversation and the President asked me to come in
and I stood there for a moment.
He said, "Sit down n" and I sat on a chair on the other side.
Senator BAKER. You sat in the right-hand chair ?
Atr. DE &X. I sat on the right-}land chair.
Senator BARER. That is the one he usually says no to, but go
ahead.
Mr. DEAN. I was unaware of that. [Laughter.
Senator BAKER. Go ahead, Mr. Dean.
Mr. DEAN.-. As I tried to describe in my statement, the reception
was
ver) warm and very cordial. There was some preliminary pleasantries,
and then the next thing that I recall the President very clearly saying
to me is that he had been told by Alr. Haldeman that he had been kept
posted or made aware of my handling of the various aspects of the
Watergate case and the fact that the case, you know, the indictments
had now been handed down, no one in the White House had been
indicted, they had stopped at Liddy.
Senator BARER. Stop, stop, stop just for one second. Let's
examine those particular words just for 3 second.
That no one in the White House had been indicted. Is that as near to
the exact language—I don't know so I am not la) ing a trap for you, I
just want to know.
Air. DEAN-. Yes, there was a reference to the fact the indictments
had been handed down and it was quite obvious that no one in the
White House had been indicted on the indictments that had been
handed down.
Senator BARER. Did he say that, though ?
Sir. DEAN-. Did he say that no one in the White House had been
handed down ? I can't recall it. I can recall a reference to the fact that
the indictments were now handed down and he was aware of that and
the status of the indictments and expressed what to me was a pleasure
to the fact that it had stopped at Mr. Liddy.
Senator BARER. Tell me what he said.

Mr. DEAN. Well, as I sax, he told me I had done a good job—
Senator BARER. No,, let's talk about the pleasure. He expressed
pleasure the indictments had stopped at Mr. Liddy.
Can you just for the purposes of our information tell me the
language
that he used ?

|

Air. DE.AN . Senator, let me make it very clear the pleasure that it
had stopped there is an inference of mine based on as I told Senator
Gurney yesterday, the i;impression!l I had as a result of the, of his,
complimentina me.
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Senator BAKER. But in an effort to summarize it and, believe me, I
am not trying to distort the meaning of your testimony by summary,
but, in effect, you drew inferences from the totality of this conversation
and the circumstances and relationships as you knew it, you drew
inferences from that that led you to believe that on September 15 the
President knew something about at least the efforts to counter the
Watergate and possibly, in fact, about Watergate itself.
Mr. DEAN. That is correct.
Senator BAKER. But there is no direct statement about Watergate,
CRP involvement, the President's knowledge of É-D9Å
there is no category 1 information about that?
-—
Air. DEAN. Other than as I have recited and I have chosen not to
place interpretations on these, Senator.
Senator BAKER. Thank you, Sir. Dean.
- I think that that information is very useful, then. You understand, Mr.
Dean, that in the course of things, we are going to explain further the
content of that meeting and the perceptions that the other parties
had of that meeting.
Mr. DEAN-. I understand.
Senator BARR. AS YOU know, Stir. Haldeman will be a
witness before this committee. The only other person present was the
President. I am not prepared to say at this point how we may be able to
gain access to the President's knowledge and perception of that
meeting. But in a three-way meeting I think it is important to this
committee that we have all the information we can t et. So the
information you; have just given me in rather good detail will now be
structured alongside!S~~:sid. with the rest of the record to test against
the testimony of Mr,'. Haldeman and hopefully against statements by the
President, in whatever manner that can be arranged.
Now,, what is the time of your next meeting with the President?
Sir. DEAN-. On this subject ?
Senator BAKER. Yes.
sir.
Mr. DEAN. There were certain events that led up to my next
meeting-and they were the events which occurred at La Costa, in
which I, or following La Costa. in which I was requested by Sir.
Haldeman when I returned from Florida—I had gone from California to
Florida and had spent a week or so. just about a week, in Florida and
when I returned on the 19th or 20th, Mr.. Haldeman asked me to
prepare x?n agenda. I think that that agenda is a rather important
document along the line of questioning you are asking.
Senator BAKER. I would like to go into that.
Before you do, let me reiterate, the focus of my inquiry is on what
did the President know
Mr. DEAN. As I say, this agenda went directly to the President.
Senator BAKER (continuing)]. And when did he
know it.
Mr. DEAN-. That is correct.
Senator BARER. SO as you go into your testimony and as you refer to the
several documents that I believe you have before you. try to keep in
mind that I am not at this moment talking about other matters and
details. I am not talking about F,Ellsberg at this point. or the enemy list.

—

I am

talking about what the President knew.
So tell me what
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4. On May 22, 1973, the President stated that the bugging
and burglary of the Democratic National Committee was a complete
_, .

surprise and that he had no prior knowledge that persons
associated with his campaign had planned such activities. On
March 21, 1973, John Dean told the President that no one at the
White House knew of the plans to break in the Democratic
National Committee.
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records having been removed with the change of administ.
ations ) and which bore directly on the negotiations then
n progress Additional assignments included tracing down
other national security leaks, including one that seriously
compromised the U.S. negotiating position in the SALT
talks.

The work of the unit tapered off around the end of
1971. The nature of its work was such that it involved
matters that, from a national security standpoint, were
highly sensitive then and remain so today.
These intelligence activities had no connection with
the break-in of the Democratic headquarters, or the
aftermath.
I considered it my responsibility to see that the
Watergate investigation did not impinge adversely upon
the na tional security area. For example, on April 18,
1973, when I learned that Mr. Hunt, a former member of
the Special Investigations Unit at the White House, was
to be questioned by the U.S. Attorney, I directed Assistant
Attorney General Petersen to pursue every issue involving
Watergate but to confine his investigation to Watergate
and related matters and to stay out of national security
matters. Subsequently, on April 90, 197a, Attorney
Genera1 Kl]eindienst informed me that because the
Government had clear evidence that Air. Hunt was
involved in the brea'.S-in of the office of the psychiatrist
who had treated Afr. Ellsberg, he, the Attorney General,
believed that. despite the fart that no evidence ha:l been
obtained
. n Hunt's acts, a report should nevertheless be made
to the court trying the Ellsberg case I concurred, and
directed that the information be transmitted to Judge
Byrne immediately.

WATERGAT
E
The burglary and bugging of the Democratic National
Committee headquarters came as a complete surprise to
m.. I had no inkling that any SUC}1 illegal activities had
been planned by persons associated with my campaign; if
I had known, I would not have permitted it. My
immediate reaction was that those guilty should be
brought to justice, and, with the five burglars
themselves already in custody, I assumed that they would
be.
Within a few days, however, I was advised that there
was a possibility of CIA involvement in some way.
lt did seem to me possible that, because of the
involvement of former CIA personnel, and because of
some of their apparent associations, the investigation
could lead to the uncovering of covert CIA operations
totally unrelatesi to the Watergate break-in.
Ir. addition, by this time, the name of Mr. Hunt had
surfaced in connection with Watergate, and I was alerted
to the fact that he had previously been a member of the
Special Investigations Unit in the White House. There
! I was also concerned that the Wa tergate investigation
might[ well lead to an inquiry into the activities of the
Special Investigations Unit itself.

(50)
In this area, I felt it was important to avoid disclosure
of the details of the national security matters with which
the group was concerned. l knew that once the existence
of the group became known, it would lead inexorably to
a discussion of these matters, some of which remain,
even today, highly sensitive.
I wanted justice done with regard to Watergate; but in
the scale of national priorities with which I had to deal—
and not at that time having any idea of the extent of
political abuse which Watergate reflected—I also had to
be deeply concerned with ensuring that neither the coven
operations of the CIA nor the operations of the Special
Investigations Unit should be compromised. Therefore, I
instructed Mr. Haldeman and Mr. Ehrlichman to ensure
that the investigation of the break-in not expose either an
unrelated covert operation of the CI.-\ or the activities of
the White House investigations unit—and to see what
this was personally coordinated between General
Walters, the Deputy Director of the CIA, and Atr. Gray
of the FBI. It was certainly not my intent, nor my wish,
that the investigation of the Watergate break-in or of
related ac s be impeded in any way
On July 6, 1972, I telephoned the Acting Director of
the FBI, L. Patrick Gray, to congratulate him on his
successful handling of the hijacking of a Pacific
Southwest Airlines plane the previous day. During the
conversation Mr. Gray discussed with me the progress of
the ~~,Watergate investigation, and I a asked him w
hether he had talked with General Walters. Afr. Gray said
that he had, and that General Walters had assured him
that the CITY was not involved. In the discussion, Mr.
Gras suggested that the matter of Watergate might lead
higher. I told him to pr( ss ahead with his investigation..
It now seems that later, through whatever complex of
individual motives and possible misunderstandings:s,
there were apparently wide-ranging efforts to limit the
investigation or to conceal the possible invol vement of
members of the Administration and the campaign
committee.
I was not aware of any such efforts at the time.
Neither, until after I began my own investigation, W2S
I aware of arty fundraising for defendants convicted of
the breakin at Democratic headquarters, much less
authorize any such fundraising. Nor did I authorize any
offer of executive clemency for any of the defendants.
In the weeks and months that followed AVatergat(, I
asked for, and received, repeated a ssurances that Atr.
Dean's own investigation (which included reviewing fi!es
and sitting in on FBI interviesvs with lN hite House
Enersonnel) had cleared cvervone then employed bs the
'White House of involvement.
In sumn.ary, then:
( I ) I had no prior knowledge of the Watergate
bugging operation, or of any illegal surveillance
activities for r political purposes.
(2) Long prior to the 1972 campaigns I did set in
motion certain internal security measure, including
legal

4b. WHITE HOUSE TRANSCRIPT, SUCH 21, 1973, 10:12 - 11:55 A.M.
MEETING, ?83.

14 were going to be confronted with
and Liddy was charged with doing this. We had no knowledge that
he was going to bug the DNC. The point is, that is not true?
That's right. Magruder did know it was going to take place?
Magruder gave the instructions to be back in the DNC. He did?
Yes. You know that? Yes. I see. O.K, I honestly believe that no
one over here knew that. I know that as God is my maker, I had
no knowledge that they were

~:

going to do this.

P Bob didn't either, or wouldn't have known that either. You are
not the issue involved. Had Bob known, he would be.
D Bob -- I don't believe specifically knew that they were
going in there.
P I don't think so.
D I don't think he did. I think he knew that there was a
capacity to do this but he was not-given the specific
direction.

P Did Strachan know?
(51)
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5. H. R. Haldeman and John Ehrlichman testified before
the Senate Select Committee that they did not believe the
._ ,

President had prior knowledge of the break in plans. On March 21, 1973, John
Ehrlichman told the President that, on the basis of information he had, no one in the
White House had been involved, had notice, had knowledge, participated nor aided
or abetted in any way in the Democratic National Committee burglary .
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been involved in Watergate I was not at all surprise l to hear the President say this at the press conference since it was thoroughly consistent with everything
that Dean had told me, and I, therefore, find it hard to understand why mr. Dean no v professes to have had SUC}I great surprise when he heard this
statement.

COVERUP
In these hearings and in the general discussion of Watergate, the word "coverup" has come to have a broad and very ill-defined meaning. As John Dean
said, the coverup had a broad range. Anything that might cause a problem came within the coverup.
Definition by usage has now come to connote illegal or improper activities —althout h some steps were taken to contain the Watergate ease in several
perfectly legal and proper aspects.
One, as the President has stated, was to avoid the Watergate investi gation possibly going beyond the facts of the Watergate affair itself and into
national security activities totally unrelated to Watergate.
Another was to avoid or at least reduce adverse political and publicity fallout from false charges hearsay and so on, arising from various activities in
connection with Watergate, such as the Justice Department investigation, the Democratic National Committee suit, the Common Cause suit, the Patman
hearings, and the Ervin committee hearings.
A third was concern for distortion or fabrication of facts in the heat of a political campaign that would unjustly condemn the innocent or prevent
discovery of the guilty
The containment effort, as I would use the term, did not contemplate or involve any acts in obstruction of justice. To the contrary while hoping to
contain the Watergate inquiry to the facts of

u atergate, there was a concurrent effort to try to get the true facts of AW

public. The President frequently cautioned against any coverup of Watergate or even the appearance of a coverup

atergate and get them out to the

.

was

On the basis of testimony now before this committee, it appears that there also
an effort to cover up, as well as to contain. This coverup
appears to have involved illegal and improper activities, such as perjury, payments to defendants for their silence, promises of Executive clemency,
destruction of evidence, and other acts in an effort to conceal the truth regarding the planning and commission of crimes at the, Watergate.
-

The critical question then becomes the determination of who committed these acts, who directed them, who was aware of them.
I committed no such acts and directed no such acts and I was aware of no such acts until March of this
personal investigation into the facts of the Watergate. I am

y ear, when the President intensified his

convinced that the President had no awareness of any such acts until March of this year.

-

The question is asked: How could the President not have known?"
Very easily Reverse the question. How could the President have

known ?
Only if he were directly involved himself or if he were told by someone. who was either directly involved or had knowledge. The fact
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Mr. EHRLICHMAN?~~f.\N'. ill that I think you will see that it s my conclusion
that he acted in the best of faith thinking that he was simply engaged
in raising money for the defense fund purposes that he has testified to.
Senator AIONTOYS. AY11 right. Then how man)
interviews did you conduct as a result of your being commissioned by
the President to go into this?
Ak. EHRLICHMAN. Well, let me refer to my list again. Ten.

Senator SIOXTOY \. Ten ?
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Yes, sir.
Senator MONTOYA. How long did it take you to conduct these
interviews ?
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Well, I did this in the period between
April 5 and April 14.
Senator MONTOYA The President indicated that he had also—
Mr. EHR(EHRLICHMAN. Excuse me, I am sorry, Senator, A\ pril 15, I bet your pardon because I saw- Mr. Strachan at 9 oclock on
Sunday morning the 15th.
Senator MONTOYA.- All right.
Nova, what was this statement of the President all about when he
stated that on March 91 as a result of serious charges ' which came to
my attention, some of which were publicly reported, I began intensive
new inquiries into this whole matter.
What did he mean by that ?
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Well, I think what he meant by that was the
series of events starting March 21 and culminating April 17 which
would have been his conversation with Mr. Dean on the 21st; the
McCord letter to Judge Sirica on what, the 23d or whatever it was; his
sending Mr. Dean to Camp David to write out his statement; Mr. Dean
s return without the statement; his turning the investigation over, taking
it from Mr. Dean, his turning the inquiry over to me; my efforts to talk
to witnesses through this time: the parallel efforts. and I don't mean to
in any way diminish the efforts of the investigators in the Department
of Justice and in the prosecutor's office who were doing an extrodinarily
effective job right at this time.
You see, when I talked to Afr. Magruder. for instance, he had
already been to see the U.S.. attorney and told him everything as a
result of their efforts. So these were all parallel efforts going on and
there was a lot of reporting The President had his meeting with the
Attorney General and Afr. Petersen on that Sunday, and they compared
notes as to all of these investigations, and then this all came to a head
on that following Tuesday.
Senator MONTOYA. Would you then say that up until March you
were convinced, and the President was convinced in the White
House that there was no White House involvement ?
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Yes, sir.
Senator MONTOYA. You were convinced up to that time ?
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Yes, sir, and I was saying that all across the
country because I believed it.
Senator MONTOYA And you kept saying this to the President on
the basis of information which you were receiving from Mr. Dean and
others ?
Mr. EHRL:ICHBrAN. In the best of faith,
yes, sir.
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Right, right. However in terms of this, what about a
solution? We are damned by the courts before Ervin even
gets started.

E The only thing we can say is that we have investigated it
backwards and forwards in the White House, and have been
satisfied on the basis of the report we had that nobody in
the White House has been involved in a burglary, nobody had
notice of it, knowledge of it, participated in the planning,
or aided or abetted it in any way. And it happens to be true
as for that transaction.

P John, you don't think that is enough?
D No, Mr. President.
E
P

H

Let's try another concomitant to that. Supposing Mitchell
were to step out on that same day to say, "I have been
doing some investigation at 1701 and I find - so and

50

and

so and so." Such as what? I don't know what he would say,
but that he wanted to be some kind of a spokesman for 1701.
What the hell does one disclose that isn't doing to blow
something? I don't have any time. I am sorry. I have to
leave. Well, goodbye. You meet what time tomorrow? I am not
sure. In the morning probably.

(56)
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John Mitchell testified before the Senate Select
Committee that the President did not know of either the burglary
~~ .

plans or the cover-up. Richard Moore testified before the Senate Select
Committee that as a result of his meetings with the President and Dean on
March 20, 1973, he concluded that the President had no knowledge that anyone
in the White House was involved in the Watergate affair and John Dean told
him as they departed that he had never told the President.
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I know the individual, I know his reactions to things and I have a very
strong feeling that during,r the period of time in which}l I was in
association with him and di(l talk to him on the telephones that I just
do not believe that he ha(l that information or had that knowledge.~~e;
otherwise, I think the type of conversations we had would have brought
it out.
Air. D.~~sl~~. Generally is it fair to say that much of your opinion
that you express is based on your faith in the Pres:(lent and your
knowledg,,e of the man, rather than any specific statement the
President made to you or that you made to the President ?
Mr MITCHELL Well, I subscribe to the first two. I do have
faith in the President and I do think I have knowledge of the man and I
do think there were enough discussions in the area in the general area,
to the point where I think the general subject matter would have come
out if the President had had know ledge.
Mr. DASH. Well, non, Mr. Mitchell. you did become aware, as you
have indicated, somewhere around June ;'1 or 22, when you were
briefed or debriefed by Mr. I,aRue and Mr. Mardian about the
socalled—as you described it, the White House horrors of the Liddy
operation and the break-in. I)id you, yourself as the President's ad and
counselor, tell the President what you knew or what you learned ?
Mr. MITCHELL. N o, sir, I did not.
Fir. DASH. Why didn't you ?
MITCHELL. Because I did not believe that it was appropriate for
him to have that type of knowledge, because I knew the actions that
he would take and it would be most detrimental to his political campai
an.

Mr. DASH. Could it have been actually helpful or healthy, do
you think ?
Mr. MITCHELL. That was not my opinion at the particular time. He
was not involved; it wasn't a question of deceiving the public as far as
Richard Nixon was concerned. and it was the other people that were
involved in connection with these activities. both in the White House
horrors and the Watergate. I believed at that particular time, and
maybe in retrospect, I was wrong, but it occurred to me that the best
thing to do was just to keep the lid on through the election
Air. DASH. Then it is your testimony that you in fact did not say
anything to the President at that time
Mr. MITCHELL o. sir, I did not.
Mr. DASH. SO whether the President had any knowledge of it. it
certainly couldn't have come from. his lack of knowledge or know
ledge, from any statement that you made to him?
Mr. MITCHELL. That is correct, MR. Dash.
MR. DASH. NOW, were you an-are of the fact that actually prior
to Magruder's testimony Mr. Dean rehearsed Magruder for his testimony
before the grand jury ?
Air. MITC}TELL.I do not recall that. Mr. Dash, if you are
talking about the testimony that too's place on the—
Sir. DASH. In August.
MITCHELL the second appearance.
Sir. DASH. The second appearance.
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On March ID, I was called to meet with the President and Air. Dean
in the President's s Executive Office Building office. The President
reiterated his desire to get out a general statement in advance of the
hearings. He ask.~~ecl us to be thinking about ways that this could be
done. This would include or could include issuing a full statement or
"White Paper '; he was also interested in our thoughts about ways to
l)resellt our story- to the Senate in terms of possible depositions,
affidavits, or possible conferences or meetings which would give the
Senate all the information it wished but which would not cut} across
the sep)alatioll of powers. He asked Dean and me to consider ways to
do this.
Now, late on March 19,19,3 or possibly on March before we met
later that day with the President—Mr. Dean told me that Howard Hunt
was demandi(lillcr that a large sum of money be given to him before
his sentencin r on March 03, and that he wanted the money by
Wednesday, the 91st. If the payment were not made, Dean said, Hunt
h a d threatened to say- things that would be very serious for the
White House. I replied that this m-as l)ure blackmail, and that Dean
should turn it off and have nothing to do with it. I could not imagine I
said, that anything that Hunt could say would be as bad as entering
into a blackmail arrangement. I don't recall Mr. Dean's exact words,
but he expressed agreement.
This revelation was the culmination of several other guarded
comments Air. Dean had made to me in the immediately preceding
days. He had said that he had been present at two meetings attended by
Messrs.. Mitchell, Magruder, and Liddy before the bugging arrests,
during which Liddy had proposed wild schemes that had been turned
down—specifical]v espionage electronics surveillances and even
kidnapping. He said that the Water,rate location had not been
mentioned, and that he had turned off the wild schemes." I believed
then and believe today v that Alr. Dean had no advance kno v]edge of
the Watergate bugging and break-in. In addition, he said that if he ever
had to testify before the grand jury, his testimony would]cl conflict with
Mr. Magruder, and that he had heard that if Magruder faced a
perjury charge he would take others with him.
Mr. Dean had also mentioned to me in these days in March that
earlier activities of Messrs.. Hunt and I iddy—not directly related to
Watergate be seriously embarrassing to the administration if they ever
came to light. He had also implied to me that he knew of payments
being made to the defendants for litigation expenses, and Hunt's
explicit blackmail demand raised serious questions in my- mind as to
the purpose of these payments.
This brings me to the afternoon of March °0,when Mr. Dean and I
met with the President in the Oval Office. The meeting lasted about
half an hour. The President again stated his hop)e that we could put out
a full statement in advance of the hearings. and again he expressed his
desire that we he forthcoming, as he put it. He made some comparisons
as to our attitude and the attitude of r)reviolls a(dministrations, and he
wanted us to make sure that we were the most forthcoming of all.
As I sat through the meetings of March 20 with the President and
Atr. Dean in the Oval ()ffice, I came to the conclusion in my own
mind that the President could not be aware of the things that Dean was
worried about or had been hinting,~~~~ at to me, let alone Howard
Hunt's
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blackmail demand. Indeed(l as the Presi(lent talked about getting the
w};ole stor) ou t—as he ha(l clone rep)eatecll.y in the recent meetin.,3—
it seemed(l crystal clear to me that he knew of nothing that was
inconsistent with the previously stated conclusion that the White House was
UNINV O1XeCl IN the Watergate'&ate aff}'-til'. before or' after the event.
As we closed the door of the ()val Office and turned into the hall I
decided to raise the issue directly with 31:l. Dean. I said that I had the
feeling r that the President had no knowledge of the things that w ere
wor r) ing,r Dean. I asked Dean ~~~~~~ whether he had ever told the
President about them Dean replied that he had not, and I asked whether
anyone else had. De an said he didn t think so. r said, and I use quotation
marks to indicate the ssubstance.>e, and I think; these are almost my
precise words—I said) "Then the President isn t being served, he is
reaching r a point w}lere he is going t to have to ma!se critical
decisions and he simply has to know ail the f:acts. I think you should
go in and tell him what you know, you will feel better, it will be ri(,ht
for him. and it will be good for the country."
I do not recall whether Dean told me he would take action or not,
but I certainly had the impression that he was receptive. In any
event, the question was resolved that very evening! when I received a
call at home sometime after dinner and it was Mr.. Dean, who said that
the President h ad just phoned him and that he had decided that this
was the moment to spea,; up. He said that he told the President that
thing,rs had been going on that the President should know about and it
was important that Dean see him alone and tell him. Dean said that
the President readily a-<reed and told Dean to come in the follow(r
morning I congratulated Mr.. Dean and wished him well.
The next day,, March 01. Mr.. I)ean told me that he had indeed met
with the President at 10) o-clock and had talked with him for 2 hours
and had in his words. ' Let it all out. I said, ' D d you tell him about the
Howard Hunt business ? Dean replied that he had told the President ev
erything I asked him if the President had been surprised and he said
yes. I say he said yes in terms of his response; whether yes is the exact
words, but it was an affirmative statement.
Following this critical ,r on March 21, I had several subse quent
meetings and telephone conversations with Mr.. Dean alone, as well as
several meetings with the President which Arr. Dean did not attend. I
do not dispute Mr.. Deans account of the meetings between us us to
any substantive point, and I ha have no direct know]edfre of what
transpired in Mr,. Dean's subsequent meetin gs with the President. But
nothing s:licl in my meetings or conversations with Mr.. I)ean or my
meetin,s with the President sug,{rOrests in any way that before March
21 the President had known—or that Mr. r. Dean believed he had
known—o, of any in:ols-cmellt. of lVllite white personnel in the
bugging or the cov erup). Indeed.-Al r. B)ean s own account that he
and I agreed on the imp)ortallec of persuading the President to make a
prompt disclosure of all that the President had just learned is hardly)
compatible with a belief on Atr. I)ean s l)art that the President himself
had known the critical facts all alon r. In one of my talks with the
President, the President said he had ke pt asking himself whether there
had been an:, sign or clue which should have led him to discover the
true facts earlier. I told him that I wished that I had been more
skep)tical and inquisitive so that I could have served the Presidency
better.
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Now, are you saying that this entry is not an accurate reflection of

that

meting,+r?

Mr.. AIOC)RE. AX ell. some of it is reasonably accurate and some
of it I can t recall.
For instance, it does refer to that suggestion about challeng:illct the
committee to its own investigation. which I stated. I think; I stated in
various languages, various words(ls at various times, that the President
indicated his desire to ~~~~,et the whole statement out about the
whole thing an(l that we agreed. I think; probably—I don't know
whether AI r. bean raised the question about waiting until after the
sentencing, but there was. I r ecall no firm decision on that.
Mitchell's problems with the grand jury—grand jury and Vesco—I
don't think there was any discussion of that. I don't know- about whether
Mr.. Dean reporte(i something going up there or something. I don't
know. I don't recall at that meeting and I wonder whether the lon r an(l
short of it was whether Atr. Dean s logs show whether Ak. Dean had
another meeting with the Presi(lellt that day. Maybe you have
something there. And I am not sure whether we got there} at the
same time.
-~~~~
Arr. LENZNER. Let me ask you this. MR...
MOORE.
You di(l testif) that when you left the Oval Office on March ()0. I
concluded the President could not be aware of the things that Mr. r.
Dean was worried about. Norv. did that include, for example, the threat
by Atr. Hunt to blackmail the White House. ?
Mr. MOORE. Yes.
LENZNER,ExzxER Did it also include the earlier activities of Hunt— m and
Sk. Liddy that Mr.. Dean had also indicated could be embar rassing
to the White House 2
Mr.. MOORE. I had no laundry list in my mind. I had—except the
Howard Hunt matter. but the t eneral feeling that the man in that Oval
Office who was telling, us so stron,(tly that anything,r anybody knew
should be disclosed as soon as possible and we should ret the story out,
and he h had said it before, that this was utterly incompatible with his
having knowledge. prior knowledge,+re of any of these things, and that
is what I said. when I left I said, "John," I pointed into that room. I said,
'-the President doesn t know the kind of things that you are talking,
about and worrying about. Have you told him)" and so forth.
You have heard the story.
Mr.. LENZNER Tes. sir.
Mr.. MOORE. And it was a sense that this man with this this frame of
mind and with a desire to tell the wh()le story whatever it was, didn't t
know the whole story, didn t have an,>-thin<~~~~ of the whole story.
That was my conviction.
A[rIJ}:XZXER An(lI take it inclu(ling the things done.
He was telling you about Hunt and Liddy's s activities I think
Mr.:\lOORE.TIIe whole field of suspicion and knowledge,te and(l l)roblem that
seem to he lying there.
Mr.. I,F:LENZNER. Mr. MOORE. do you a(gree now that your understanding of the Presi(lent s
information and knowle(kre was basically inco rect? That he did, in
fact. have information by that meetin(> on March '20 concerning Mr..
Strachan and also I)ossil~~~~ie involvement in Watergate

7. After the second meeting in Mitchells office on i ebruary, 19,2,
tile modi{iecl Liddy plan was turned down and Dean concluded

the

plan was

_,

at end. Dean later m with Haldeman and advised Haldeman that the WE}lite
House should have nothing to do with any

such

activity) Haldeman agreed.
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— -or
--I- assumed the Liddy plan was dead in that it would never be
approved. I recall Liddy coming into my office in late February or early
March on a matter relating to the election laws. He started to tell me
that he could not get his plan approved and I reminded him that I would
not discuss it with him. He stopped talking about it, and we went on
with our business.
I have thought back over the sequence of events and tried to
determine if I in ally way encouraged Air. Liddy and his intelligence
plans.
r am certain of this did not encourage him to develop illegal tech.
niques, because I was unaware he was developing such plans.
Between the, meeting in Mitchell's office on February A, 1972. and
June 19,,1972, X had no knowledge of what had become of Liddy's
proposal. I:did receive a memorandum from Mag,ruder on March 26,
1972 that indicated that T,iddy was doing some investigative work for
Magruder, but nothing that appeared illegal. Let, me explain.
- During, the- first week of March 19. '" Larry Hi,,rL)>-, r,al(leman's assistant, called
m e to request for Haldeman any information that Caulfield could come up with
regarding the funding of the Democratic Convention in Miami,. On March 1a, 1972, I
forwarded a newspaper article that Caulfield had discovered on the subjects Later that
day Magruder brought,zht to me a copy of a- memorandums from Liddy to Mitchell
regarding an investigation Liddy had conducted—using Howard Hunt—in Florida. I
called Higby and he said that Magruder had already given him a copy. I told Higby
that I did not see anything illegal by the Democrats based on the information in the
memorandum. I made a notation on the bottom of the memorandum from Mr. Liddy,
but I did nothing further and heard nothing further from Higby on the subject I have
submitted to the committee the documents I h a v e just referred to.
~~~~_~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~_
(The documents referred to were marked exhibit No. 31 14*.*]
Mr. DEAN-. I shall now turn to the events followin(r the Watergate
incident of June 17, 1972 and begin by telling the committee how I first
learned of the ıncident.
, I will skip the first part here explaining how-I ended up being out of
the country when the decision was made in late May and returned
on June 18, from the Far East.
F>ST KNOWLEDGE OF WATERGATE\ INCIDENT

In late MAY of 1972 the Bureau of NARCOTICS and Dangerous
Drugs asked me to deliver a graduation address at its Training
School in Manila, Philippines. on Saturday. June l ( .19~~~~ a. I
notified Mr. Alex Butterfield, pursuant to White House procedures
for staff contemplating foreign travel, on June a, and informed Air.
Butterfield that I planne:d to depart on June 14 and return on June
18 and that the trip had been cleared by the State Department, the
National Security Council, and Bud Krogh (who had responsibility
for the drug program on the White House Domestic Council). Ak.
Butterfield also approved the trip and I departed for Manila on June 14.
'See p. 1151.
NOTE.—IndPntefi matter represents portions of Air. Dean's prepared
statement which were omitted or summarized in his presentation.
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cratic Convention. Mr. Liddy concluded his presentation by saving that the plan -,vould cost
approximately $1 million.
I do not recall Magruder's reaction during the presentation plan because he was seated beside
me but I do recall Mitchell's reaction to the Mission Impossible" plan. He was amazed. At one
point I gave him n look of bewilderment and he winked. Kno)~~vina Mitchell, l-did not think he
would throw Liddy out of the office or tell him he was out of his mind, rather he did what I
expected. When the presentation was completed, he took a few long puffs on his pipe and told
Liddy that the plan he had developed was not quite m-hat he had ill mind and the cost was out of
the question. He suggested to Liddy he go back and revise his plan, keeping in mind that he was
most interested in the demonstration problem.
I remained Mitchell's office for a brief moment after the meeting ended, as the charts were
being taken off the easel and disassembled and Mitchell indicated to me that Fir. Liddy's
proposal was out of the question. I joined Magruder and Liddy and as we left the office I told
Liddy to destroy the charts. Mr. Liddy said that he would rev:ise the plans and submit a new
proposal. At that point I thought the plan was dead because I doubted if Mitchell would reconsider
the matter. I rode back to my office with Liddy and Magruder but there was no further
conversation of the plan.
The next time I became aware of any discussions of such plans occumd, I believe, on
February 4. 1972. Magruder had scheduled another meeting in Mr. Mitchell's office on a revised
intelligence plan. I arrived at the meeting very late and when I came in, Fir. Liddy was presenting
a scaled down version of his earlier plan. I listened for a few minutes and decided I had to
interject myself into the discussions. Arr. Mitchell, I felt. was being put on the spot. The only
polite way I thought I could end the discussions was to inject that these discussions could not go
on in the Office of the Attorney General of the United States and that the meeting should
terminate immediately
At this point the meeting ended. I do not know to this day who kept pushing for these plans.
TV:hether Liddy was pushing or whether Mag,a,ruder-was pushing or whether someone was
pushing Ma,.~~lder, I do not know. I do know. in hindsi(rhts that I should have not been as polite
as I was in merely suggesting that Liddy destroy the charts after the first meeting. Rather, I should
have said forget the plan completely. After I ended the second meeting I told Liddy that I would
never again discuss this matter with him. I told him that if any such plan were approved. I did not
want to know. One thin(r was certain in my mind, while someone wanted this operation, I did not
avant an y part of it, nor would I have any part of it.
After this second meeting in Mitchell's office. I sought a meeting with Mr. Haldeman to tell
him what was occurring but it took me several days to get to see him. I recall that Higby got me
into Haldeman's office when another appointment had been canceled or postponed. I told
Haldeman what had been presented by Liddy and told him that I felt it was incredible,

unnecessarv. and unwise. I told him that no one at the White House
should have anything to do with this. I said that the reelection
committee will need an ability to deal with demonstrations, it did not
need bug(rinffl, mugging. prostitutes. and kidnapers. Haldeman
agreed and told me I should have no further dealings on the matter.
(65)
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Magruder reported to Strachan that a sophisticated political
intelligence gathering system" had been approved.
Strachan included this item in a memo containing approximately 30 other items
directed to Haldeman. S ttached at tab "H" of this report were examples of the type
information being developed and identified by the code name "Sedan Chair. "
Magruder and Reisner testified "Sedan Chair" involved a disgruntled campaign
worker from the Humphrey Pennsylvania Organization who passed
information to Committee to Re-Elect the President. Porter deemed this activity
surreptitious but not illegal.
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that Mr.. Mitchell and Mr. Dean were shocked by Liddy's plan; Mr. Magruders staff man Gordon
Lid(lV~~~ was apparentl,Sr quite humiliated, and nothing was approved. In other words, if those
meetings were routinely reported to Mr.. Haldeman as evi(Iellce of Sir. Magruder's administrative
ability and judg)lnent, the January and February meetings would not very likely inspire the
confidence of Mr.. Haldeman or the President.
Yet, Mr. Magruder testified that "as he recalled" he returned to his office after both these
embarrassing meeting and routineyv called Sir. Haldemans staff assistant, me. and told me about
his blunder, presumably so that I could inform Sllr. Haldeman. That testimony is difficult to
reconcile with good sense. Presumably, Mr. Magruder knew that Mr.. Dean would report on the
meetin gs to Air. Haldeman—as Air. Dean has testified he did—why would Mr.. 7~~~,Magruder
want two people reporting the same disaster to Mr.. Haldeman 2
It is true, however, that Mr.. Ma gruder called me after he returned from the March 30, 19 f 2.
meeting at Key Biscayne with Mr.. Mitchell and Mr.. LaRue and reported 011 about 30 major
campaign decisions. Each of these decisions was briefly described in that rather short phone
conversation. During this call, he told me, and I am repeating his words rather precisely: " &
sophisticated political intelligence-gathering system has been approved with a budget of 300."
Unfortunately he neither gave me, nor did I ask for any further details about the subject.
Soon thereafter I- wrote one of my regular "political matters" memos for Air. Haldeman. This
particular memo for early April was.^s 8 to 10 pages long with more than a dozen tabs or
attachments, but it contained only one three-line paragraph on political intelligence. That
paragraph read almost verbatim as Mr.. Magruder had indicated to me over the phone. I wrote in
the memo to Mr.. Haldeman—Again this is almost a quote:
Magruder reports that 1701 now has a sophisticated political intelligence- system with a budget
of 300. A sample of the type of information they are developing is attached at tab "H"."
At tab ", I enclosed a political intelligence report which had been sent to me from the
committee. It was entitled Sedan Chair II. This report, and two others somewhat like it that I had
received began with a statement such as, 'i t confidential source reveals" or "a reliable source
confidentially reports." This was followed by a summary of some political information.
In April 1972, I was mainly interested in reporting to Mr. Haldeman on those 30 campaign
decisions and other relevant political items. I did not give much thought to what Sir. Magruder
meant by "sophisticated political intelligence-gathering system." Nor did I give much thought to
the real identity of Sedan Chair II, but I remember that the information dealt with Senator
Humphrey's Pennsylvania organization. • '
However, on June 17. 1972, and afterward, as the news began unfolding about the break-in at
the Democratic National Committee, I certainly- began to wonder w
ho else but people from 1701 could have been involved. I suspected that maybe the Watergate
break-in was part of
the sophisticated political intelligence operation Mr.. Magruder had
(68)
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that would strike me as far more sensitive a matter to send through the
normal messenger channels than some file which other witnesses have
indicated was not patently ille gal on its face .
Mr.. DASH. In other words, what you are saying is that you never
did see the Gemstone file, Mr.. Magruder never invited you over to see
it, and that prior to March 30, J'OU had no knowledge,e of any so-called
Liddy intelligence plan?
Arr. STRACHAN -. That is correct.
Mr.. DASH. Now, did that change, at least a march 30 ?
If it did, could you tell us how it changed ?
Mr. STRACHAN:f. Yes; I I was aware that Afr. Magruder would he going
down to Key Biscayne to review several campaign decisions that had
accumulated during John Mitchell's working r on the ITT problem.
He called me up in an app-~~arentlv fairly brief telephone conversation
and reviewed the 30 or so pending campaign decisions. I took notes on
that telephone conversation and prepared shortly thereafter a political
matters memorandum for Mr.. Haldeman, summarizing tllat telephone
conversation as well as other information.
Mr.. DASH. And what did that include ? I mean did it include a Liddy
intelligence plan ? ;~~
Mr.. STRACHAN. Yes; Mr.. Mr. gruder told me that a sophisticated
political intelligence gathering,r system ha(l been approved and I re
ported that to Atr. Haldeman.
Mr.. DASH. Were you aware that that was one of the items for deci-- ~
sion that went down to Key Biscayne with Mr.. Magruder?
Afr. STRACHAN-. N0: I was not.
Mr.. DASII. SO that it was after he came back that he reported that to
you ?
Mr. STRACHAN. That is correct.
Mr. DASH. Can you recall approximately- when he made that,
to you ?
Mr.. STRACHAN'. Well. it was shortly thereafter, I would guess either
Friday, March 31, maybe Saturday,-. My secretary recalls having typed
the memoranclusn on Friday.
Mr.. DASH. And it is clear in your mind that Mr.. Magruder reported
that Arr. Mitchell had in fact approved a sophisticated intelli(>ence
plan ?

Mr.. STRACHAN- Well. I concluded that Mitchell had appro -ed
it. I believe that when Atr. Magruder was going through the decisions
and the way I would usually report it to Mr.. Haldeman would be that
Mr.. Magru,Tvider reports that Mr.. Mitchell has approved the following
matters and I would put a colon. and then I would list the items.
Arr. DASH. But did you do it with re gard to this plan ?
Mr.. STRACHAN-[AN-. Yes; that was one of the 3,n items that was listed

Mr.. D V S H . I t h i n k : i n y o u r s t a t e m e n t y o u r e f e r r e d t o a
sophisticated intelligence system with a budget of 300. Three hundred
what?
Mr.. STRACHAN SS. Well. it is $300,000. On almost all of the
memorandum that I wrote to Mr.. Haldeman I would leave off the last
three zeroes, because usual]y the figures that we were dealing M were
very-, very,r large,e.
A f r . DASII. Now, you say that you then
prepared a political matters memorandum for
Mr.. Haldeman, and you included
this approved
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- - Arr. z[AGR~~~ER. Primarily Mr,. I)ean and Mr.. Mitchell.
Mr. DASH. Now did you testify before the grand jury under immunity, provision?
Mr. MAGRUDER. 50, sir.

Mr. I)ASH{. When did •-011 most recently testify) before the t,rancl jury ?
Mr. AI.\C,R~~~E]>. That would have been prob)ablv 2 weeks after the April 14
discussion with the prosecutors.
Mr.. I)ASH. W What understanding(lillft do you have with the prosecutors

with regard(l to + OUI self at this point ?
Mr.. Magruder. As I understand it, I will plead guilty to a l-count

felony cha, rge of conspiracy.
Mr.. DASH. And will You be a witness at the criminal trial?
Mr.. MAGRUDER. Yes, sir.

Mr. D XSH. I have no further questions, Afr. Chairman.
Senator ERVIN'. Senator Baker.
Senator Baker. AI r. Chairman, thank you very much.
As we did on yesterday, we made an effort to rotate the questioning among members
of the committee so that the se/luence is not exactly the same. We intended to try that
again today with the chairman's concurrence and to rearrange the sequence of things in
a different way. I will now follow Mr.. Dash, I will A ield then in our turn to Senator
Weicker and Senator Gurney, and instead of minority counsel following after majority
counsel, minority counsel will conclude the questioning of this witness.
Mr. Magruder, I am not clear in my mind about who originated the idea of the.
clandestine intelligence op)eration and when that was done.
Mr. SI.AGR ~~~ ER. Well. Alr. Liddy was brought over to me at the committee in
December and I was told that he would handle our intelligence operations, by Mr.
Dean. He indicated that Mr. Mitchell had approved this. We did not discuss ill detail at
that meeting what these operations would be.
Senator B. BAKER. Did you discuss electronic eavesdropping?
Mr. MAGRUDER. N0, we did not.

Senator BAKER. Did you discuss the Democratic National Committee ?
Mr. MAGRUDER. N0. we did not.

Senator B.\liER. But the chain of events is that Arr. Dean recommended to you Mr.
Liddy.
Mr. MAGRUDER. Y es, sir.

Senator BAKER. It is your understanding that Mr. Mitchell had recommended Mr.
Liddy ?
Arr. MAGRUDER)ER. My understanding is they had met in November, November
24, Alr. Liddy. Mr. Dean and Mr. Mitchell and at that time it was agreed he would
become our counsel and handle OUI' intellignece operations.
Senator BAKER. What was the nature of your concept)t of intelligence(rence
operations at that point ?
Mr. MAGRUDER. Yes concept M

Senator BAKER. Yes; or Mr. Dean or Mr. Mitchell; if you ]~~~n~~~ Mr'. MAGRUDER.
I do not know- what their concept)t was. My concept)t was simpl,v one of gathering as
much information through sources in
the opposition's committee would have been my concept)t at that time.
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Senator MONTOYA. Now, Arr. Magruder, would you say- that R you were
ac(ltlaillted with most of these projests that, especially those 011 which
you kept a little file known as Gemstone ?
Mr. AIAG,RUDER. Senator, M when you say ac(luaillted
Senator MONTOYA or(luaillte(iolulrvaleof the projects.
Mr. AI.\(RUDER. Well, specifically the Watergate break-in, yes I was specifically aware of
that l)roject.
Senator MONTOYA. Did you have anything in your files with respect to Ruby 1 ?
Mr. MAGRUDER. My recollection of, I think;* Ruby 1 and Ruby Q and Crystal were code
names, I think that Mr. I,Liddy used for the various bugs. I am not sure if that is cor rect. I think
that is what it was.
Senator MONTOYA.\. Can you elaborate or amplify on their significance ?
Mr. MAGRUDER. I did not pay any attention to the names at all. It did not interest me.
Senator MONTOYA. Did you have anything
Mr, . Ma- MAGRUDER. But I remember the names.
Senator MONTOYA. Did you have anything in your files with respect to these names ?
Mr. MAGRUDER. Well. when the documents came in those. names were in the documents,
and I just cannot recall in what context they were in the documents. My- recollection was that I
thought that they were the positioning that would identify where that bug was, that is what I
thought. I would not I could not verif) that. I think that is my recollection of what Ruby 1, Ruby a,
and Crystal meant.
Senator MONTOYA. Do tou mean to tell me you did not read the documents that went into the
Gemstone file ?
Mr. MAGRUDER. I did not say that, sir. I said I read the documents but the jargon the jarg,on
that Mr. Liddy used was not of any interest. Actually-, Senator, I only read the documents once
found them to be useless and did not read them again.
Senator MONTOYA. What about Sedan Chair No. 2 ?. .
Mr. MAGRUDER. Sedan Chair 2, to my recollection, was an individual who was in the
Humphre,v campaig,n, who had been set up before Mr. I,iddy came on board, although that. could
be incorrect, it may have been after, and was simply a. as I understood it. I

think a disgruntled employee who was passing information to us. I
just do not know who Sedan{:hair q was. He wrote one extensive
report that I think Mr. Porter alluded to Humphrey's camp)aian in
Philadelphia.
Senator MONTOYA. now, VOU indicated also in testimony
heretofore given that you always assumed that when Mr. Dean acted
that he had author ity either from Mr t . Haldeman or Mr.
Ehrlichman, did you not 7
Mr. MAGRUDER. I think;. Senator, I said that his normal rep
orting relationship was either between Mr. Haldeman and 311.
F,hlliclllnan. T do not know specifically in ever) case whether he was
acting, in their behalf.
Senator MONTOYA. But you were under the belief that because
he was emp)loved at the White House under these two gentlemen that
he was acting for and in their behalf. Is that what you indicated
before?
WI r. MAGRUDER. Senator . in general context, yes. sir.
Senator MONTOYA, What particular part did Mr. Dean have in forging

the plan for the coverup ?
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' - Sir. REISNER. The total amount, when you added up the amount Mr. Porter had(l
received, seemed to be in the range of S40,000 to $50,no(). But that was';IS - .
Mr. THOMPSON:N-. Is that what the committee referred to as petty cash at that
time?
Air. REISNER. 1 referred to it as petty cash until I had assisted Mr. Porter in the ac
tivity.
Air. T'}rO)IPSON. And(l realized it was greater than you thought.
Mr. REISNER. I am sorry ?

mr. THOMPSON. And you realized that the money he had was more than you
thought?
WIT. REISNER. With this exception: It was not petty cash in the sense that there
were 87,000 or $8:S,000 on hand, which is certainly not petty cash. The ,54(),000 to
$50,OOO that I am referring to was sums that had accrued from the beg- innillr of the
time that there were receipts~July or June of 1971 until March.
Mr. THOMPSON:vlPso.x. How much cash was in the safe?
Mr. REISXER. How much cash at that time? It seems to me it was in the
neighborhood of several thousand dollars—perhaps as much as five or six.
Mr. THOMPSON. Did the receipts—do you re(.all any names of, or any amounts to
individuals who were receiving money from Mr. Porter's safe?
Mr. REISNER. Well, I can remember that there were, in addition to Mr. Liddy—IIO\
V, Mr. Liddy was—it was Air. Porter that indicated to me that Mr. I,iddy was receiving
money. There was an individual who was referred to by a code name and that code
name was "Sedan Chair" and that that individual was
Mr. THOMPSON. Sedan Chair? Two words?
Mr. REISNER. \ es. I believe it was actually "Sedan Chair 2."
Mr. Tuo.~~lPso>-. Was there a Sedan Chair l?
Mr. REISNER. I do not know. I do not know Perhaps there was.
There was also an individual who worked for Ailr. Porter named Roger Stone, \ ho I
believe received money. And there may have been other in(livi(luals.
But to my recollection, which is a little bit vague on this, there was not a regular
disbursements with those exceptions.
Mr
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Mr. REISNER. I do not know I know- that—well, I mean, I have sort of a general
circumstantial understanding of who I think Sedan Chair was.
Air. THOMPSON. Tell us about it.
Mr. REISNER. I I will come as close as I can.
Mr. THOMPSON'. Tell us about it.
Mr. REISNER. Sub sequent to that, after I learned that there was such an individual,
I think I was more alert to the name and I did see a memo in April, I believe, or perhaps
May, that purported to he a report from another capaign committee. I believe it was the
Humphrey committee. I do not know for a fact who Sedan Chair was. It could have been
someone who just simply had his disagreement with the Humphrey committee and
wished to report on some of their activities.
Mr. T}HOMPSON. It was someone in the Humphrey committee, from what you can
tell?
(72)
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Ml. RE}SNER. From what I can tell, I mean it purported to he.<
Mr. THOM[PSON. How much money was this individual receiving
Mr. REISNER.. A15 recollection is that it was app)rozeimately a thousand dollars a
month, but I could have read that in the newspaper, frankly, it is vague..
Mr. THOMPSON. What about Mr. Liddy?
Alr. REISNER. Mr. Liddy received several disbursements that were considerably
larger than that. I think they were in the nature of 85,000 to S8,000, 1 am not certain.
The reason I remember them is that there wer e—he would return sums of money and it
made the accounting somewhat bizarre. He would return S300 after taking out SS,OOO,
that sort of thing. I really am not completely clear on that.
Fir. THOMPSON. Was there any indication as to the total amount Liddy had
received to that time?
Mr. REIS}WEPW. No, there wasn't. I have the feeling that the total magnitude,
S4O,GOO to $50,000, means that, and that is the total magnitude of what was recorded.
I have no idea. Mr. Porter, I do not think, would have hidden any of what he was
recording but I only saw what the receipts were there and Mr. Liddy's total fi(gure I
would think would be in the nature of half of that.
Mr. THOMPSON. Did you state when this inventory took place?
Afar. REISNER. In March, later March. I could not pin it down exactly but it was
late March.
Mr. THOMPSON Concerning the money in Mr. Porter's safe, could you tell either
from anything that you saw there in the nature of receipts, from conversations with Mr.
Porter, from conversations with anybody else about any other operations or individuals
who were being funded, who had been paid money out of tile safe of Fir. Porter?
Mr. REISNER. Anything else would be by the nature of a supposition. There is
nothing else that
Mr. THOMPSON'. Do you know?
Mr. REISNER. It is hard.

Mr. THOMPSON. Or do you know or have any basis for believing that any
demonstrations or counter demonstrations were funded?
Mr. REISNER. Yes, there was one occasion in April in which I overheard a
conversation. The nature of my job was such that there are pieces of these things that
were overheard that after subsequent events they perhaps take some meaning. I was
sitting in Mr. Magruder's office at the time he received a phone call. The phone call
concerned the fact that there was a desire to get some counter demonstrators or
demonstrators to attend the Hoover funeral, that there was some sort of planned
demonstration. It seems to me that that was an activity that Mr. Liddy was then asked
to undertake and it seems to me there was some cash in that activity.
Mr. THOMPSON. Magruder asked Liddy to take care of this?
Mr. REISNER. When I say this I say this in an effort to be cooperative because I am
talking about only my specific recollection. It may be that that wasn't carried out or
that it was carried out differently from the way in which I heard the conversation and I
think only Mr. Porter could be of assistance there. That was the nature of the initial
conversation.
(73
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Senator RYEICRER. Which Senator is this?
Mr. PORTER. Senator Muskie—voted be used as a great front to
go to California and hold tax hearings that would be a great visual
event for Senator Muskie and all at the taxpayers' expense and he
could get a lot of value for his camp)aigm
We thought that was rather interesting to say the least, and I told
Mr. Magru(ler about it. EIC aske(l me to just cop)v the memo 011 a, I
believe it was written on plain bond—and send it to Evans and A ovak.
Miss Duncan did that. Miss Duncan typed it an(l we sent it to
Evans and Novak, and they printed it and the hearings were
held.
Senator WEICKER. All right. Were there other documents or other
instances where Miss Duncan performed services relative to
Mr. PORTER. w es, sir, I believe it was Miss Duncan. On one occa
sion, Senator Muskie's speech that he was going to deliver in the
Senate against the nomination of William Relmquist to the Supreme
Court was on the film, and I specifically was—it was about 20 pages
and I asked Arlr. Magruder(ler what he wanted me to do with it. He said,
let me check, and he did check, and he got back to me and said, Mr.
Mitchell would like to see it.
So that had to be completely typed and I had to read—I read off the
film into an IBNI dictaphone, and I believe it was Miss Duncan who
typed that. I believe it was she.
Senator WEICKER. Miss Duncan now being your secretary, is that
correct?
Mr. PORTER. Yes, sir.

Senator WEIC}TER. At any time, did you send Miss Duncan to the
White House to give Gordon Strachan copies of the photographed
documents or the transcripts emanating from those documents'~~
Mr. PORTER., An not remember, sir, whether I did or not; I do not
remember, It is pos. ~ that I did. If I did, it would have been be
cause Mr. Magruder wo. ' -a said, take a copy of this over to
Gordon Strachan. '
Senator WEICKER. I do want you to think about this answer.
Mr. PORTER. I understand.

Senator WEICKER. I am not trying to mislead you, and if you care to
take a minute or so, just to carefully think about it,, please do so. I do
not want to rush you.
Mr. PORTER. I will tell it as I remember it, and I do—let me say
this. Certainly, if Miss Duncan sass that that happened, then it did

happen. I would not dispute anything that she might say.
On the other hand, the only reason that I would send a document
over to Mr. Strachan would be at Mr. Magruder's sugg(>estion or
direction. I believe that I do remember sending—I believe there was
only one copy of the Rehnquist speech put together—I think—it was
so long However, on the item that appeared that was sent to Evans
and Novak, I think perhaps that may have been sent over to Air.

Strachan. I j ust do not remember, Senator.
Senator WEICKER. And you realized at that time that these various
documents—xvell, let me rephrase my question.
The obtaining of these documents, did you consider them been
obtained legally or illegally?
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Arr. PO}TTER. I remember asking Afr. Rvietz. The first question I
asked him, I said, "Is this any part of the U.S. mail?" And he said,
s t "No } }

I knew that intercepting the U.S. mail \ ould be n violation of the law I put the l)hototgraphin<>
of a document in the same category as xeroxing a document. If you are taking n picture of it one
way, you are taking a picture of it another way. So I did not think it was illegal. I thought it was
very surreptitious, but I did not think it was illegal. Senator WEICKER. You thought it was
surreptitious" Mr. PORTER. w es, sir. Senator WEICKER. But you did not think it was illegal?
Mr. PORTER. A O. sir.

Senator WEICKER. Why, then, did you indicate to your secrete ary that these were not
matters to be discussed
Air. PORTER. I think that is, in my opinion, that would be self-evident, Senator Weicker, that
YOU would not go around discussing things like that, the same as you would not go around
discussing any kind of information gathering that you might be doing
Senator WEICKER. Did you indicate to her that if she discussed it, she would be fired?
Mr. PORTER. I do not believe I ever made that statement to her, DO, sir.
Senator WEICKER. Again, let me just ask the question, am I correct in paraphrasing your
answer to me that there might have been an instance where you sent material to the \:White House
to Gordon Strachan or am I correct in saying that there were those instances and if so, how many?
That is my question.
Mr. PORTER. I cannot remember the exact number of instances that I sent things to Mr.
Strachan. Mr. Strachan would get copies addressed to Air. Haldeman of many things that I did,
Senator, in relationship to my primary function at the campaign or the surrogate operation,
schedules, and plans
Senator WEICKER. I understand, but
. Mr. PORTER. I do not remember—excuse me. ' Senator
WEICKER. Excuse me.
Mr. PORTER. I just do not remember specific instances where Mr. Strachan was sent an item
here or an item there. As I say, if Miss Duncan says that she did, then I would believe that. But I
personally do not remember that specific instance.
Senator WEICKER. ~~~-011 do not remember, then, sending Miss Duncan to the White House
to give Gordon Strachan copies of these photographed documents?
Mr. PORTER. I would say that, if it is an answer, I kind of remember it, but not enough to sit
and testify that I did it. All right? I mean, I sent Mr. Strachan documents and, on occasion, Miss
Duncan would hand carry them for one reason or another—either because the messenger was not
going to come back until 4 o'clock and it was noon, or Air. Magruder wanted to get something over
there right away, or something like that, and the secretaries would hand carry them.

Senator WEICKER. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman.
Senator ERVIN. Senator
Montoya.
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9. Dean told the President on March 21, 1973 that Haldeman
was assuming that the Committee to Re-Elect the President
_.

had an intelligence gathering operation conducted by Liddy that
was proper. Dean told the President there was nothing illegal
about "Sedan Chair".
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either fish or cut bait. This is
absurd to have these guys
over there and not using them. If
you are not going to use
them, I may use them." Things of this nature.
P When was this?
D This was apparently in February of '72.
P Did Colson know what they were talking about?
D

9a. WHITE.gOUSE TRANSCRIPT, MARCH 21, 1973, 10:22 - 11:55 A.M.
MEETING,
1 78- 79

11O

I- can only assume, because of his close relationship with Hunt,
that he had a damn good idea what they were talking about, a damn
good idea. He would probably deny it today and probably get away
with denying it. But I still -- unless Hunt blows on him

P But then Hunt isn't enough. It takes two doesn't it?
D Probably. Probably. But Liddy was there also and if Liddy were to
blow -Then you have a problem -- I was saying as to the
criminal liability in the White House.

D I will go back over that, and take out any of the soft spots.
P Colson, you think was the person who pushed?
D I think he helped to get the thing off the dime. Now
something else occurred though
P Did Colson -- had he talked to anybody here?
D No. I think this was P Did he talk with Haldeman?
D No, I don't think so. But here is the next thing that comes
in the chain. I think Bob was assuming, that they had some
(78)
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thing that was proper over there, some intelligence gathering operation
that Liddy was operating. And through Strachan, who was his tickler, he
started pushing them to get some information and they -- Magruder -took that as a signal to probably go to Mitchell and to say, "They are
pushing us like crazy for this from the White House. And so Mitchell
probably puffed on his pipe and said, "Go ahead," and never really
reflected on what it was all about. So they had some plan that obviously
had, I gather, different targets they were going to go after. They were
going to infiltrate, and bug, and do all this sort of thing to a lot of
these targets. This is knowledge I have after the fact. Apparently after
they had initially broken in and bugged the DNC they were getting
information. The information was coming over here to Strachan and some
of it was given to Haldeman, there is no doubt about it. P Did he know
where it was coming from? D I don't really know if he would. P Not
necessarily? D Not necessarily. Strachan knew it. There is no doubt
about it, and whether Strachan -- I have never come to press these
people on these points because it hurts them to give up that next inch,
so I had to piece things together. Strachan was aware of receiving
information, reporting to
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At one point Bob even gave

instructions to change their capabilities from Muskie to McGovern,
and passed this

< back

through Strachan to Magruder and apparently

to Liddy.

And Liddy was starting to make arrangements to go in and bug the
McGovern operation. P They had never bugged Muskie though, did they?
D No, they hadn't, but they had infiltrated it by a secretary. P By a
secretary? D By a secretary and a chauffeur. There is nothing illegal

g
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about that. So the information was coming over here and then I,
finally, after -a. The next point in time that I became aware of
anything was on June 17th when I got the word that there had been this
break in at the DNC and somebody from our Committee had been caught in
the DNC. And I said, "Oh, (expletive deleted)." You know, eventually
putting the pieces together -P You knew what it was. I knew who it was.
So I called Liddy on Monday morning and said, "First, Gordon, I want to
know whether anybody in the White House was involved in this." And he
said, "No, they weren't." I said, "Well I want to know how in
(adjective deleted) name this happened." He said, "Well, I was pushed
without mercy by Magruder to get in there and to get more information.
That the information was not satisfactory.
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10. Political Matters Memo ',P18 was prepared by Strachan and
submitte(l to Haldeman on March 31, 1972. On April 4, 1972 Strachan
_.

prepared a talking paper including the mention of the "sophisticate intelligence gathering
operation" for use by Haldeman in a meeting he was having with Mitchell on that day. The paper
was returned to Strachan and filed with Memo #18 after Haldeman met with Mitchell. Strachan
testified the subject of intelligence gathering was never raised again by Haldeman. Stracnan is
certain none of the Political Matters

Memo had the "P" with a check mark through the "P" which was the procedure used
for memos discussed in that form with the President.
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that would(l strike me as far more sensitive a, matter to send through the normal
messenger channels than some file which other witnesses have indi( ated was not
patently illegal on its f face
Mr. DASH. In other words, what you; are saying is that you never did see the
(Gemstone file. Mr. Magruder never invited you over to see it, an(l that prior to March
30, you had no knowledge of any so-called Liddy intelligence plan?
Mr. STRACHAN -. That is correct.
Mr. D.ash. Now, did that. change. at least after March 30 2
If it did, could you tell us how it changed ?
Atr. STRACHAN. Yes; I was aware that Mr. Magruder be going down to Key
Biscayne to review several campai'(=n decisions that had accumulated
durin(r John Mitchell's working (ill the ITT problem. He called me up in an
apparent]v fairly brief telephone conversation and reviewed the 30 or so pending
campaign decisions. I too]; notes on that telephone conversation and prepared shortly
thereafter a political matters memorandum for Mr. Haldeman, summarizing that
telephone conversation as well as other information.
Afr. DASH. And what did that include ? I mean did it include a Liddy intelligence plan ? '
l
Afr. STRACHAN. Yes; Mr. Magruder told me that a sophisticated political
intelligence gathering system had been approved and I reported that to Arr. Haldeman.
Mr. DASH. Were VOII aware that that was one of the items for decision that vent
down to Key Biscayne with Mr. Mag,ruder?
Arr. STRACHAN \5-. N0- I was not.

Atr. DASH. So that it was after he came back that he reported that to you ?
Mr. STR ACTI \}r. That is correct.
Mr. DASH. Can you recall approximately- when he made that report to you ?
Mr. STRACHAN-. Well, it was shortly thereafter. I would guess either Friday, March
31, mayb)e Saturday. My secretary recalls having typed the memorandum on Friday.
Mr. D.ASH. And it is clear in your mind that Mr. Magruder reported that Mr. Mitchell
had in fact approved a sophisticated intelli(gence plant

Mr. S T R A C H S S . Well, I concluded that Mr. Mitchell had
approved it. I believe that when Mr. Magruder(ler was going through
the decisions and the way I would usually report it to Mr.. Haldeman
would(l he that Mr. Magruder rer)olts that Mr.. Mitchell has approved
the follonwing
matters, and I would put a colon. and then I would list the items.
Mr. DASH But did you do it with regard to this plan ?
Atr. STRACHAN{\N-. Yes; that was one of the 30 items that was
listed.
Mr. D\SH. I think in ~~~,-our statement you referred to a
sophisticated intelligence system with a budget(lfTet of .',00. Three
hundred what
Mr. STRACHAN-. Well it is 94.'S00,000. On almost all of the
memorandums that, I wrote to Mr. Haldeman I would leave off' the
last three zeroes, because usually the figures that we were dealing(r
with were very, very, large ..
Mr. DASH. Now, you say that you then prepared a political matters
memorandum for Mr. Haldeman, and J'OU included this approved

-
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Air. STR-ACH[AN-. Well, there was a button on the call director phone that I had
which would buzz when I was to pick that line up, and I pushed down the l:button and
began listening to the conversation usually at that time which was already in progress.
Mr. DAS}q[. All right. In this particular case non- with a call, I take it, you are
testifying to Mr. Mitchell, could you tell us, having picked up) the line, what you
heard ?
Mr. STR.ACHAN-. Well, Mr. Mitchell indicated that he was either going to return or
had returned from Florida. and Mr. Haldeman jokingly said '"Well,. that is clearly a
mistake. You ought to stay down there and vacation some more.'' and Mr. Mitchell
indicated that ' Well, we had better t et to gether and talk about some matters."
Haldeman asked him if 3 o'clock that day would be convenient.
Atr. D ASH. And that day was when ?
Mr. STRA('IIAN. Ap pril A.

_

Mr. DASH. 19, 2 ?
Mr. SARA C1IA N-. 1 9 s 1972 .

Mr. DASH. And was there, in fact, a meeting on April 4,197S, between Arr.
Haldeman and Arr. Mitchell ?
Mr. STRACHAN-. Well. I did not attend the meeting so I could not testify that there
was in fact but I prepared GL talking paper for the meeting and we would prepare a
folder which would include the talking paper, and the talking paper went into his office
and came back out afterwards.
Mr. DASH. All right.
Now, in this talking paper. did you include the item of the sophisticated intelligence
plan with a budget of $.300.000 2
Atr. STRACHAN. Yes. In most talking papers I would frequently pose the. question
is the intelligence system adequate? Is the proposal on track, just to get the
conversation going 011 the subject, and in this particular one I did include that
paragraph.
Mr. DASH. Now, prior to that meeting and when you were preparing that talking
paper was there any other political intelligence plan operative or being considered to
your knowledge
Mr. STRACHAN-. A-0; not to my knowledge.
. Mr. DASH. I)id you receive back that talking paper after you had given it to Mr.
Haldeman ?
Btr. STRACHAN'. Yes. I did.

Afr. DASH.-And to your knowledge, was there any indication as to
whether all the items on the talking paper had been discussed?
Mr. STRACHAN. Well, usually if a matter had not been discussed
he would indicate that it should be raised again. In this case it was not
raised again, indicating that he would have covered the subject.
Mr. DASH. A:W did you do with that talking paper then when you
received it back ?
Err. STRACHAN. I put it back in the file with the political
matters memo 18 files.
Mr. D VSH. And there was no indication from Atr. Haldeman that he
had either not discussed it or it needed any further action on your part ?
Atr. STRACHAN-. That is

correct.
Atr. DASH. Now, did there come a time after that meeting bet ween
Mr.. Mitchell and Mr. Haldeman, and also in the same month of April,
(83)

10a GORDON STRACHAN TESTIMONY JVLY 23, 1973,
6 SSC
2452 2454 2488
.,

_.

2488
Senator INOUYE. Was any distinction made between personal and private papers and public
papers or were they all in one package, sir?
Atr. STRACH AN-. A5.'ell. that question of law has never been settled. Most Presidents have
taken the view that any documents prepared in their public capacity belong to them. Former
President Johnson left with something like 20 moving vans full of documents and memorabilia,
with no apparent distinction between personal papers that he had drafted and papers that had been
prepared by other mem,bers of the Government for him.
Senator INOUYE. Were he tapes that we have been discussing today a part of the estate of
Richard M. . Nixon
? Part of the estate plan 2
Arr. STRACH-\N-. Well usually the description of the assets which would be transferred would
be extraordinarily broad. Terms such as "materials" would be used to include every thin(J—papers,
memorabilia, State gifts, tapes, photographs, almost anything related to the Presidency.
Senator INOUYE. Were you aware that the tapes that have been under discussion the last few
days were considered as part of the estate plan of the President?
Ak. STRACHAN-. A-0, I did not know of the existence of those tapes until Mr. Butterfield's
testimony.
Senator INOUYE. :!would. you have said that you prepared several
political memos which were passed on to Mr. Haldeman. Are you
aware if these memos were ever seen by the'President ?
Sir. STRACHAN. A-0, and I would doubt that they were. because memorandums which I drafted
for Atr. Haldeman, that he reviewed with the President, would usually concern polling matters. and
he would put a ' P" up in the upper right-hand corner indicating that he would want to take it in and
cover it with the President, then it would come back to me with a chec!smark through the ':P^
"indicatincr that he had covered it with the President. And I do not remember. and I am certain that
I would, that any of my political matters memos were covered with the President in that form.
Senator INOUYE. My final question before we recess for a few moments. Mr. John Dean has
stated that he recalled visiting you in your office in the presence of Mr. Richard Moore and
recalling your saying that you would, if necessary, perjure yourself to prevent involving Air.
Haldeman:
Just for the record, is that still the frame of your mind a
Arr. STRACHAN-. Well. it is certainly not the frame of ml- mind now, and it wasn't at the
time. The particular meeting or conversation that Atr. Dean, I believe, is referring to followed a
series of meetings to decide how to cope with the Segretti matter. Air. Dean testified that there
was a Sun(lav meeting in the Roosevelt room. and he listed the attendees, trying to deal with the
imminent story on Mr. Segretti. Air. Dean did not mention my name, yet I was at that meeting

was the meeting in
question with Mr. Moore. We were statements that could be put out
to the press by the White House. such as the one that Mr. Chapin
eventually
released and I indicated at that time that if the statement v. as to be
released in my name. it could indicate
that I had approved Don Segretti
instead of
There were a series of meetings after that, and I believe one of them
working on

Air. Haldeman.

.

11. Haldeman has testified that he and Mitchell did not
discuss intelligence gathering activities with the President
_,

on April 4, 1972, and that he and Mitchell only reviewed with the President
matters relating to the ITT-Kleindienst hearings and arguments of regional
campaign responsibilities. Haldeman's notes of the meeting show no political
intelligence gathering operations were discussed. The transcript of April 4, 1972,
meeting between the President, Haldeman,

and John Mitchell confirms that there was no discussion of campaign
intelligence gathering activities.
11 a Hald em an 7 SSC, 28 81...........................

11b Transcript, April 4, 1972, 4:13-4:50 p.m., p. 1-31
(submitted to the Committee on the Judiciary on
Page
. 86
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tion to either of us that he had been instructed to destroy any materials or make sure
files were clean.
I think the effort to bri in r in my April 4 meeting with John Mitc hell as in some
way si,Snificallt, with regard to intelligence is a little farfetched. By his testimony
Strachan doesn't!t know what was discussed at that meeting All he says is that, in
routine fashions he put an item
on the talking paper regarding the ade(luacv of intelligence. As a matter of fact. the
meeting with Mr. Mitchell that day was in connection with}l a meeting of Mitchell and
me with the l:President. My notes taken at the meeting with the President indicate the
discussion covered the ITT-Kleindeienst hearings and a review of Mitchell's plans for
assiglnint7 regional campaign responsibilities to specific individuals. They indicate no
discussion of intelligence.
DEAN INVESTIGATION

John Dean, in his Camp David report—which is now exhibit 34-43 before this
committee—says that when he arrived in Washington 011 Sunday afternoons June IS,
he realized that the President would have to know everything,<r that he could find out.
He realized at that point th at he would be asked to assemble all of the facts so that
the White House could be fully informed as to what had transpired and how it would
affect the President, but having been on an airplane for approximately 25 hours he did
nothing further that evening.
The nest morning after reading all of the news accounts of the Watergate incident,
he spoke with John Ehrlichman, m-ho instructed him to get the facts together and report
to him. He then called the ,-attorney General to get what facts he knew. He called
Gordon I,iddy and met with him. Dean asked Liddy if anyone at the White House was
involved and he told him 110.
Durin,(r the days and weeks that followed, Dean discussed the incident with
everyone who he thought might have any knowledge or involvement.
The source of these facts is John Dean's report, or the start of it, which he wrote at
Camp) David in March of this year.
There is absolutely no question in m) mind, or, I'm sure, in the minds of anyone at
the White House, or at the Justice Department, that John Dean was in fact conducting
an investigation for the White House regarding the Watergate as it might involve the
White House. It is inconceivable to me that there could be any doubt in Dean's mind.
Dean moved in immediately after the incident as sort of ' he Watergate project
officer in the White House. This was in keeping with our usual procedure; the

responsibility was his and he had the authority to proceed. Dean kept
Ehrlichman and me posted from time to time on developments and,
through us, the President. He apparently did not keep us fully posted
and it now appears he did not keep us accurately posted.
The President, Ehrlichman and I were very much involve l in many
other vital matters through this entire period and we made no attempt
to get into the details of, or in any way take over, the Watergate
case.
See Book 3, p. 1263.
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Hon::>*a'Dls John §9; IDe'~~v
Special Coun,~~r~~El b the

House Judiciary Committee
Congr ress sional,1 Annex

New-> Jersey & c Street, S.E...
Washington,> D.C D.C.)

Dear:r Mr Doars,.z:
June D, 1974

TE13 os is

m

response)18e ^{^? your request for? the >~~$ recording of «*

<:c>U<Xrxadors between the President Mr. John Mitchell and H. R.
I!£~~ A3s~~~~n on April A,~~ 1972, from ~~:13 - 4:diC1 P. }9{_,, with.-sm respect
DO W~~ which there O~~ sworn testimony by ~~, H. R. Hade man t}~~X
,h5-.3.3; -~~oo i

u If is desired
b check the accuracy of ~~ transcript,, I am authorized to advise you?1 that the President-;
would permit the Chairman . N Rodino,t, and the Ranking Minority

Member },Ia. Hutchinson, b li3>t to the tape at ~~ White House,
Sincerely,
James D, S+. Clair
Special Counsel to the President
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The president/Attorney General Mitchell
and 11. R. Haldema
Oval Office
April 40 1972 - 4:13 - 4-50 PM
(Expletives Deleted)
P Well John, I hope you had some time off -- that they didn't
bother you to death with ITT and all that
M

No. It was simply wonderful.

P

Good (unintelligible ).

M

We always enjoy it, Mr. President. Oh, Bebe turned that
thing up according to your formula and

H

( Laughte r ) .

M

I tell you, it was just great.

P

I told these people around here, I said unintelligible) call
Mitchell, I said don't you Bob, and.
Of course, I suppose they had to (unintelligible) one or two.

M
M
p
Well some of them did.
We didn't bother you too much?
No, not you fellows.
I said in the campaign -- I said to hell with the damn
campaign. Did you do any golfing? No?
M

Hell, I didn't even care to.

P

Did you fish?

M

We fished, and we went out in the boat with Bebe a couple of

times and had(l dinner with him two or three times.

11b. WHITE HOUSE TRANSCRIPT OF APRIL 4, 1972, 4:134:50 P.M.
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P

I'd like a little consomme. Want some consomme?

M

I'd love some. So it was just absolutely great. We had
some of the people down from the Committee where we
could spend a couple of days, you know, with quiet and so

P

Yeah (unintelligible) sort of busy these days. Try and get
the weather, damn it, if any of you know any prayers, say them (unintelligible) weather. Let's get

that weather cleared
up. The bastards have never been bombed like they're going

to be bombed this time, but you've got to have weather,
M

P

Huh! It isn't bad. The Air Force

isn't worth a I mean,

they won't fly. Oh, they fly, but they
won't -- you see our
Air Force is not . . .

H

It's the strangest thing -- in World War II they flew those
bombing runs all the time and they couldn't see a thing.

P

I know.

M

But they were doing a different type of bombing then.

P

Strategic bombing and all that -- nevertheless it's a
miserable business.

M

Are the Navy pilots as bad?

11b.. WHITE HOUSE Transcript OF APRIL 4) 1972,
4:13-4:50 P.M.
Meeting 1-31
—3—

P

Oh they're better, but they're all under this one command.
It's all screwed up. We just aren't going to talk about it.
The weather will clear up. It's bound to. When they do,
they'll hit something -- and, they're a lot of brave guys -you've got to say. After all that POW (unintelligible) that
poor who got shot down. They're over there starving on that
damned rice. It's all right, we'll give 'em hell. Well the ah,
what are your reflections on the present thing. Why don't we
start with what I told the staff to get the hell off of the ITT
and then get on to politics which is more interesting, not
that that isn't --

M
we'll get this thing.
P

Well, I don't know if we'll ever get out of it -- I mean -- I
think what we have to face is that it will be investigated by
(unintelligible) election as you get closer to the election of
course it's extremely, I think that a I think you might adopt
the practice -- I think you might consider adopting the practice
that after the Democratic Convention the Republicans will
boycott all investigating committees on the grounds that they
are politically motivated. How would that be?
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M

I would think I would go beyond investigative committees.
I'd go to some of the others where you have a facade

P

Haras sing.

M

Of substance, but

H

(Unintelligible ). It' s a good idea.

P

Yeah -- we're going to boycott anything that we think is
politically motivated.

H

These people are disgracing (unintelligible).

P

And ah, Republicans just walk off and say it's just politically
motivated. Well, at least ITT got 'em confused.

M
I would
say it's quite confusing. Some of the more enlightened
newspaper people are beginning to write to the effect that the
Democrats got to come up with something more than they've
come up with or the monkey's go ing to be on their back.
H

Manolo, who do you think (unintelligible).

MS

I don't think so, sir.

M

Not much Manolo.

MS

What they do is (unintelligible).

M

You happen to be right, Manolo. I was just telling -(Material unrelated to Presidential actions deleted)
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M

You know this little girl -- this Lichtman -- the secretary?
You know where she had her press conference don't you -- did
you notice that? Down in the law office of the Democrat
Chairman for the District --

P

She's a Democrat?

M

Yeah, but the press conference was held in the law office of
this (unintelligible) District, Democrat Chairman, and yet
there wasn't anything in the newspapers about it or why it
just so happened.

HorP

(Unintelligible).

M

Most of the "shakers""aret that's for sure.

P

What is your view about the convention -- about all the scares
and cries I hear about the 250, 000 naked kids that are going
to be coming?

M

Well, Bob and I have just gone over this and I've had a meeting
this morning with

P
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And so forth, ah, it seems to me there are three factors -number one was screaming kids -- if you call them kids;
number two a- the ITT Sheraton business with the television
on the hotel all through the Convention; and thirdly, and
equally, if not more important, is the fact that the site
selection committee and the people that went out there to'
look at that thing did a God damned poor job. Its come to
the point where it's going to cost between 2.4 and 2.5 million
to put that thing together. In addition to that, there's

H

That's if we just get the convention hall apparently?

M

H

I see, all the hotels and stuff involved.

M

Yeah everything; in addition to that there has to be nine
hundred odd thousand dollars of insulation in that arena out
there, and in addition to that there's a

P

Who, (unintelligible) this, Wilson (unintelligible).

M

No, I think a lot of our people closer to us than that were at
fault in not recognizing the limitations of these facilities.

P

All right.

M

In addition to that you have your building trades labor contract
coming up on June 1, out there for negotiations, and they can
put the pressure on your pay board or the rest of it. So, in
view of that we have thought of the potential of changing the site.
We can get out of there --
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P

What ground would you use for changing it?

M

The cost and the uncertainty of the availability of the facilities.

II

There's a real question as to whether they can do the construction
on _ _

M

That's correct, and the arena out there is owned by two
Canadians, and they're just acting tougher than hell.

P

All Canadians are tough.

M

And, there's no contract with them that covers some of these
things; -- ah, so that you're not walking away from the City
of San Diego, you're walking away

H

You can make a very good case.

P

How about San Diegians -- how do they feel?

M

I don't know, frankly, I believe it would be mixed emotions.

H
p

H

It's mixed, but with all the talk of the demonstrators
Lot of people don't want them there
I think a lot of San Diegians would be very happy to have them
go away.

M

I would think that that would be the case.

(Overlapping conversation)

H

Hotels anyway --
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the arena is in trouble, in other words, you've got to find the cause. This
subject came up before, you know, you raised it, Bob, and said, well, our
people are so stupid on public

relations that I'm sure the way it would come out

is we went because we didn't want to stay at the Sheraton

where somebody I understand agreed I was to stay.

H

No.

P

I'm not even going to stay any place in San Diego -- I'm

staying in San Clemente, but be that as it may that was
apparently some story that they had. Well anyway, whatever
it was, the question is whether or not at this point we could
start the talk. It' s awful hot incidentally, terribly hot,
H

I can see that

M

Well, we've started this

P

Put it on the basis that the arena can't be finished. Can we
do that?

M

Yes, as a matter of fact, I was going to say we're starting
this, programming this, by sending people out to continue,

and I say continue the negotiations with these Canadians

because they don't want to give us a place for lead time in

order to get in there to do the improvements, etc., etc.
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Then we could start the cost thing and then

(Overlapping conversation).

I'd just say that the arena would not be finished.

Well, the cost factor goes in with the negotiations because if

you don't get into the arena to do the reconstruction by a certain
date your cost factors multiply and multiply and multiply -so you just (unintelligible) the same factor. In the meantime,
I talked to Bebe this morning and a Miami Beach of course is
the logical place.
P
H

(Unintelligible).

P

Well, if it's all set up -- safe -- television -- that's the major
consideration. At least it' s all there. Go to the stupid damned
place again, and I got a place to stay this time I wouldn't have
to stay in a hotel.

M

So Bebe has got this fellow Myers.

P

Hank Myers.

M

Hank Myers, who has the contacts and so forth, quietly canvassing to see if the arena and the hotel rooms will be available.

H

This time of year?

M

Oh hell, they run a lot of conventions.

(96)

-

llb.
WHITE' HOUSE' TRA!NSCRIPT
4:13-4:50
P.M.
MEETING, 1 -31

OF APRIL 4)

1972

-10-

They run a lot of conventions but they'll clear them out by that
time. It isn't really, I've been there in June and August -- we
all have -- and they do run conventions, but generally speaking
it's still more open in the summer and the rates are lower.
Of course
It' s still ridiculous though.
M

So, if the only negative factors that I see in the change

P

Is the admission of guilt in ITT, right?

M

Well, I think that that will go by the boards.

P

Maybe that's better than just having the damned story rehashed
again.

M

I would rather have the -- if they can sell it as an admission
of guilt now than I would have the television cameras on the
Sheraton Hotel all through the Convention.

P

That' s right. That' s right.

M

I don't know

P

My theory is - It's the old story you know that a good poker player cut your losses -- get out of the bad box and get out of it fast.

M

I don't know how our friend the Governor would take this. He
might be damned glad to get the problems out of the way. I
don't know, but we would do --
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P

Can't we -- could we have a situation where we have a break

with the Canadians. You see what
I mean? Create a conflict
with them.
That's what w e're
And then go out and announce it, but it's got -- if for once we
could do the PR right -- if for once -- just one single solitary
time -- and keep it out of Bob Wilson' s hands - - and do it
right -- but the problem is that the convention
(unintelligible) that is the arena won't be ready, the cost is
too great, or . . .
M

That's the way we would program it.

P

Think it would work?

H

Sure. I think it would. You're bound to get some bumps on the
other side? So what? You got a base a story -- just stick with
it -- couldn't get the arena done -- made a mistake in surveying
it. It' s all fallen apart.

P

You've got to establish that immediately though. This is April,
and the Convention is only five months away, and so everybody
is going, as y ou know, now that' s going to be ready --

M

You see these negotiations are going on and what eve were
proposing to do is to send a big architect and a builder or
somebody- else up to have a confrontation!,.Liicn
with t e f Cana dians s
in

Vancouver.
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P

Well let's do it.

M

Well, we want to make sure we can go to Florida before we
break this pick.

H

I'd just soon not have a convention, but we can't get away with it.

M

Have an absentee ballot -- that's what I'd prefer.

EI

The Ripon Society is suing US for improper selection of delegates
or something.

P

(Unintelligible).

H

We have something where you state that (unintelligible) to the
President gets eight additional delegates or something and the
Ripon people have gone to court and some judge has upheld
them on the first round.

P

Is that right? Well that's been done -- been done from the
beginning -- I don't know whether it means anything.

H

I don't think it does, They don't seem to worry about that anymore,

M

The fact of the matter is that there are a few rules that a political
party has control of it' s Convention and in the past they have
ignored even the state laws that require people to be pledged for
so many ballots and so forth. They've just ignored them.
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Let me ask you this. Do you think the possibilities of major
demonstrations are less in Florida? It doesn't make a hell of
a lot of difference anyway. I'd rather have a demonstration in
Florida than I would in California anyway. California is a state
we have to go for for other reasons.

H

Well, I think they are infinitely less.

M

Infinitely le s s.

H

You've got much better physical (unintelligible).

M

And in addition to that you have all the Democrats in control in
Florida from the Governor on down -- where in California you
have all the Republicans in control.

H

(Unintelligible) have demonstrations (unintelligible).

P

One story John, whenever you're asked about a (unintelligible).
You know, I'm the only one in the whole outfit that
didn't want to go to California. I was against it all the time.

M

You wanted to go to Chicago. I didn't want you to.

P

I did. That's right, but I (unintelligible).

M

No question about it.

P

How about Chicago now?

M

Daley wouldn't let you in there, I bet.

P

Oh
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H
p

M
H
I:vI
IT

Can't start from scratch from anyway now, I don't think.
You've got

M

Be very very difficult.

H

It would.

M

And we have a month between the Conventions -- more than
a month in which

H

Clean things up

M

To change things enough to make it look like -- assuming that
(unintelligible ) (Unintelligible)

platform in. The facilities for crowd control are so

much better in Miami Beach there. And of course the cost is And we save money
LEAA money, we don't have to Save police money. The other point is the
Democrats really fouled up, and the police and the rest will feel that they have a
responsibility to be a little bit more restrained when we're there. Well, I hope you
can do it. My idea is -- I'd wait. Obviously we have to get ready -when it's ready - I'd say in about 30 days from now. I think we could move in on it before then r
Because we're at the point where
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though without being charged because of ITT Well Herman came out with a
statement today which shows that ITT's contribution is down to $25, 000. I just
think that the cost of it, the labor problem, the possibility that you'll never get
that place in shape

P

Yeah

M

Ah, added on top --

P

Also, we don't -- there's very little that we could do to screw
up Florida as a state that we might win. California is a toss
up anyway you figure it. It's a to carry and there's a nasty
incident that could hurt us.

M

Yep.

P

That's the point. On the other hand, I don't think Reagan's
attitude is supportive. He wants to carry the state. On the
other hand, you got to figure whether or not -- these clowns that
want to go there say -- oh it would help so much -- and all that
bu s ine s s .

H

(Unintelligible).

M

Well -- you've a double edged sword there -- if everything
went off nice and peaceful and you had all those 10, 000 college
kids we were going to have out there marching with their
banners and everything,, was be beautiful -- that'd be great.

(102)
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Local too.
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M

But if you have one of these confrontations with a Republican
Governor and a Republican Mayor and Pete Pitchess is sending in his
stormtroopers -- why Yep. Well that's where the police are going to come
from, you know they don't have enough in San Diego to handle it.
(Unintelligible) send Pete Pitchess down - Sheriff's posse. Those old farts
riding their horses. Well, I like it, but I would say that if you just start getting
the word out awful fast about the (unintelligible) problem you are having with
the Canadians. Is that being done, I haven't seen anything? Well, it's all local
out there. It's known locally. The main point is to get it out nationally. Well.

P

Who would say that? -- the Mayor would say it or the Convention

Committee -- that we regret that we cannot handle it -- that we

cannot have the hall ready.

M

Well this is the Republican Convention and they wouldn't be

35-945 C) - 74 - fl

saying it because they would, of course, have to bring that site selection
committee back and they'd have to put out another call and things like that; so it
would be the Republican National Committee that's the party of interest.
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P

Ok. -- Well leaving that subject -- what else is -- I guess
today is Wisconsin isn't it?

M

It certainly is -- ought to be an interesting go -- ah -- I told
those fellows over there tonight with Dale and -- Dole and so
forth -- to get out two thoughts in connection with this primary
in Wisconsin. Number one, that there was a clear indication
because of the proliferation that the Democrats did not have a
viable national candidate when you look at who won in New
Hampshire and who won in Florida and who won here and the
next place and secondly, if there was any winner at all it was
Teddy Kennedy. Now Teddy's been getting a free ride, but not
being drawn into this, and if you have Dole, Dale and whoever
else bring this up that --

P

Why wouldn't you say that Teddy is going to be the nominee.

M

Yeah, Teddy' s getting

P

Rather than he' s a winner -- I'd simply say that McGovern' s
a stomping horse for Kennedy and Lucey is the Kennedy man and

it looks like Kennedy is going to be the winner of the nomination.

Looks like Kennedy. None of the others have got the horses to

win it. Smoke him out a little.

M

That's right and then, what I would hope would come out of it --

is what the Republican National Ch..irnlan and so forth are sayi
(104)
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M

is that the reporters will be going to these other candidates
and say "what do you think about what they are saying about
Kennedy" and let's get them posturing themselves against Kennedy
so that he doesn't get this free ride.

P

It's clear, it's clear that this is a -- Mel Laird is saying that

the reason Muskie has been really po]eaxed there among other

is that Lucey and the Kennedy I)emocrats have ganged up on him.

They got behind McGovern, not for the purposes of supporting

McGovern, but to kick the hell out of

M

Muskie

P

Muskie, and also, he said they did it for another reason: they

didn't figure Hubert had a chance before Florida and didn't have

time to change their course until then or they'd all been for

Hubert, but then anybody but Kennedy. Their purpose was to stop

Muskie. But they've done that -- now Hubert, of course, has

come in.

H

They can't stop Hubert! (Laughter)

P

They can't stop him if he wins this time.

P

I think he will. I think-he'd be first -- McGovern second -- and if
-Wallace is third, I think Muskie then would be fourth, but that's

just a guess.
(105)
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M

I don't know how the

P

Maybe Muskie will be -- Muskie will be second.

M

Well, I doubt that very much.

though. He had a big telethon push which I
(unintelligible ).

M

-

P

I don't think Muskie is going to have that drawing power up

there.

You know the thing that occurred to me is that -- it seems to

me that as you look around the states -- the big states --

New York is one that I don't think you could (unintelligible) -

you really have to be personally in charge out t}.~~re, and

anybody else I let in there, you know what I mean, because

you've to play the game and Rock efeller's got to carry it for

us hasn't he? Have to get off his ass, but you've got to play

the game with those conservatives, right? And so there the

problem

H

Incidentally, did you see Bill Buckley's -- you see that letter

he sent out?

P

No. What' s he done now?

H

He sent out a letter to the -- I don't know whether it's a

circulation building letter or something to the publication people

or whatever it is - but anyway, the whole pitch is -- "I've been

asked about this coming election or something-~~, and r will say

proudly I will vote for Richard Nixon for President. I conside r

( 106)
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-20- one of the Democratic possibilities would
be a disaster for this country. " He said that "Nixon will be a problem too M or P
(Unintelligible)

H

but that he has the job" -- no, he insists that "he has the job
now of doing just what the conservatives want of pulling together a
sufficiently broad coalition in order to be elected to govern. " He
said "I would not vote for Nixon as editor of a convservative
journal. "
That's very good.
And he said "I don't feel that we should abandon our principles
but when we get to the election we must vote (unintelligible).
Then he sort of sticks it to Ashbroolc?
Well, Bill's written
He said he was going to do that
A couple of column's you know that go in this
How does he, well how does he deal with Ashbrook. I mean
does he want him to get a good vote anyway?

H

Yeah, because that's forcing you

M

That's the signal

H

To take a conservative position.

P

I mean I watched Ashbrook closely

H

You watch Ashbrook closely and get your guidance from

(uni!ltelligible )
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P

What I was going to say is -- in Pennsylvania, who do we have
there that you would say -- you also will handle New Jersey
won't you? I don't think (unintelligible) or were you using Sears
or others

M
P

Yeah, Sear s .
What about the list of the big states? We got New-~~v York and
New Jersey. What would you say about Pennsylvania?
(Unintelligible). Or do you just divide the state up?

M
P

Oh, do you mean who do we have in Pennsylvania?
The boss, I mean it's a Unintelligible). Who would you consider
to be the top man?

M
P

That's really divided into regions but Arlen Specter is -- well
Specter is our general

M
p

M
P
P

M
P

M
Well he's our campaign director. Scott and Schweiker are the co-chairmen,
and Arlen -Specter is the statewide chairman? Yes. Good . Well he's really
going to work Well he's good.

And a
And he wants to be governor doesn't he? That's
correct.

(108)
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Whether he wants to be (unintelligible), he's good don't you
think with the Jews and with the Blacks and (unintelligible)?
Also he's with us.

M

Yes, and also he's -- we're deciding whether Rizzo's campaign
manager should go to work for Arlen Specter now or wait and a

P

How's his relationship with the Pittsburgh crowd, all right?

M

They're good, because we've got other lines

P

But Specter -- that's the guy -- in other words you wouldn't
be in direct -- you wouldn't need anybody here to watch
(unintelligible) ?

M
done
P

(Unintelligible) you ought to handle that

M

Well let me.

P

On a real tough job, I would not let them out of your hands.
I don't know whether you can do them all but

M

No, I've already decided that in California, Illinois, Ohio,
Pennsylvania, New York and New Jersey, that I am going to
have a direct line through to the people. The other states we
will have these surrogates

P
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Regional people. Now, what I want is what we've talked about
before, it's -- well, use the example of California: If we can
get Cap Weinberger, if he's not so far "Hatched" that he can't
do it, Cap could be a state desk man or auditor, or whatever
you want to call it, somebody with the expertise of politics in
California -- can go in and see what's going on up in the Valley
under Monagan or what Packard is doing and his people and
San Francisco, or what they're doing here there and the next
place. I expect to have somebody like that for each of these
big states. But I think

P

I'm afraid he is "Hatched," but a

M

Is he?

P

(Unintelligible)

M

Cap is a pretty bright able guy and he's been immersed in
politics out there as state chairman

P

Wonder if we should pull him out of the Budget?

M

He gets along with everybody.

H

Well, he doesn't want to stay in the Budget.

P

I know he doesn't want to stay there. Can we pull him out and
put him in an agency. He might be just as good a man as you
could find around California.

(110)
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Can he take a leave?

H

Just resign.

P

Let Carlucci or somebody else be Budget Director if he
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H

After you get a Budget Director.

P

I'd have him as full time. George could find somebody

H

You've George on top of it.

P

George Shultz can run the Budget, (unintelligible). I really
think the thing for Cap -- so important that you want him
(unintelligible). Illinois ?

M

Well, we've got, of course, Tom Houser is a good operator and
I haven't got anybody yet.

P

Pretty good, yeah

M

Tom Houser.

P

He's Percy's man, you know.

M

No.

P

No, I meant he was.

M

He was.

P

I mean his

M

He broke with Percy you know when Percy went back on his
commitment to vote for you -- or to me to vote for you at the
Conve ntion.
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Well he helps us in the area we needed him (unintelligible)
and so forth, and Texas?

M

And we have

P

M
P

M
P

M
P

M
p

M

How does Texas stand? We have Al -- we have John Connally. ( Unintelligible )
. We have Al Topper (phonetically) downstate. Oh, good. Who is, you know
(Unintelligible ). And so -- plus a lot of good regional people -- even a top flight
guy in the city of Chicago which is a real good politician. In Texas, I've been
talking to John Connally about it. Have you? Good. John's feeling is that by the
time they get to the Democratic Convention he is not even sure that Bentsen or
the Lt. Governor

P

Barne s

M

Ben Barnes or these people should even go to that Convention.

I guess it's his line. What he is angling for in effect, is keep

your options open. Don't get tied in with an organization now,

because you may want to bring

P

Texans for Nixon, I know, I know (unintelligible).

(112)
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Well, on the other side of the coin, of course, our Republican
friends are getting itchy and I keep telling them to go out and
write you son e more Republicans -- but they say well, we're
going to lose good people to the gubernatorial campaign, etc., etc.

P

Let 'em go.

H

So what?

P

Let them go. They don't -- that doesn't make any difference.
Hold it firm. We need Texas Democrats. We don't win Texas -we haven't won it yet -- but you don't win it with Republicans.
We never have. And let's just face it, that's the way the score is.
Tower has won it once or twice but -- accidents, pure accidents.
(Unintelligible) any Democrat, believe me, by any Democrat
(unintelligible) committee of that sort is better. Rather than
that fellow who is finance chairman down there. What's his

name?

H

Al Fay

P

Al Fay

M

You mean Peter O'Donnell?

H

He's left?

M

Peter quit. He's (unintelligible) national committee

Peter's left.

Ed

Unintelligible ).

H

I'll be darned.

M

Agnitch is the new national committee an.

llb.
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P

Yeah.

1-I

O'Donnell was such a horrible whiner.

P

Ohio !

M

Ohio we still have the Bliss.

P

Bliss is still.

M

Situation.

P

I think going for the old timer there is a bad idea.

you think Bob?

H

I think it is a good idea.

M

Well, we have to, Mr. President -- almost have to -- to keep

the Taft forces and the Rhodes forces and the rest of them.

P

Well, we've got to go for the young too and the rest, but

I guess Bliss is

M

Well, Bliss is going to come back to work for me, you see,

What do

he wants the recognition.

P

Great.

M

He's not going to be the guy to come and do the nuts and bolts,

but he wants the identification with you and back here to

re-establish his

P

Let me ask you this. We have these curious reports, which,

you've seen these of course, (unintelligible) out of Michigan

showing we have a chance in Michig n Do you think we ought

to take a whirl at it or not?
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at all of them.
P

Well (unintelligible) even Minnesota?

M

Well, I mean a whirl at them to the point where we're going to
organize to the teeth and then when it comes to where you're
going to spend the money on your media, your mail, your
telephone, and things like that, we'll make the judgment a
little further down the line.

P

Michigan judgment could be very interesting because if it gets
really heated up on busing, if it could, and we're on the one
side and they're on the other side, you might win the state on
that issue. You agree Bob?

H

Sure.

M

In addition to that, look what you've done for the automobile
indu stry.

H

That was a year ago.

P

Well, still

M

It still can be sold

P

Sold lots of cars

M

And, Milliken is all aboard and he's working hard, and we've
got a good chairman out there.
(115)
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P

I'd even run -- I'd even have some sort of a campaign on that.
I'd even do something in Massachusetts. Do you know why?
Solely because I think it isn't good to let any one area just go
completely.

M

No, you can't, because of its rub off on Vermont.

P

(unintelligible)

M

We've got an added starter there who wants to be the chairman

to get out and work and that's the Governor.
P

He does?

H

Sargeant?

M

Why not? He gets

P

Won't hurt us !

M

He gets on the tube.

H

(unintelligible).

P

Well, he's a good liberal fellow.

H

He really wants to get in?

M

Yep -- and I think we can get it cleared with Brooke and Volpe
and all the rest of them.

P

I think there's a great deal to be said to go for every state.
You know the line I took with these people -- the governors

which they all like to hear -- but you take, I was telling Bob the other
day that in terms of our own p] lan of c ourse, we's C got to look at
everything you can without killing ourselves or without being over
exposed. But, I feel very strongly that

( 116)
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P

Wallace in or out, we ought to hit of the southern states that
I ought to get to Georgia, Alabama, Louisiana, and Mississippi,
because I think if we can sweep that South and of course Texas
is the big question mark (unintelligible).

M

Did I tell you about Connally's poll that Barnes ran down there?
Shows the President did very well -- quite different from our
poll s .

P

In Texas?

M

Yep.

P

Our poll shows five points behind.

M

With Muskie, yeah.

P
H

That was awhile back.

M

Quite awhile back. Yeah. But John Connally's impression is
that you're in good shape in Texas with or without Wallace.

P

Well, that's hard to say (unintelligible).

M

Well we don't have that liquor thing down there this year that
we had in '68. That was what really did us in.

H

(Unintelligible).

P

You know (unintelligible) really kicked Muskie in
(unintelligible) that Harris Poll showed him slipping in the
trial heats. Apparently (unilltelligil)le) something similar
(unintelligible).
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Well, this has a hell of an impact because the press picks it
up and drums on it day in day out.

II

Especially because he had been (unintelligible).

P

(Unintelligible) Gallup (Unintelligible) even, even in February
and now (unintelligible).

M

When is this coming out?

P

I've got to see the Ambassador -- he's leaving -- he's leaving.

M

Oh, is he?

H

Going home.

P

Yep. Well, anyway John. (Voices fade).

H

French Ambassador's name is Kosciusko. Figure that one out.

P

San Diego thing -- got something to do, do it! Cut our losses

and get out. But I do think that from a PR standpoint, Bob,

at this time we really ought to.

H

(Unintelligible) ahead of time.

P

To build (unintelligible). Start a fight right now.

(unintelligible) no question.

M

As soon as we see any light through it at all, '

P

I'd start right now.

Play hard

M

Give them the guidelines and put them right on it and let them

stay right on it. (Unintelligible).

P

John, I would start the fight right now. (voices fade away).

P

Well, Mr. Ambassador, (The French Ambassador and
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D I know, sir. I can just tell from our conversation that
these are things that you have no knowledge of.
P You certainly can! Buggings, etc! Let me say I am keenly aware
of the fact Colson, et al., were doing their best to set
information as we went along. But they all knew very well
they were supposed to comply with the law. There was no
question about that! You feel that really the trigger man
was really Colson on this then?

D No. He was one of us He was just
thing.
P All I know about is the time of ITT, he was trying to get
something going there because ITT was giving us a bad time.
D I know he used Hunt.
P I knew about that. I didn't know about it, but I knew there
was something going on. But I didn't know it was a
Hunt.
D What really troubles me is one, will this,thing not break

202
some day and the whole thing -- domino situation -- everything
starts crumbling, fingers will be pointing. Bob will be
accused of things he has never heard of and deny and try to
disprove it. It will get real nasty and just be a real bad
situation. And the person who will be hurt by it most will be
you and the Presidency, and I just don't think

( 120)
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him on June 22, 1972 that one of the EBI theories of the case was that it was a CLA
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assist him in his inquiry I asked Mr Dean if he would he rep)orting
directly to the President or through Mr. Haldeman or Mr.
Ehrlichman)nlall. He informed(l me that he would be rep)ortill,r
directly to the Presi(lent.
At

this meeting r with!l

Mr..

1)ean there was no discussion of whom

we were going to inter v view or where our leads mi ght take the
investigation. We did discuss the scheduling of White House interviews
through Mr. Dean and his sitting in on the interviews as counsel to the
President.

On Thursday. June 9_, 197_, after being(r briefed by Mr. Charles W.
Bates, Assistant Director, General Investigative,rative Division re
garding the latest developments in the Watergate case and undoubtedly
as a result of information developed at thab hriefing, I telepholled
Ditector [Ielms of the CI &. I told hiln of our thillkinfr that ave mav be
polkilla into a olleration and asked if he could confirm or denv thi3.
He said he had been rmeetinCr on this e~~-erv daA vvith his men, that
thev knew the people, that tney could not fiaure it out lout that there
avas no
CIt involvemellt. ,
I met afrain +~~, ith T\1 r. Dean at 6 30 t) m tvhe same cla~~- to
a¢~~ain discuss the schedulinCr of intersiesvs of AN7hite House staS
l)ersonnel and to arrange the schedulin=,r of these interviews directlv
rhrouX>h the AVashincrton fiell offlce ratller than throu(rll FBI
headqllarters .-tt this meetina I also disl-ussed vaith him our verv earlv
theories of the case; namely, that the episode ~~-as either a Ckt covert
operation of some sort simplv because some of the peolzle involsted
had been CI-t people in the past, or a CI & monev chain, or a political
monev chain, or a pure polieical operntion. or 'i Cuban riCrht winr
o;)eration. or a combination of anx of these. I also told AIr Dean that
ave svere not %eroincr in Oll any one theory at this time, or
excludin~~ anv, but that ~~-e just COtlld IlOt see anv c]ear reason for tllis
bur(rlary and attempted intercept of communications operation.
I he]ieve that it ~~-as at this meetin~~ on Jtlne oz that I tolcl him of
our cliscoverx of a ballk accotlnt in the name of Belnard Barl;er, xvho
vas arrested in the AVater(rate hurClalvb and the fact that a ta ).000
check associated ~~rith Ivenneth Dahlherv and four checlss drzlvn on a
WIexican hanli pavable to Alanuel Ocrarriox in the total amount of
;89,000, n-ere depositetl in the Barlxel account I do not Ir.lz-e a clear
memorv of tellinfr him about my telephone call earlier in the dav to
Director Il[elms rewardiny the question of CILt involvement It iS liliely
thLtt I ~~vould have eiiscllssed the Helms call lvith hiTn in connection
nith our discussioll of the theories of the case since AIr. Helms hacl in
formed me that there mas no C I -t involvement
On Flidav, fJulle 23 19~~ 3. AIr. Bates met lvith me afrain to brief
me on recent developmellts I teleI)honecl AIr Denn fol]on in(r ImV
meetinfr vith ?>lr I3ates I am qtlite certain that this c.^ll a(rain involved the
Barl;er bank account allcl the Onarrio and I)..lllher(r checl;s Litller in
this call or in the meetin(r of the precedin(r evenin(> AIr Dean first Iaised
lvith me the idea that if +N-e persisted in Oul efforts to investi~~ate this
AIexicall monev chain lve could uncover or become invo]vecl in CI~~t opel ations I rernember tellinz AIr Dean in one of these earlv
teler)hone calls or meetint s tllat the FBI lvas goin(r to pursue all leads
t (tressivel) ullless ~~ve m-ere told bv the CI thL t there ~~-as a CI t
interest O1 involvement in this case.
CIA-Y

_~~
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told—and I do not recall specifically who told me this that this money
had absolutely nothing to do with the Watergate; it was unrelated and it
was merely a coinci(lence of fact that Liddy had used Barker to cash
the checks and Liddy had returned the money to Sloan. I was told that
the investigation of this matter which appeared to be connected with
Waterg,ate but wasn't, was unfounded and would merely result in an
unnecessary embarrassment to the contributors Accordingly, Mitchell
and Stans both asked me to see if there was. anything the White House
could do to prevent this unnecessary embarrassment. I, in turn, related
these facts to both Haldeman and Ehrlichman. On June 22, at the
request of Ehrlichman and Haldeman I went to see Mr. Gray at this. of
Rice in the early evenin(r to discuss the Dahlberg and Mexican checks
and determine how the t BI was proceeding with these matters Mr. Gray
told me that they were pursuing it by seeking to interview the
persons who had drawn the checks.
It was during my meeting with Mr. Gray-on June ~~ that we. also
talked about his theories. OI the case as it was beginning« to unfold. I
remember well that he drew a diagram for me showing his theories. At
that time Mr. Gray had the following theories: It was a setup job by a
double agent; it was a CIA operation because of the number or
former CIA people involved; or it was someone in the reelection
committee who was responsible. Gray also had some other theories
which he discussed, but I do not recall them now, but I do remember
that those I have mentioned were his primary theories.
Before the meeting ended, I recall that Gray and I again had a brief
discussion of the problems of are investigation in the White House. Gray
expressed his awareness of the potential problems of such an
investigation and also told me that if I needed any information I should
call either Mark Felt or himself. Gray also informed me that he was
going to meet with the CLM to discuss their possible involvement and
he would let me know the outcome of that meeting
On June 23 reported my conversation with Gray of the preceding
evening to Ehrlichman and Haldeman. We discussed the Dahlberg and
the Mexican checks and the fact that the FBI was looking for answers
regarding these checks. I had the impression that either Ehrlichman or
Haldeman might have had n conversation with someone else about this
matter but this was mere speculation on my part at that
time. -

Within the first days of my involvement in the coverup, a pattern had
developed where ! was carrying messages from Mitchell, Stans, and
Mardian to Ehrlichman and Haldeman—and vice versa—about how
each quarter was handling the coverup and relevant information as to
what was occurring. I was also reporting to them all the information I was
receiving about the case from the Justice Department and the FBI. I
checked with Haldeman and Ehrlichman before I did anvtllin~. One of
the few sets of early documents evidencing this working, relationship
with Haldeman and Ehrlichman relates to responding Larry, C Brien's
letter of June 24 to the President requesting the appointment of a
sp)ecial prosecutor. I have submitted these documents to the committee.
[The documents referred to were marked exhibit No 34-17.*]
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14. Haldeman's testimony before the Senate Select Committee
confirms that: Dean reported to him the FBI's concern about
._ .

CIA involvement, and that Haldeman in turn reported this to the President, who
ordered Haldeman and Ehrlichman to meet with the GIA officials to insure that
the FBI investigation not expose any unrelated covert operation of the CIA. The
uncertainty regarding the possibility of uncovering CSIA activities was
recognized in a memo dated June Z8,

1972

from Helms to Walters. ,

14a ! Haldeman 7 SSC, 2884
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14b Memo from Director Helms to Deputy
Walters, June 28,
1972J~~w*s@**@66e~~@@~~w@@*

(120)
127

14a H.R. HALDEMAN TESTIMONY, JULY,Y 30, 1973, 7 SSC 2884
2884

is that the President was not directly involved himself and he was not
told by anyone until March; w hell he intensified his own investigation.
Even then, he was (riven conflicting and unverified(l reports that made
it impossible to determine the precise truth reg,arclin r As Watergate or
the coverup and. at the outset at least, he was relying primarily on one
man, John l)ean, who has admitted th:tt he was a major participant in
the illegal and improper coverup, a fact unknown to the President until
1'~~)t.3
Any attempt on my part at this time to try to identify those who
participated in, directed, or knew of the illegal coverup would of
necessit:,- be based totally on hearsa v .
CONTAINMENT

There was a concern at the White House that activities which had
b e e n i n n o w a y r e l a t e d t o W a t e r g a t e o r t o t h e 1 9 / 2 political
campaign,n, and which were in the area of national security, w ould be
compromised in the process of the W atergate investigation and the
attendant publicity and political furor. The recent public disclosure of
the FBI wiretaps on l)ress and NSC personnel, the details of the
Plumbers operations, and so on, fully justifies that concern
As a result of this concern and the FBI's request through Pat Gray
to John Dean for guidance re(7ardincr some aspects of the Watergate
investigation, because of the possibility of CIA involvement, the
President directed John Ehrlichman and me to meet with the Director
and Deputy Director of the CIA on June 23 We did so and ascertained
from them that there had not been any

or

t

involvement in the Ai.

atergate affair and that there was no concern on the part OI Director
Helms as to the fact that some of the Watergate participants had been
involved in the Bay of Pi gs operations of the CIA. We discussed the
W h i t e H o u s e concern regarding possible disclosure of
Wat.0Varerfraterelated covert CIA operations or other nonrelated
national security activities that had been undertaken previously by
some of the Watergate participants, and we requested Deputy Director
AT alters to meet with Director Gray of the FBI to express these
concerns and to coordinate with the FBI, so that the FBI's area of
investigation of the Watergate participants not be expanded into
unrelated matters vhich could lead to disclosures of earlier national
security or CIS activities
Walters agreed to meet with Gray as requested. I do not recall
having any other communication, or meeting with Walters. Helms. or
Gray on this subject I did not. at this meeting or at any other time. ask
the CI- to participate in any Watergate coverup). nor did I ever suggest
that the CI t take any responsibility for the Water(rate break-in I
believe that the action I took with the CI CIA was proper. according
to the President's instructions and clearly in the national interest.
There were a number of newspaper) stories and allegations raised
during the period following the Water(rate break;-in that posed new
questions re(rardin~~r the facts of Watergate or related matters When
any such questions arose, the President would againask that the facts
be ascertained and made known
publicly as com)luletelv and quicklyas possible, but there always seemed to he some reason why
(126)
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15.

The President stated on May 22, 1973, that it
did seem possible to him that because of the involvement of
._ .

former CIA personnel, the investigation could lead to the uncovering of covert CIA
operations totally unrelated to the Watergate break-in. The President stated he was also
concerned that the Watergate investigation might lead to an inquiry into the activities of
the Special Investigations Unit. Gray testified that on July 6, 1972, the President
told him to continue to conduct his agressive and thorough investigation of the
Watergate affair .
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anzig, who is now an associate judge of the U. S. Court f
f Claims.

Mr-. Sampson ha been Acting Administrator of General
Services since June 2, 1972 He joined the General Services
Administration in 1969 as Commissioner of the Federal
Supply Service. From 1970 to 1972 he was Commissioner
of the Public Buildings Service in GSS and the first
L)eputy Administrator of GS.N for Special Projects
H. came to the General Services Administration after 6
years in Pennsylvania State government, where he
secretary of administration and budget secretary under Gov.
R a y m o n d P . S h a f e r , a n d d e p u t y s e c r e t a r y for
procurement, department of property and supplies,
u n d e r Gov William NY. Scranton. Prior to entering
government service, m: was employed by the General
Electric;.c Co. for 12 years.
Mr Sampson was born on October 8, 1926, in Warren, R.
I He received his B. S. degree in business admins tration
from the University of Rhode Island in 1951 and has done
graduate work at the George Washington University.
Active in several professional or,nanizatiorlsM Mr.
Sampson was presented the Synergy III Award for
outstanding contributions toward the advancement of
architecture l)y the Society of American Registered
Architects in 1'~~72.
1973 he was selected as one of the Top Ten Public 8;
Works Men n of the 'fear, and he was named an honorary
mber of the American Institute of Architects.
He and his wife, Blanche, have four children and
reside in Washington,iD.C.
NOTE' For the President's statement upon announcing his intention to nominate Mr.
Sampson, see the preceding item,

The Watergate Investigation
Statements by the President. May 22, 1973

Rece ent news accounts growing out of testimony in the
Watergate investigations have given grossly misleading
impressions Of many of the facts, as they relate both to my
own role and to certain unrelated activities involving
national security
Already, on the basis of second- and third-hand hearsay
testim on >- by persons either convicted or themselves
under investigation in the case I have found myself
accused of involvement in activities I never heard of until I
read about them in news accounts.
T h e s e i m p r e s s , o n s c o u l d a l s o l e a d t o a serious
misunderstanding of those national security activities
which, though Wily u u n r e l a t e d t o W a t e r g a e , h a v e
becomeor tangled in L e rev, They! A could k ad to further
compromise of of sensiti; e nat ional! security information
(130)
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I will not abandon my responsibilities I will continue to
do the job I was elected to do.
In the accompanying statement, I have set forth the
facts as I know them as they relate to my own role
With regard to the specific allegations that have been
made, I can and do state categorically:
l I had no prior knowledge of the Watergate operation.
2. I took no part in, nor was I aware of, any subsequent

efforts that may have been made to cover up
Watergate.
3. At no time did I authorize any offer of executive
clemency for the Watergate defendants, nor did I
know of any such offer
4 I did not know, until the time of m-} own
investigation, of any effort to provide the Watergate
defendants with funds.
5. At no time did I attempt, or did I authorize others to
attempt, co i mplicate the CIA in the Watergate
matter
6 It was not until the time of my own investigation
that I learned of the break-in at the office of Mr.
Ellsberg's psychiatrist, and I specifically authorized
the furnishing of this information to Judge Byrne
7. I neither authorized nor encour:lged subordinates to
engage in illegal or improper campaign tactics .
In the accompanying statement, I have soug''lt to
provide the background that may place recent alle,~.vions
in perspective. I have specifically stated that executive
will will not be invoked as to any testimony concerning
possible criminal conduct or discussions of po ssible criminal
conduct, in the matters under investigation. I want the
public to learn the truth about Watergate and those
guilty of any illegal actions brought to justice.
Allegations surrounding the Waterg:~~te affair have so
escalated that I feel a further statement from the President
is required at this time.
A climate of sensationalism has developed in which
even second- or third-hand hearsay charges are headlined
as fact and repeated as fact.
Important national security operations which themselves
had no connection with Watergate have become entangled
in the case
As a result, some national security information has
already been made public through court orders, through the
subpoenaing of documents, and through testimony
wi,nesces have given in judicial and Congressional pro
ceedings. Other sensitive documents are now threatened
with disclosure Continued silence about those operations
would compromise rather than protect them, and would
also serve to perpetuate a grossly d!sror.ed view—wn (:
recent par. al cl di!oEures have ( given of the nature and
purpose of those operations
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The purpose of this statement is threefold:
—First, to set forth the facts about my own relationship
to the Watergate matter;
—Second, to place in some perspective some of the
more sensational—and inaccurate—of the charges that
have filled the headlines in recent days, and also some of
the matters that are currently being discussed in Senate
testimony and elsewhere;
—Third, to draw the distinction between national
security operations and the Watergate case. To put the
other matters in perspective, it X ill be necessary to
describe the national security operations first
In citing these national security matters, it is not my
intention to place a national security "cover" on
Watergate, but rather to separate them out from
Watergate'—and at the same time to explain the context in
which certain actions took place that were later
misconstrued or misused.
Long before the Watergate break-in, three important
national security operations took place which have
subsequently become entangled in the Watergate case.
—-The first operation, begun in 1969, was a program of
wiretaps. All were legal, under the authorities then
existing. They were undertaken to find and stop serious na
ional security leaks.
—The second operation was a reassessment, which I
ordered in 1970, of the adequacy of internal security
measures. This resulted in a plan and a directive to
strengthen our intelligence operations. They were;
protested by Air. Hoover, and as a result of his protest they
were not put into effect.
—The third operation was establishment, in 1971, of a
Special Investigations Unit in the White House. Its primary
mission was to plug kales of vital security information. I
also directed this group) to prepare an accurate
history of certain crucial national security matters which
occurred under prior administrations, on which the Gov
ernment's records were incomplete.
Here is the background of these three security operations
initiated in my Adrninistration.
1 969 WIRETAPS
By mid-1969, my Administration had begun a number of
highly sensitive foreign policy initiatives They were aimed
at ending the war in Vietnam, achieving a settlement in
the Middle East, limiting nuclear arms, and estab lishing
new relationships among the great powers. These inv olved
highly secret diplomacy They were closely inter cd
Leaks'.s or secret informat:on about any one could C
endanger . all.

Exactly that happened. News accounts appeared in
1969, which were obviously based on leaks some of them
;¢ RICHARD NIXON, 1973

initiatives unless further leaks could be prevented. 'i
required finding the source of the leaks
In order to do this, a special program of wiretaps N
instituted in mid-1969 and terminated in February 19,
Fewer than 20 taps, of varying duration, were involve
They produced important leads that made it possible
tighten the security of highly sensitive materials. I autho
ized this entire program. Each individual tap was und.
taken in accordance with procedures legal at the time as
in accord with longstanding precedenL
The persons who were subject to these wiretaps we

determined through coordination among the Director c the
FBI, my Assistant for National Security Affairs, an the
Attorney General. Those wiretapped were selected c the
basis of access to the information leaked, material; .
security files, and evidence that developed as the inqui
proceeded.
Information thus obtained was made available to senio
officials responsible for national security matters in order
curtail further leaks.
THE 1970 t?~~TELLlGE~~-Cs
PLAN
In the spring and summer of 1970, another security
problem reached critical proportions. In March a way of
bombings and explosions struck college campuses an
cities. T here were 400 bomb threats in one 9-;-hour
period in New York City. Rioting and violence on college
can puses reached a new peak after the Cambodian
operatic and the tragedies at Rent State and Jackson
State. T.: 1969-70 school year brought nearly 1,800
campus de demonstrations and nearly 250 cases of arson
on campus. Man colleges closed. Gun battles between
guerri!!a-s~;le group and police were taking place. Some
of the disr:ptive ac tivities were receiving foreign
support.
Complicating the task of maintaining security was th
fact that, in 1965, certai n tapes of undercover FBI ope
rations that had been conducted for many years had
been suspended. This also had substantially imp.>s-ed our
3'0:: ity to collect foreign intelligence infor nation. At the
same time, the relationships between the FBI and other
intell a
gence agencies had been deteriorating By May 1970, r W
Director Hoover shut off his agency's liason with the Cl
altogether
On June 5, 1970, I met with the Director of the FB(Nk.
Hoover), the Director of the Central Intellig-".cAgency Mr.
Richard Helms), the Director of the 1!fense Intelligence
Agency ( (Gen. Donald \' Bennett ) . the Director of the
National Security Ax no-; E r =- ' ~ C c1!~~-) * We c
n!:se>:~~ ad the R ~~ t r Ad for - - ~~
gence operations.-s. 1 appointed LJ..~~ctor . - a: chairman
of an interagency committee to p. pre re rccc-:
mendations.
. . . i .. ..
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me.;norailclufa of the options approved After recon->ideratie.n, however,
prompted by the opposition of Director Hoov er. the agencies were notified
o days later, on July 28, that the approval had been rescinded The options
initially approved had included resumption of cert ain intelligence
operations which had. been suspended(l in 1966. Th:>e in turn h:ed
included authorization for surreptitious entry— breaking and entering, in
effect on specified categories of tar;,r-~~ts in specified situations related to national
security.
Because the approval was withdrawn before it had been implemented,
the net result was that the plan for expanded intelligence activities never
went into effect.
The documents spelling out this 1970 plan are extremely sensitive. They
include—and are based upon— assessments of certain foreign intelligence
capabilities and procedures, which of course must rema n secret, It was this
unused plan and related documents that John Dean removed from the White
House and placed in a safe deposit box, giving the keys to Judge Sirica. The
same plan, still unused, is being headlined today.
Coordination among our intelligence agencies con to fall short of our
national security needs. In July 1970, having earlier discontinued the FBI's
liaison with the CLAY Director Hoover ended the FBI's nor nor liaison with
all other agencies except the White House. To help remedy this, an
Intelligence Evaluation Committee was created in December 1970. Its
members included representatives of the White House, CL&, FBI, NSA,
the Departments of Justice, Treasury, and Defense, and the Secret Service.
The Intelligence Evaluation Committee and its staff were instructed to
improve coordination among the intelligence community and to prepare
evaluations and estimates of domestic intelligence. I understand that its
activities are now under investigation. I did not authorize nor do I have any
knowledge of any illegal activity by this Committee. If it went beyond its
charter and did engage in any illegal activities, it was totally without my
knowledge or authority.
TTIE SPECIAL INVESTIGATIONS UNUT

On Sunday, June; 3, 1971, The New York Times published first
installment of what came to be known as ' "The Pentagon Papers." Not
until a few hours before publication did any responsible Government official
know that they had been stolen. Most officials did not know they existed.
LN') senior of cial of the Government...ent had read them t!r knew:v with
certainty what they;! contained.
All the Government knew, at first, was that the papers comppr,ed 47
volumes and some 7,0()0 pages, which had been t.!'ken from the most
sensitive files of the De:-nartments of State and Defense and the CIA.
covering military and
(132)
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Moreover, a majority of the documents published with the first three
installments in The Times had not bee:l included in the 47-volume study—
raising seriou:s questions about what and how much else might have been
taken.
There was every reason to b,believe this was a security leak of
unprecedented proportions.
It created a situation in which the ability of the Government to carry on
foreign relations even in the best of circumstances could have been
severely compromised
Other governments no longer knew whether they could deal with the United
States in confidence. Against the background of the delicate negotiations
the United States was then involved ill on a number of fronts—with regard
to Vietnam, China, the Middle East, nuclear arms limitations, U.S.-Soviet
relations, and others—in which the utmost degree of confidentiality was
vital, it posed a threat so grave as to require extraordinary actions

Therefore during the week following the Pentagon

Papers publication, I approved the cr ation of a Special
Investigations IJ nit within the White House which later
came to be known as the "plumbers." This was a small
group at the White House whose principal purpose was to
stop security leaks and to investigate other sensitive
security matter I looked to John Ehrlichman for the
supervision of this group.
Egil Krogh, Mr. Ehrlichman's assistant, was put i n
charge. David Young was added to this unit, as were E.
Howard Hunt and G. Gordon Liddy.
The unit operated under extremely tight security rules.
Its existence and functions were known only to a very few
persons at the White House. These included Messrs.
Haldeman, Ehrlichman, and Dean.
At about the time the unit was created, Daniel ~~ berg
was identified as the person who had given the Pentagon
Papers to The New York Times. I told Nk. Krogh that as a
matter of first priority, the unit should find out all it could
about Afr. Ellsberg's associates and h s motives. Because
of the extreme gravity of the situation, and not then
knowing What additional national secrets Mr Ell
berg might disclose, I did impress upon Mr Krogh the vital
importance to the national security of his assignment. I did
not authorize and had no knowledge of any illegal means
to be used to achieve this goal
E?However, because of the emphasis I put on the cr
ucial importance of protecting the national security I can
understand how highly motivated individuals coul(l have
felt justified in engaging in specific activities that I would
have disapproved had they been brought to my atten!fon.
Consequen.;.y, . S President:t, I must; and do c=-"....- r;:
sponsibil)ilivy for such ac ons t!(:>uite the f.!C^; to'-:' ' LA ,,.';

time approved or had knowledge of t'^rn.
I also assigned the unit a number of other investigatory
matters, de:9iog i:l part with compiling an accu rate
recordof events related to the Vietnam war, on which the
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records having been removed with the change of adminis
trations) and which bore directly on the negotiations then in progress.
Additional assignments included tracing down other national security leaks,
including one that seriously co,np.omi,ccl the U.S. negotiating position in
the SALT tal.<s.
The work of the unit tapered off around the end of 1971. The nature of its
work was such that it involved rr rs that, from a national security standpoint,
were highly sensitive then and reamin-^n so today.
These inte!ligence activities had no connection with the break-in of the
Democratic headquarters, or the aftermath.
I considered it my responsibility to see that the Watergate investigation
did no. impin,cre adversely upon the national security area. For example, on
April 18, 1973, when I learned that Mr. Hunt, a former member of the
Special Investigations Unit at the White House, was to be questioned by the
U.S. Attorney, L directed Assistant Attorney General Petersen to pursue
every issue involving Watergate but to confine his investigation to
Watergate and related matters and to stay out of national security matters.
Subsequently, on April 25, 1973, Attorney General Kleindienst informed me
that because the Governm tent had clear evidence that Air. Hunt was
involved in the break-in c,? the office of the psychiatrist who had treat-d Mr.
Ellsber,z,, he, the Attorney General believed
that; despite the fact that no evidence had been obtained from Hunt's acts,
a re,rDort should nevertheless be made to the court trying the Ellsberg-case.
I concurred, and directed that the information be transmitted to Judge Byrne
immediately.
WATERGATE

The burglary and bug ging of the 3:)enmocratic National Comm,mittee
headquarters came as a complete surprise to me. I had no inkling that any
such illegal activities had been planned by persons associated with my
campaign; if I had known, I would not-have permitted it. My immediate
reaction was that those guilty should be brought to justice, and, with the
five burglars themselves already in custody, I assumed that they would be.
Within a few days, however, I was advised that there was a possibility
of CI.N involvement in some way
It did seem to me possible that, because of the involved ment of former
CI.R personnel, and because of some of | their apparent associations, the
investigation could lead | to the uncovering of covert CIA operations totally
unre- | lated to the Watergate break;-in. l
I,. addition, by th:s time, the name of Mr. Hunt had surfaced in
connection with Watergate, and I was alerted
the fact that he had previously been a member of the
special Investigations I.'n t in the l,';White House-* There- 8 fore I was also
concerned that the Watergate investigation l might ~~,cli lead to an inquiry
into the activities of the. Special inv estigations Unit itself.
' 22, 1973, 9 PRESIDENTIAL
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In this area, I felt it was important to avoid disclosure of the details Of
the national security matters with which the group was concerned. I knew
that once the e:<istence of the group became known, it would lead
inexorably to a discussion of these matters, some of which remain, even
today, highly sen,itive.
I wanted justice done with regard to Watergate; hut in. the scale of
national priorities with which I had to deal— and not at that time having
any idea of the extent of political abuse which Water,pte refiected—I also
had to be deeply concerned with ensuring that neither the- covert operations
of the CIA nor the operations of the Special Investigations Unit should be
compromised. ',Rerc'ore, I instructed Nor. Haldeman and Mr. Ehrlihchman to
ensure

that the investigation of the break-in not expose: either an

unrelated covert operation of the CI.N or the activities of
the White House investigations unit—and to see that this
was personally coordinated between General Walters, he
Deputy Director of the CIA, and Mr Gray of the FIST It
was certainly not my intent, nor my wish, that the
investi,ation of the Watergate break-in or of related acts
be impeded in any way.
On July 6, 1972, I telephoned the Acting l)irector of the
FBI, L. Patrick Gray, to congratulate him on his successful
handling of the hijacking of a Pacific Southwest Airlines
plane the previous day During the conversation Mr Gray
discussed with me the pro,n-ess of the Watergate
investigation, and I asked him whether he had talked
with General Walters. Mr Gray said that he had, and that
General Walters had assured him
involved. In the discussion, Mr. Gray suggested that the
matter of Watergate might lead hi;,'ner. I told him to
pressahead with his investigation.
It now seems that later, through whatever complex of
individual motives and possible misunderstandings, there
were apparently wide-ranging efforst to limit the
investigation or to conceal the possible involvement of
members of the Administration and the campaign
committee
I was not aware of any such efforts at the time Neither,
until after I began my own investigation, was.~~,s I I
aware of any fundraising for defendants convicted of the
break-in at Democratic headquarters, much less authorize
any such fund raising Nor did I authorize any offer of
executive clemency for any of the defendants.
In the weeks and months that followed Watergate, I
asked for, and r eceived, repeated assurances that A Mr.
Dean's own investigation (which included reviewing F,!es
and sitting in on FBI interviews with White House
personnel) had cleared everyone then employed by the
Wh.;e House of involvem,ent;
In summary then:
(l) I had .5 l: prior knowledge.~~iC(tgr of the
Watergate.~~,~~:;c 6 i! wing operation, o of any i!l: egal! su
z rveill.~~nee . c..; ; for
I, political purposes.

| (2) Long prior to the 1979' campaign, I did set in \ mo tion
certain internal security m,casur:s, incl:ding k lega;
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wire-taps, which I felt were necessary from a national security standpoint
2nd, in the climate then prevailing, also neces ary from a domestic security
standpoint
(3) People who had been involved in the national security operations
later, without my knowledge or approval, undertook illegal activities in the
political campaign of 1972.
(-'-) Elements of the early post-Watergate reports led me to suspect,
incorrectly, that the CIA had been in some way involved. They also led me
to surmise;~~sc, correctly, that since persons originally recruited for covert
national security activities had participated in Watergate, an unrestricted
investigation Of Watergate might lead to and expose those covert national
security operations.
(:3) I sought to prevent the exposure of these covert national security
activities, while encouraging t.'acse conducting the investigation to pursue
their inquiry into the Watergate itself. I so instructed my staff the Attorney

General, and the Acting I:>irector of the FBI.
(6) I also specifically instructed Air. Haldeman and Atr.
Ehrlichman to ensure that the I;DI would not carry its investigation into
areas that might compromise se these covert nation: 1 security activities, or
those of the CIA.
(7) At no time did I authorize or know about any offer of executive
clemency for the Watergate defendants Neither did I know until the time of
my own investigation of any efforts to provide them with funds.
CONCLUSION

With hindsight, it is apparent that I should have given more heed to the
warning signals I received along the
way about a Watergate cover-up and less to the reassurances.
With hindsight, several other things also become clear:
With respect to campaign practices and also with respect to campaign
finances, it should now be obvious that no campaign in history has ever
been subjected to the kind of intensive and searching inquiry that has been
focused on the campaign waged in my behalf in 1979.
It is clear that unethical, as well as illegal, activities took place in the
course of that campaign. '
None of these too'.>C place with my specific approval or knowledge. To
the extent that I may in any way have contributed to the climate in which
they took place, I did 110; intend to; to the extent that I failed to prevent
them, I should have been more ~~;;,.lant.
It was to help ensure against any repetition of this in the future that last
week I proposed the establishment of a top-level;-el, bipartisan,
independent commission to recommend a comprehensive reform of
campaign laws and practices. Given the priority I believe it deserve such
et'orm should,-l be possible before th. I;,":t Congressional
el c t ' ect in I to';,' .
--'I; now appear.) that there were persons who may have gone beyond my
directives, and sought to expand on
RICHARD NIXON, 1973 6'?/

my efforts to protect the national security operations in order to cover up
any involvement they or certain others might have had in Watergate, The
extent to which this s true, and who may have participated and to what de
SAC, are questions that it would not be proper to address here. The proper
forum for settling these matters is in the co u rts .
—To the extent that I have been able to determine what probably
happened in the tangled course of this affa r. on the basis of my own
recollect ect and of the conf flicting accounts and evidence that I have
seen, it would app,cqr that one factor at work was that at critical points
various people, each with his own perspective and his own responsibilities,

saw the same situation with different eyes and heard the

same words with different ears What might, have seemed
insignificant to one seemed si,nifica.lt to another; what one
saw in terms of public responsi-;tlity, another saw in terms
of political opportunity; and mixed through it all, I am
sure, was a concern on the part of many that the Watergate
scandal should not be allow ed to get in the way of what
the Administration sought to achieve.
The truth about Watergate should be brought out---ir. an
orderly way, recognizing that the safeguards of ju dicial
procedure are designed to find the truth, not to hide the
truth.

With his selection of Archibald Cox—who served both
President Kennedy and President Johnson as Solicitor
General—as the special supervisory prosecutor far
matters..c.-s related to the case, Attorney General
designate Richard has demonstrated his own determination
to see the truth brought out. In this effort he has my full
support
Considering the number of persons involved in this case
whose testimony might be subject to a claim of executi.;ve
privilege, I recognize that a clear definition of that claim
has become central to the effort to arrive at the truth
Accordingly, executive privilege will not be invoked as
to any testimony concerning possible criminal conduct or
discussions of possible criminal conduct, in the matters
presently under investigations including the Wate.-ga.e
afand the alleged cover-up.
I want to emphasize that this statement is limited to my
own recollections of what I said and did relating[hag to
security and to the Watergate. I have specifically avoide d
any attempt to explain what other parties may have said
and done My own information on those other matters is
fragmentary and to some extent contradictory Additional
information may be forthcoming of which I am unaw-*.<It
is also my understanding that the information which has
been conveyed to me has also become available to those
prosecuting these matters Under such circ; umstances;) it
wo r .- be preju dicial; and. ..;.unfair; of . l; c
my opinions on the activities of o .-.:.s; these! j :~~ :
must be left to the judicial process, our best i,,,;tachieving the just result that we all seek
Volumes 9 ~~1M~~~~ 7z
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for- any one man or group of men to control an FB,l investigation even
i 1' one RX wished to do so.
After General Walters left the office I sat at my desk quietly and
mulled over our conversation. I was confused. un(el-taill and uneasy.
I was concerned enough to believe that the ]:President would i)e
i informed.
I deci(le(l to call Clark AtacCre~~~>-or to request that he inform the
}'lesicleut of rvllat I +N-ould tell him. I clecide(i on 7.tr. Alac.CNIrefro
l)ecatlseB I l;nelv he lvas close to the l'l esidellt and Iti,.l llis confi(lellce.
tt 10:.31 a.tn.^ 'I'lluls(lav, .Izzlv Gn 19D~~~. I slroVe tc, WIr. AfacC>re(ro
sIt San Clemellte. C'ali f., via ~~~\0~hite l-Ionse. slvitchboard an(-l I told hinl
tllat Dicl; Alralters nrlcl I lvere llneasv ancl concerlled aholtt the conflt
SiOII tllat existed ovel t}re l);lSt %9 rveelis in determinillg ~~~rith certaintv
svlletllel there lvas or ~~~sas not Clst interest in peor)le that the FBI
^0-ishes to intervielv- in connection as-ith the AWTaterfrate insesl-ifrntion.
Tllese. of conrse, are not mv exact rvords but they do e.xpress the
tllon~~~~~~hts that I conveved to hinl.
.-tsrain, althouerh tllece are not the exact lvords. I also conveved to
hilll the thousfht that I felt that people on the AVhite I [otlse staft' avere
careless ancl indiit'elent in their llse of the CI.-t and the I2BI. I also
ext)ressed the thollo,ht tlrat this activitV vvas injnriotls to the C1 t and
the FP,I. and that these AVhite lE-Iottse staff people ~~~vere +^oundinfr the
Presidellt.
I nslved if he avollld Telease inform the I'resident, nncl it is bV best
recollection that he said lle vsould handle it.
Tllirtv-seven r:~~~intltes later, at ll :4'S a.m. 011 Thllrsdav. Jl,lv 6s 15)74..
the President calied me. He expressed his con~~~rratlllations to the FISI
ancl asl~~~ed that I exy)re~~~<s his con.(rratlllations to the agents in San
Francisco ax ho suceessfltllv terminated a hijac!;infr there the previotls
lav. I thanked the President and tllen said to him, and to the very
hest of mv recollection these are the xvords: ~~~ *
3rr. I'resident, there is something I lvant to speak to yon ahotlt.
I)ick B'slters nnA I f~~~;el that peor)le on your staff are tryinCt to mortally m-ollnd yoll by using the CTA an(l i'BI and hy cnnlDusing
the question of CI.t interest ill, or llOt in. people the FBT ~~~rishes to interviexv.

I have jtlst talked to C'lark ATaeGregor and asl ed him to speal; to yOII abowlt

this.

There was a sliftht t)atlse and the President said.; Pnt. vou just COII
tintle to concluet vonr atrfrressive nTId thoroll(rh inz esti(ration.>'
F~~~olloxvin(r this eonvelsation I exl~~~erieneed no ftlrther concern~~~~ .
this kincl. I T)elie\-ed that if there \ ns anvtllin,rr t(l the coneerns I
ext)ressed to the President or to ar~~~. ATac(Trefrot that r ~~~voul(l hear
ftlrtller in the matter. I did IlOt. Franlvlv, I came to the conclllsion that
General Mralters ancl I had beeII alatmists, a belief 1' held for manv
mollths.
Cleneral A0talters eame to my office a(rain on .Tl~~~]v 1'). 1974. -\t this

meetinfr he apl)alentlv gave me a memorandllm lvhieh, I am non
infolme(l. contained infoimlttioll to tlle effect that the CT.Xt furnislled
eertain aliases to lLiddv ancl Hnnt and eertain Trclray)llelnalia to Htlnt.
IJntil I })rieflv salv a eolrl of this momorandllm this ssrin r ill the
offi(es of the IT.,8. ,tttornev for the District of Colum!)ia containinfr
a notation of its reeeir)t irt mV hand~~~~~~ ritinfrz I ha(l no recollection of
this memolandtllll I sti]l do liOt recall notint,r its eonteIlts at the time.
.
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16. The President indicated that he was unaware that Gray
had destroyed documents found in Hunt's safe when told by
~~

Henry Peterson on April 17, 1973.
16a

Transcipt:t, April 17, 1973, 2:45-3:49 p.m.,

p. 1098......................................
16b

Transcript, April 16, 1373, 1:39-3X25 p.m.,
. p. 910.,,., , '
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P
HP
—39—

1098
HP

Yes sir - I'll tell you what happened, HE said

he met with Ehrlichman - in Ehrlichman's office

Dean was there and they told him they had some

stuff in HUNT'S office that was utterly unrelated

to the Watergate Case. They gave him two manilla

envelopes that were sealed. He took them. He says,

they said get rid of them. Dean doesn't say that.

Dean says I didn't want to get rid of them so I

gave them to Gray. But in any event, Gray took

them back, and I said Pat where are they, and he

said I burned them. And I said -"

He burned them?

I said that's terrible.

Unrelated - only thing he can say was - he did it

because it was political stuff I suppose?

Well, you know, the cynics are not going to believe

it was unrelated.

Oh yes of course.

I said, did you read it?

Who hande
, Dean? Who knows the contents?

Dean and Ehrlichman. Dean -- Gray says he never

looked at it - never read it.

Did Dean? - did we ask Dean what the contents
were?

|

I didn't ask Dean because he said it was
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HP
P
HP
P
HP
P
We're going to go back to him again.
(Inaudible). I'll get you out of here. (Inuadible) yet.
By the way Mr. President, I think that.
(Inaudible) evidence -- not evidence? (Inaudible) explain that
the evidence was not evidence -- is that right? The staff out
of hi s s afe ?
Well - - that' s.
What would you get after him on this -- destruction of evidence?
Well you see the point of it is -- there are two other items that -according to the cıefense -- Hunt's defense -- that were missing.
Both of which were notebooks.
P

, Hunt' s notebooks ?

HP

And we can't rind those notebooks. Dean says, Fielding says,
and Kehrli says, they have no recollection of those notebooks.

P

Yeah.

HP

Hunt says they were there, and --

p

so --

HP

So only to the extent that the notebooks are missing which Hunt
says they're germane.

P

(Inaudible) doe he tell us very much, huh?
HP

No sir

|
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17. Dean did not disclose until November 2, 1973, while being

questioned by attorneys of the Special Prosecutor's office, that

he had personally destroyed documents from Hunt's safe.

Page
17a 1 Hearing, before the Honorable John J.. Sirica
in U. S. District Court Criminal No. 1827-72,
November 5, 1973.................
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5

1973

THE L;;.r76; e :_L' '~~ ' C6_;~~l'~~83l. Action No. 1827-72

U:litecl States •)f America..ic.i versus.:s L'.. Howard Hunt, James W.. McCord,

Bernard-<l L. Barker-;l~~er, ;,t,~~v.^,.o R.. Martinez, Frank ~~<. Sturgis and
Virg,ilio R.. Gonzales..
.

Iir. Philip - L<;CJVl1a ~~;1~~ ~~,~~. Richard d Ven-\'enlste,
counsel for t-..e go-;;~~nr.e.!s.
Ilr. Sidney- Sacks!:s, cou:nsel for Mr.. Hunt.
Mr. Bernard L. ensXe~~;:a'd, counsel for Mr. McCord.
Mr. I)aalicl ~~. i;-tlil.tz} co~~nsel for ltessrs. I3arE;er,
tNartinez} SturcTis a.d G.oJ.z:tlez.
T}l,5 COU!>'!': t~~sr. ' h-.~~l tz

I'il>X. SllUL'to: \'es S Your Hon,or.
THE COUR'~~.: As to tne' defendants lY}10~~ you , rcFresent 7
do you lfarve ..heor 7-ight to be p~~-esent here totlay?
islR.. S}ISL5-~~X: }'es, I do } Your Tsonor.
TISE COU~~xT: Vlr. Shultz, I lVill hear you with referenc
tc, the motio,~~ filec'. lA\; )'011't' clieilts to wi7thdrast their pleas o£
g-A.ilty. I EYill allsr,~~ ~~~~o.; one half-hou~~ and thers I lfill allow
ti,e Govermlulent one l.al:--hour to answer.
i'IR. BERr-E'.rK'15'1E:: Wi2y I malxc a brief statcz.en 4 of

f ac ts ?
TIlE COU1nx'I': d'es.
k

)11rs }31:~~'a-\;l,0\SISTEs: Youe }-^ollor, tllis i.s iil COI')il.~~C,1t3:!

g •8sith the ~~notw ;>r rnadc by ti~~-~~ dcEendant l- 'rt ~~t1 it rcl2tes to
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LIDDY,
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1973,

1'' elsi.iw e s.'>i~ h ha- w-_cenLiy COI.:'' illtO our possession fro::l Joh;

ji ;!. ,'-g:- T,t, As yGU };n°5fr Your Hoylor, A;r. Dcan pleaded ;r,tll''Lj'

•-J: *3c. i,'.;_" 1 °t]l belcor_ til' S Collrc ar.d following thl. tilT: s fi s
|l icacl cc~.S' a~ ';O ir.ter^.tie;/ llim from tir.~e to time but the
lFr~i~-zl~-~e,) ee Ss c-t-r the last fexf ~/ceXs in'llbi-.cd
. doi-r,g .!;--,t as tlloroufghly as •fe would like. l-.o.evel-.
Sl }'-~S t'-il--^s l~-ihilc v." wele in Cou.t, w:l_mbers of our staiNf
i

1,in_erviel.e-'~ l~~r. D~-2n ;~ncl oucstioned him with respect to the
!l-orte-.ts o,~ 2'l.w. HU?segs safe. Tllis ~\tas the first occasion on
1. lf,liC' me>.ocLs on' the Special PrcsecuLion Force had the

I o)z,;c..tlan~ .- to <~uestion hinz about this matter. 2s1r. I)can re}a~_
til2t at so..;- tir,e ill late January, 1973, he discovered a f~'e
lolder in 11is office contailling the Prcsident's esta-e plana
|tl.O clotil-bound notebool;s •fith cardboard covers and lirJ~-d p-g_s
, contail.i?g, som.e handllriting. Dean at that time rec~211ed thoe
. .n r]

t].ese o.2d co,..e from iTowfard llunt's sate. Dean did not loclli aG

I

li the conte ~s and cannot recall •~hat ~ght have been in tjl"]'t. L
He assu;^~ed it related to the EllsberE: brcal;-in. He shrecRcl~^d
botil nole'Doolis in his shredder.
At the sa..le time lle also discovered ;t pop-up addrcss
boD'- co..tqining sorlA names luith each llage x-d out in in]s. Dean
thrc+u this pop-up notebool; into the •staste basket at the tim~.
.-

i; I ^ l _ J w. L, I _ _; C * S s O k C O U r S e ) ls } I i _ 1 I cl _ _ I t s . c o 14 t s _ 1 J t U i •, \ . i . .

absout. 1t;^ are apprising the Court of ttler. at this tir:e for
t11nt p~wr<,o;e. Jt i . trl;F }-f-'1 if- r ,~ I+ ¢-~>;(- .1.-. .t- . - - r
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18.
The President'. was unaware prior to) March ?,1, 1973,

that Magruder and Porter perjured themselves to a grand(l jury.
-@

01 April 17, 1973, the President. advised Ehrlichman and

Haldeman against perjury.
18a

Transcript,

March 21,

Transcript,

April

1973,

10:12-11:55

a.m.

Page
18b

17,

1973,

12:,5-2:20 p. p.m..

NOTE: Objection has been raised by Congresswoman Holtzman and Congress
man Seiberling that the first sentence is a conclusion rather than a
statement of information within the Rules of Procedure of the Committee.
(145)
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-182
Magruder is (unintelligible)

Yeah. Magruder is totally knowledgeable on the whole thing.
Yeah
Alright now, we-have gone through the trial. I don't know
if Mitchell has perjured himself in the Grand Jury or not.
Who ?

Mitchell* I don't know how much knowledge he actually had.
I know that Magruder has perjured himself in the Grand Jury.
I know that Porter has perjured himself in the Grand Jury.:
P

Who is Porter? (unintelligible)

D-

He is one of Magruder's deputies. They set up this scenaric
which they ran by me. They said, "How about this?" I said.,
";: don't know, If this is what you are going to hang,o
fine. "

P

What did they say in the Grand Jury?

D

They said, as they said before the trial in the Grand Jury,
that Liddy had come over as Counsel and we knew he had
these capacities to do legitimate intelligence. We had no
idea what he was doing. He was given an authorization of
$250,000 to collect information, because our surrogates were
out on the road. They had no protection, and we had information
that there were going to be demonstrations against them,
and that we hod to have a plan as to what liabilities they
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P
-I?

D
P
D
P
D

'

P

:
:
14

were going to be confronted with and Liddy was charged with doing

this. We had no knowledge that he was going to buy the DNC, The point is, that is not true? Tha W ' S right *

Magruder did know it was going to take place?
Magruder gave the instructions to be back in the DNC.
He did?

Yes .
You know that?

Yes_
I see . O . K .
I honestly believe that no one over here knew that. I,know
that as God is my maker, I had no knowledge that they were
going to do this.
P

Bob didn't either, or wouldn't have known that either. You
are not the issue involved. Had Bob known, he would be.

-o

D

Bob -- I don't believe specifically knew that they were
going in there. - -

P

I don't think so.

D

I don't think he did. I thin}; he knew that there was a
-

capacity to do this but he was not: given the specific
direction .
P

Did Strachan know?
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- -36-

1-'9 n
month. He's been --

I called him this morning and told him I wanted to

talk to him later to ask him about that appointment

June 19, but I don't think I better get into that

any more.

I don't either.

And, and he's going to give me some song and dance..

Well (unintelligible) for your private information, I have
gone back to the participants in that meeting where I
was supposed to have said, "send Hunt out of the country. "

To a man, they say it didn't happen. And two of them
said, "Gee if either one of them --"
What about the meeting?

And they said, " If that had happened, it would have been
burned into my recollection. " The sort of thing like
you ordering -- '

You better damned well remember being -- The main
thing is this, John, and when you meet with the lawyers
and you Bob, and I hope Strachan has been told -

believe me -- don't try to hedge anything before the

damned Grand Jury. I'm not talking about morality,

1373,

12:35 - 2:20

P.M-

but I'm talking about the vulnerabilities.

Sure, good advice. Huh?

(148)

19. John Dean advised the President on March Z1, 1973,

of Hunt's demand for approximately $120, OQO for legal fees and
family support. The President explored the option of meeting

Hunt' s demands so as to s ecure the time needed to consider

alternative courses. The President was not concerned with

the possible Watergate related disclosures, but rather which

disclosure of the National Security matters Hunt had been in

volved in as a member of the Plumbers.
The President advised Dean that the money could not

be paid because it would look like a cover-up. At another point

in the conversations the President requested advice as to whether

or not the money should be paid. Later the President concludes

that Hunt will blow the whistle no matter what is done for him.
19a Transcript, March 21, 1973,
lO:lZ=;l 1:55 a. m., p. ZZ4. . .
19b

Transcript.
10:12-11:55

19c Transcript,
10 12-1.1:55

19d Transcript,
10:12-11:55
19e Transcript,
10:12-11:55

March 21,

1973,

a.m., p. 19D7D *-.r w. 151

March 21, 1973,
a. m., pp. 236-237......................................................................................................................152

March 21, 1973,
a. m., p. 242.................................................................................................................................154
March 21, 1973,
a.m., p. 243...................................................................................................................................155
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55
H

Right.

P

He is playing hard ball]1 with regard to Ehrlichman for
example, and that sort of thing. He knows what he's

got .
H

What's he planning on, money?

V

Money and --

H

Really?

P

~~7
P

224
It's about $120,000. That's. what, Bob. That would be
easy. It is not easy to deliver, but it is easy to get.
Now,
If the case is just that way, then the..thing to do if the
thing cranks out.
If, for example, you say look we are not-going to continue
--t

to -- let's say, frankly, on the assumption.- that if we con
tinue to cut our losses, we are not going,tO win. But in
the end, we are going to be bled to death... And in the end,
it is all going to come out anyway: Then,you get the worst
of both worlds. We are going to lose and people are going
to ——

-

And look li ke dopes !
And in effect, look like a cover-up. So that we can't do.
Now the other line, however, if you take that line, that
we are not going to continue to cut our losses, that means
then we have to look square in the eye as to what the hell
those losses and,~and see which people can -- so we can
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It seems to me we have to keep the cap on the bottle that
much, or we don't have any options.

D

That's right.

P

Either that or it all blows right now?

D

That's the question.

P

We have Hunt, Krogh. Well go ahead with the other ones.

D

Now we've got Kalmbach.

Kalmbach received, at the close of

197
-B

the ' 68 campaign in January of 1969, he got a million $700,000 to be custodian for. That came down from New York, and was placed in safe
deposit boxes here. Some other people were on the boxes. And ultimately, the money was taken out to California. Alright, there is knowledge
of the fact that he did start with a million seven. Several people know this. Now since 1969, he has spent a good deal of this money,and
accounting for it is going to be very difficult for Herb. For example, he has spent close to $500, 000 on private polling. That opens up a whole
new thing. It is

not illegal, but more of the same thing.
P

Everybody does polling.

D

That's right. There is nothing criminal about
private polling.

P

People have done private polling all through the years'.

There is nothing improper.

(151)

19c.

WHITE HOUSE TRANSCRIPT OF LOCH

21,

1973,

10:12

MEETING . 2 36- 3 7

67

236
-

thing. Call everybody in the White House, and I want them to
come and I want them to go to the Grand Jury.

D

This may happen ~~,without even our calling for it-when these --

P

Vesco?

D

No. Well, that is one possibility.' But also when these people
go back before the Gra!ld Jury here, they are going to pull all

these criminal defendents back before the Grand Jury and
immunize them.
P

Who will do this?

1)
P

To do what? ' ' ~~

To let them talk about anything further;^they want to talk about.
P

But what do they:gain out of it? - ' '-'

D

Nothing '-

P

To hell with it ! - ' D

D

They're-going to-stonewall it, as it now stands. 'Excepting

Hunt. That's why his threat.
H

It's Hunt-opportunity.
~~-

P

That's why for your immediate things you have no choice but to
come up with the $120,000,:or whatever it is. Right?

D

That ' s right . - 0 I

P

Would you agree that that's the prime thing that you damn well
better get that done?

:

( (152))
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Obviously he ought to be given some signal anyway.

t)

(Expletive deleted), get it. In a way that -- who is going to
talk to him? Colson He is the one who is supposed to know
him?

D

Well, Colson doesn't have any money though.+ That is the

thing.- That's been one of the real problems. They haven't
been able~~to<-ra)se,a~~milliorLdollarsvin cash~~..-(unintelligible)
has been just a very difficult problem as we discussed-before:. f

Mitchell has talked to Pappas, and John asked me to call him
last night after our discussion and after you had-met with,
John to see where that was.. And I said, "Have you talked.. -:

to Pappas?" He was at.-home,_and ,up the phone
so it was all in code. I said, "Have you talked to-the Gree};?"

And he said, "Yes, I have." I said, "Is the Greek bearing
gifts?" He said, "Well, I'll call you tomorrow on that.""

P

Well look, what it is you need on that?. When ---,I--am-not0 .-,familiar with the money situation.
do and everyone is out there doing it,-and
that is where our breakdown has come every time. -:

-

-

:

-

P

Well, if you had it, how would you get it-to somebody?

D

Well, I got it to LaRue by just leaving it in mail boxes

-

-

-

-.

and things like that. And someone phones Hunt to come
and pick it up. As I say, we are a bunch of amateurs in that

(153)
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Yenh. It would get Magruder, and it could possibly set
Colson .

D

- That's right. Could get --

P

Get Mitchell. Maybe. No.

h

Hunt can't get Mitchell.

D

I don't think Hunt can get Mitchell.

Hunt's go. 2 lot of

hearsay .

P

Ehrlichman?

D

krogh could go down in smoke.

P

On the other hand -- Krogh says it is a national security
matter. Is that what he says?

D
P
D
P
D
- - ~~

242} ,J
Yeah, but that won't sell ultimately in a criminal situation. It may he mitigating Oil sentences but it won't, in the main matter. Seems we're going
around the track. You have no choice on Hunt but to try to keep Right now we have no choice. But my point is, do you ever have any choice on
Hunt? That A is the point. No matter what we do here now, John, whatever l he wants if he doesn't get it -- immunity, etc., he is going | to blow the
whistle. l What I have been trying -to conceive of is how we could lay

out everything we know in a way that we have told the Grand

( 154)
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Jury or somebody else, so that if a Hunt blows, so what's
new? It's already been told to a Grand Jury and they found
no criminal liability and they investigated it in full.
We're sorry fellow -- And we don't, it doesn't P

(Unintelligible) for another year.

D

That's right.

P

And Hunt would get off by telling them the Ellsberg thing.

D

No Hunt would go to jail for that too -- he should understand that.

P

That's a point too. I don't think I would throw that out.
I don't think we need to go into everything. (adjective
deleted) thing Hunt has done.

D

No.

P

Some of the things in the national security area. Yes.

H

Whoever said that anyway. We laid,the groundwork for that,

P

But here is the point, John. Let's go the other angle, is to
decide if you open up the Grand Jury: first, it won't be
any good, it won't be believed. And then you will have two
things going: the Grand Jury and the other things, committee,
etc. The Grand Jury appeals to me from the standpoint, the
President makes the move. All these charges being bandied
about, etc., the best thing to do is that I have asked the
Grand Jury to look into any further charges. All charges have
been raised. That is the place to do it, and not before a

(155)

20. At the March 21, 1973, meeting the President after
considering several options seized on the possibility of calling a
new grand jury, thereby delaying Hunt's sentencing and making
the immediate payment unnecessary as a means of buying time.
Not once after this option was explored was there any suggestion
that Hunt's demand be met.
The concluding page of the transcript of the March 21,
1973, morning meeting clearly demonstrates that the President
recognizes that any blackmail and cover-up activities then in
progress could not continue.
20a Transcript, March 21, 1973, 10:12-11,55 a.m.,
pp. 245-246.............................
20b Transcript, March 21, 1973, 10:12-11-55 a.m.,
p. 249....
Page

.. 158
N Z E: Objection has beer raised by Congresswoman Holtzman and Congress
man Seiberling as to whole statement being a conclusion rather than a
statement of information within the Rules of Procedure of the Committee.
( 157)
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without a transcript.
D

What we need also, sir

H

But John's view is if we make the public statement that we

talked about this morning, the thing we talked about last
night -- each of us in our hotel, he says that will Iimmediately
lead to a Grand Jury.
P

Fine -- alright, f ine .

H

As soon as we make that statement, they will have to call a
Grand Jury.

P

They may even make a public stat:ernont before the Grand Jury,
in order to --:
So it looks like we are trying to do it over.

D
investigations by the U.S. Attorneys office.
P

If we said that the reason we had delayed this is until after
the sentencing -- You see that the point is that the reason
time is of the essence, we can't play around on this. If
they are going to sentence on Friday, we are going to have
to move on the (expletive-deleted) thing pretty fast, See
what I mean?

D

That ' s right .

P

So we really have a time problem.

D

The other thing is that The Attorney General could call
Sirica, and say that, "The government has some manor

(158)
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dev.,-elop.aents that it is considering. Would you
hold
for two weeks?" If we set ourselves on a course
of action.
P

Yep, yep.

D

See, the sentencing may be in the wrong perspective right

some things that I am not at liberty to discuss with you, but
I want to ask that the Court withhold two weeks sentencing.

246,
H

So then the story is out: "Sirica delays sentencing
Watergate __

D

I think that could be handled in a way between Sirica and
Kleindienst that it would not get out. Kleindienst
apparently does have good rapport with Sirica. He has
never talked since this case developed, but ~~--

P

That's helpful. So Kleindienst should say that he is working
on something and would like to have a week. I wouldn't take
two weeks. 1 would take a week.

D

I will tell you the person that I feel we could use his
counsel on this, because he understands the criminal
process better than anybody over here does.

P

Petersen?

D

Yes, Petersen. It is awkward for Petersen. He is the head
or the criminal division, But to discuss some of things
with'. him we may well want to remove him from the head of

(159)
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H

We should change that a little bit. John's point is exactly
right. The erosion here now is going ~~ , and that is the
thing that we have to turn off at whatever cost. We have to

-

turn it off at the lowest cost we can, but at-whatever cost
it takes.

i)

That's what we have to do.

P

Well, the erosion is inevitably going to come here, apart from
anything and all the people saying well the Watergate isn't a
major issue. It isn't. But it will be. It's bound to.
(Unintelligible) has to go out. Delaying,is the great danger

to the White House area. We don't, I say that the White
House can't do it. Right?
Yes, sir.

(160)
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21. Neither of the participants of the March 21, 1973,
morning meeting came away with any opinion that the President
authorized payments to Hunt. Haldeman concluded that the
President rejected payments to Hunt. Dean testified: "The
money matter was left very much hanging at the meeting.
Nothing was resolved. "
21a

Transcript,

April

Page
21b
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H

Could very well be. John, I can't believe, is a basically
dishonorable guy think there's no question that John is a
strong self-promoter, self-motivated guy for his own good, but -

p

But in that conversation I was --we were -- I was -- I said, "Well
for (expletive removed), let's --"

TT

You explored in that conversation the possibility of whether such
kinds of money could be raised. You said, "Well, we ought to be
able to raise --"

P
H
P

That's right.
~~ Ala

H

"How much money is involved? " and he said, "Well it could be a
million dollars. " You said, "That's ridiculous. You can't say a
million. Maybe you say a million, it may be 2 or 10, and 11"
But then we got into the blackmail.
You said, 'Once you start down the path with blackmail it's constant
escalation. "
Yep. That's my only conversation with regard to that.
They could jump and then say, "Yes, well that was morally wrong.
What you should have said is that blackmail is wrong not that it's
too costly. "

P

Oh, well that point (inaudible) investigation --

H

(inaudible)

P
-^

You see my point?
We _

1034

_._ _ _ LL _ _

We e were then 111 the business
_ the - bu

-

of _ _ F hi e OTZ) e one one

of Dean's -- when he was -- was it after that we sent him to Camp David ?

(162)

21b. JOHG DEAS TESTIMONY, JUNE 27, 1973, 4 SSC 1423.

• ,'1A'>
Senator INOUYE.. "On March 20th,h the President indicated that he
still did not. have all the facts."
51I'. :D-.Ns. B'leat date was LE!" t) ~~ertator 2
Setlator Iso-.-,-r~~. ~~'>farcll 90.
AIr. D3A;d-. rt'hc l)residerlt clid not state to ene5 on the 2Oth,vtThen I
re.eived a call frorn th3 Presic'LeI<t I toid hilri at tllat time that T lvould
iFl-e to meet V7itl1 hi.m ffie nerii, n-lomint,, and :E would lilec to tell him
M-ll.,t I t:hou2r,h'.~~ tne implication oE the s;.uaUioil atuas, lvhat llad real]y
l)larnl)ted me at th3t; time vlas tne nev~~- detnand from WIr. Wfunt that
indeed, this thiII,,, vzas gettintr far oui; of halld, tliat the ~White I-Touse
svas novJ beiII,~~:~~, dlrec;tly subject to blaclimai! and :r ctid not luloav how
to handle it.
Sen,;tor l5-o~~z Is it yo~~ te,st~~ony th2t on Alarch 20 the Presi
•.lent difl in fact i! ve all the facts Sr:
AI~~ .19v.Ns. X tlid llOt hear 5705!, a~~-r3m., Senator, 1 am sorry.
Sen. tor IN-01TY2. 5S it SC;.I.r te-.ti.-nony (hat on I.Iarch 20 t.he Presi
!cnt dicl not hrtve ali tlle facts ?
' AIr. DDAN. SC do not lzloxv lvht-Lt th8 President lmew on WIarch 20.
AVe had had conversatio~~ b2f0:ln thwt.~~We had convers3tio,ns that I
lsas p orsonallzJ enfrac,ed LR on Septenaber 1'-s o . the preced.inrr year. WN7e
had had convel-s,.tions in earlTS Februar3- or late February in nvhich
I tried t:o start tel]int,~~ him soma oi my o~~stn ulVive.lnent. AVe had also
had a discussion CIL Alarch 1t, about the mone,y (lemancts tTlat nvere ';
I,eer.<~~ snade. wtt tllat i;ims he (tiscussed the~i'itet tllat a 'million~ dollars
is no pro'olem. He:repeated.ii~~cexertd~tilnes. I~can very~'xfividlv~recall
that the lva~~~~ he sort-o~~~~ rollet' liis dlair.b:Lds from lJis desk an(I learled
over to WIr. 3:Ial~~:leman and said, ''A million dollars is no l)roblern,''

\

.2 nd tllen he came b cJr and -asl, edi t '';Tell, svho is ma~~~~in (r t hese -demands,": l
and I said they are p)rin-cip311; -cormm~~from AIr.-H'trltt- and-he got into
t he fact that I rt-l-r~~aZ had bee n riven clemency ctnd hiS conver~~;a ti on about
his annovance tlla;t he had alsD talked to Cvlson about this in addition'
tll E.llrlichm:ln, and the money maStter vzaS left xery much hangint at
t.nat meetin~~. STotllin~~~~vas resolved. '' , ' '

_, , t

.;ienator Ix-oslm. AKs th8 President's conlnsel, did you,~ g14. ver.7 lefOral
f~~.shion, advise llim of your meetin~~gs in-Feba-lalT in the Attorney
General's office? - -Atr. DEAN-. WIa channel of re)~~rvintr~was throubfh WIr. Haldetnan or
5Tr. lZhrlichrnan. At the cornpletion ot the second meetint,< I sounrht
net an appointrnen; w-ith WIr. -Haldeman. I recall - ' ' , '
.Renator Iso~~E. In the subsfequent meetin ,s lvith the President did
V<)ll C1 earlJr advise him of the break-in, your involvement and the cover
np. and your involvernent?
Arr. DEAN. I cettair.tly did on the 2,lSt- and I had attempted to do it
r-~~rlier in Bebrtlary bUt 11e lvas not interested in it xvhen I raised it,
Xntl the conve~~~~at,iOn got CUt short. 1' told him I thouta,ht I had,an,

'.

'lhstrlletion-of-illstice problem and gave lSim, started to vive him-the
hlzhl:rrhts.--He did not lVant-te-purmoit further
<5nator I>-o~~ls. "In the precedinfr lveek Dean ilad bealn
to express
tn 9Wichard Aloore concern abotlt Dean's own involvernent. ~~,eferrin(t
tn t,he meetinyS in WIitchell's of£ice, the plumbers operation and the 1311s
ffi C hl-cak-in and the demands by Hunt possibly on BIarch 16 fol more
monev."

(163)

22. .
At the March 21, 1973, morning meeting while discussing

the-practicality of getting another grand jury the President told Dean and Haldeman to get Mitchell to come to Washington, so

that Mitchell could meet with Haldeman, Ehrlichman and Dean.
22a Transcript, March 21, 1973, 10:12-11:55 a.m.

pp 247-248. 8
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the Criminal Division and say, "That related to this case,
you will have no relation." Give him some special assignment
over here where he could sit down and say, "Yes, this is an
obstruction, but it couldn't be proved," so OII and so forth.
We almost need him out of there to take his counsel. I
don't t:think he would want that, but he is the most knowledgeable.
P

How could we get him out?

D

I think an appeal directly to Henry -

P

couldn't].dn't the President call him in as Special Counsel to
the White House for the purpose of conducting an investigation.
Rather than a Dean in office, having him the Special Counsel
to represent us before the Grand Jury.

D

I have thought of that. That is one possibility.

H

On the basis that Dean has now become a principal, rather than
a Counsel.

D

I could recommend that to you.

H

Petersen is planning to leave, anyway.

P

You could recommend it and he could come over and I would says
"Now Petersen, we want you to get to the bottom of the damn
thing. Call another Grand Jury or anything else. Correct?
Well, now you gotta know whether Kleindienst can get Sirica
to hold off. Right? Second, you have to get Mitchell down

(166)
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here. And you and Ehrlichman:l.i.c.runall and,l Mitchell by tomorrow-.¢*

Why don ' t W(B do that tonight)

l

I don't thin}= you can get Mitchell,ll that soon, can you-

S

John?

t

It would be helpful if you could.

t

It would be better i:E he could come down this afternoon

t

It would be very helpful to get going. Actually, I an

perfectly willing to meet with the group. I don't know

whether I should.
H

P

Or maybe have Dean report to me at the end. See what
conclusions you have reached. I think I need to stay away
from the Mitchell subject at this point do you agree?

D

Uh,, huh.

D

Unless we see; ~~011 know, s:3rae sort of a reluctant dragon there.

H

You might meet with the rest of us, but I am not sure you would

want to meet with John in this group at this time.
P

Alright. Fine. And my point is that I think it is good,
frankly, to consider these various options. And then, once
you decide on the right plan, you say, "John," you say, "No
doubts about the right plan before the election. You handled
it Just right. You contained it. M d now after the election

we have to/4co have another plan. Because we can ' t for four years

have this thing el.+.I..)oJ away." We can't do it.
(167)
Ss-eT43 o - 74 - al

23. E{aldernan and Dean left the meeting with the President

at approximately 11:55 a.m.. on March Z1, 1973. Pursuant to

the President's request Haldeman called Mitchell at approximately

12:30 p.m. and requested Mitchell come to Washington. Dean's

testimony confirms this.
Page
23a

Haldeman's Telephone Log..................................................................................................................................................................170
~~

• 23b Haldeman, Watergate Grand Jury Testimony.
January 30, 1974, p. 4 -7 ....................
23c

Dean 3 SSC, 1000,
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1*.

;'£ :1: un:~~ - ., tand ~~.

2

t}

3 1I not

Do you und'.t.-X'S.:rl C. while' ~~,)_lf-' 'C}1_' Gr.>r!d rules'

. ; ('/E

permit-/tlit :;~~ro~~~~l to have t r. i:Ltt:07-'lr 9 present...........................................................................................................................ill this room w/t/84_

/ '~~ may be excused -,:o Co.-lsri'it-. with,ith an ,,attorney outside Or ',"l'..S
5 11 room, at any time upon request to the Fo,..e;n.;an of ;,the Grand JU'^i'~~

li
S) For the reco:r~~;: you are represented today by counsel
11 in t:ce presence of Mr I¢.~~l:Lson and Mr. Strickler ;.-ho are
OU.*8.4.f'. >, - S that correct'-?
A That: is correct-.

Q
So th.-z, anything you do say should || and voluntarily. Do you
unders.,and that?

20

21

23
A Yes.
Q And you understand further, as in the past;, the
, 5 15 fact that you have been ad-~~isefQ that you are a potential
!! target of this Grand Jury's investigation which means that
I you may well be considered as a defendant for purposes of
1, indictmant by this Gr<Snd Ju~~.
A I understand.
Q

lgow understar.ding all ofF ^-hose facts and rights ;¢hi4'-8

you possesE3, are you prepared to testify this r..orning?
A I ~~.

Q

tœir. Halden,ar,, may I direct yotlr atteDnt40,- to ~~nc

s

1 n 21st cay of L-'arch, 1973 ar.d ask {;hether you recall l,leetrng o-.
|X th2t dny l ith the P-esident (^nd John Bean ~~.ho a:as 2t tilnt t:...e

4-7

(172)
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A

Yes. r 1 do.

(}

And ~~.=o-t recall enter:erln~~-i a meeting.-ir~~-; which was then:-I in

3j
4 I progress s?
A That's I s cor,. ect, yes . ' - .
, Q NG-4 following that meeting did the-e co..e Lt tire
when you had a when conversation John Mitchell who was the-~~ in

| New York.- City on the tele hone?
A

Yes, X sure,sllre there.-rU did.

Let's see -- March 21st

(' l

9l
I Yes;> w

10 , _

11 l,
12 [

13

15
16 l

17 ,
18
19 !

Q

Can you give us the ]3rksi; of yo~~ur

,tz.ne oi:-the tel~~?,yhone coIlversa-ion a}ld the bubsta.i-e of st?
i A I don t t hava -- I shol;7 di qualify rr,,r prextious ansg7fere
I I .~~ sure tllat tnere was 2 telephone convers2Wion 7D~~cause os5
| 0E th<3 resulrs or or~~e of the outco:zes of eh~~ El2rch 2lst lktoe~~;~
| ing wi;~~h llr. Dean an2 the Presiden; XJ2S a request by the
! President 'sh2i, 11,~~. Dear, }5r. Ehrlichlman, te. Ititctnell an.d I

acol:lectfo:l 0- 3-he

l

Imeet that day or tlae follo-.zing day to discuss s0ne of.these
| questi.ons amd then to re m rt back to ~~ e P~~esidont.
l
I

20

I feel stlre th2§ I called 2Mtr. }'itchell to requesv hie

---

21 cozing do~~.fn for such a m.eeting.
22 I

Q N7hat do yo~~s reca].l oE the conversation h2ts,ieen vou.r--

A 1 self and "r. Mitchell?

A That l s about all T recaLll . I ittz rcally aeisu..t~ ns

li that there wa3 3uch a call. I thinlr I ca].led hi~~,. Et is

(173)
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23b. H. R. HALDEMAN TESTIMONY, JANUARY 30, 197{, WATERGATE G~~D JUR!, 4-7
~~,,,,jv; \t /

6

! F ;>;;t7,;*.;^fle. that .~~ S0,^20'l.~~ else c,li.leu ~~t1'.'* .. :ely generel rec zlleAct-'.s
170t,f ~.xoEl?..~~ ''1:.-1 t,~~~~at: J' h.ldi . caT le'd lli;n ars5~ 52id tlld'; the o--t .sh ci-_ .$;
, ~~.;a.-lc~~1-~~' P i to .SFc:.et a~~.>: E15~~ECt h z,lrt ito co.r: ~~ dofm.
Q

Tl; 44 no:s ;llS) C2:>r._ ~~;)}Z*t yox, di~~:c=~~ssed Malth ~~o~~.-

i pUr-.- 'c-i:lal-2..Jc.S: t he protlelas <~~hov.to 1J31t~~t''1 tsre Ptes.-'Ge^*t sl~~ageste
Krou, r~~<j-~~t i.fq afw7..e Ctal.r,Rri).ef,!;lal irnl~~ ws,tt!l ~~, X;ie~hell?
;~~ zsC;e that t :re~~-.'llt l?C).
O ;Cs i _ yc;lr te:,'. .rXo;$./r 82aX ef 011 ClO not t-acall ssying
\————'

l ito 8,~~-* tC1:ca2. ll 321 cArisi::ance tIrat Ee P>-esidert: re;guesWec: t:~~^i".:
I you ~~.-eet eits to X~~ow to cqeal wJ thl >:r. ''~~~~iTit~~ S aertand for sUbse~~*

l

— -~~

1e
Yes. :r haze no recollectiot of- that bs.illg cisc~~assee
f

~~P,

—— ~~ ~~—~~—~~ ~~————

C!
te iS yo~~~~ trwsdvc.>ny '.hat -- is it your ;:esti-.~~~.y
tRlat {n ~~he telepnolle convers2tion with .--_*. ]tiEc'nell you did
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21
27

2Z.

25
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CC? '' fq rL Ete-toll t. 3 ot. Ho . ', .. _ts ',F'l i,,

2i!

<~~ Y dc~~. :r. rer.-.-.'Ll a71u ;.zXg .o t~~-3 eml5\DJ3C~~t ~~ . ~~,~~ur.

Ye;t~~~~l.. >;Wrc$,-S o--! ;>r2E2. 1.-~~' 12 L ~~~~ ~~:.. l- Ci:' ~r ;'M.b. C.USatea-~~ '~~re s 5,)
~~e_-_ 18>
.

i

2801>r ~~ h's 4 11 trl~~3 CO,!4'' t ^2at 1 he.~~e sj~~?i_-;t d~~*sc~~: t. ,ec.- i v ,.

p,,)~~7~~?)>Jo:, .r: a LiAi.. r;.-.fet s ilg >;Fa3, .:..as A .. $n 2 4 X i i_ . G0 K7 C-{W~' M-i7 i ele

27atergato ,sl",-.lv ;:ff.on.
Q :I:s; 4 t nst a >-actJ ~~M's I.ale:!er.,D>.st -^c)lat ln ,,,f~~S w.8..' t el;-~~
l

~~ —

i

l;2h~~}.3a

c:r.,2;l~~r~~;av

)

{solZ

w.d1

;.2-1

~~

w

?* w

t

[

;1;!

-.

M

O;51.1

_; L

S'NDS',<;ll-C~~, or ~~,rou a3.lced h"v.! z s;e8;)s'~~_ncc, t.^rhe.her hr?. ~~~~as ;,o,'
'-.o ;:C~~~~52e c-..re of: kTr. EU;l'i IS iuroY,''e^z?
, __ ____ ____~~____.,,_,*~~r-—~' ~~~~~~~~——.~~r—~~~~~~~- .

A

1

•-7onee

rec21.X.

•iny

f3UC'ii Cn''rSC"55t0.'1,

rioe

(J Nnlen ~~t.~~il say dfG5,.I dio ilOi.. :C'C call zny E;ilC'.~~ ¢.11 sc ussic~~
i~~ha,. woil.Lc'~~ sse t-;W2oa~~?~~aar;3 yoll 2^7ould l-<c211, ste0SK'12;t :t"i J)°er in '.f;
had- such a dt scusDion?
A I w ould tnt;-A. 50 bUe I don't see hzb as halttrwg h
the rn.a ~~o . pOillt of dlscvlssn o.n eiEler at Uhe t<LE 0E the pht.:i
call to set up t.ne L^Eet~~ttig or at the a2eeting which toc3.< Dlac-;
on the 22nd.
Q You ' re 'cal};ing now - agairl anout ttr, TI=~~t ' S specif 7 c
reque3t, is that correct?
Zi Yes.
Q

t1hzn were you xlrst advlsec? that vtLne XZ25 ~~.iakir.g
such a
request

.'2.-_tvr~~ =(} ~~)_.'.1 91 ov1
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tho, Presicl2nt sl.l.7¢r, ested tl.,Rt 1. efl h.ave a meetir!C +;-ith LIi;-~hxl~s :,'-'£ai.de)l r, ali(l l,llrli r - vi;. n to clis~"*.~ss ~I(.35.r tv ileal l li ,-l tlli r sitll.~ti.,lz. ~'t'liat
enl..erg,ed f-.orn •'}'1 t diSCUCSiOt! afccr Haldernall carne irto the on'ee nvas
t.l-sat Jol 11 'li,ehel! slJou]d ac;:ol.;rl<.: -.tOI' ilin!sel,' for tixe izl.-<.illr,e 1T
act,ivities and t;.e i:iresident di(t no' seem co!lee+:l-.ed abo-lt the act.ivit.ies
~vliich h..d ooCurr;>nl a*~er June 17. f
-ex-i;er I depSirtecl the Presielee.t's oEve.l sub-ec;ue~~tlv rtent to .1 n,ee~
in^, \5. ith f-Ialdemall ankl 13hrlir!~ -rlan to clisi.etss tile xI~,t~ter ~illl th; r. rRhe
sum and subsrance or that dise;-se,zn >ras thc!t the \sits lo lla ic'.'e ti.is
now wsis for 5.:fitcheil to slel) fol.v^.rcl an~] i-f:.A'~itetht~!l Xve, E k, step
-i'orvzarc' xve nni¢,'nt 71Gt be co;..,-lon.ed st-ii'-h,tho az:cilities {)£ tili;;e Livolvecl in the 7'8.'1l;t? Si cuse in tllv eor erup. ~~
Aceordintlv, X.:ra'de.-Pt,a.n. as 1 rceal', caller.; :;\~itclteli anclr asl~ed .hat
. to col-ne (lo~rn the ne:st dav fGI- a mlce.ill~ lvith •izc Presid~.-;lt on t.he
*. N} jr Le)-.b ate l-n¢.tL'--tz ' o~w~
.'., Isi the latesasternoan of A<aieta-tal. I-Istlilenzsll a!ld l;,llrliclaenar.
and- I h. d a secG,rsd mtetinc -7?ith rhe Presitlelqi:. Before cllterrrif, tlrlis
rneetillXr I llocd a brief discilv io-vl i.n t}~e Pre iiaent's ouit~r •Jg2ICd of the
Executtve ()li~tce Pruildii-irr suite svith I.alt~elsan in ~s.hich X tvid llirn
that xse }tfid tvn (^>.~l,oni,:
(8Jne is that this tili,:,~ goes a.ll the wa.V nncl de.ilsi mvitll botn the pre
acti~.ritic--, and the ;,ostact.ivitiess or the s~.eoll.~l alternative; if rhe
covsr.~p svas to proevoed vwe •voukl have to drnev the xvafrons in a cirele
around tlle s\~^ite Iioilse and t.llat t}.e Wilite r:Icuse prot~:ot itself.
I told Hslldemarl that. it llad heen tlle lN'hite t*-Tou<<'s assist.m(e to .ile
reelectioul comniitTi.e rhat l-tacl ,S,otterl ns into much • f •i;;s pre;lsien) and
noxv the only ho>>e %. otlld bc to protec,t ou .- Eekes from furAller
illvolvt.;mellt.
'Clle meetin;.~ svith the Presiaent that afterncoa with IT,tlrletnans
Ehrlichnlan, and rr.v.,elf svas 7t trejrzer,dous disapr~oirltme,nt to me
because it vvas qui.e elear tllat th~ covelalp as far as the APhite l-touse
V.-.lS concerned lvas toing to con..intle. I recall Ihat Evhile Haklemall,
E,hrlichm.tn. nnd I xsere sittinfr at a smrrll table in front of the President in his Exeeutive C)ffice ]'3nildint office tli.tt I fcr the first time
snid in tront of the Presidellt that I thou~~t that Haldeman, 'Eil21ichmno. nnd Dean lvere nll indictable Ior obstruction of ;113tiC2 ancl tllat
W.tS the reason I disa~.reed vvith all that v;ns bein<~ discussed at ihat
point in time.
I could tell that both Haldeman. an cl particularl sF lZhrlichman. n-ere
ver~- ullhapl~v with mv comments. 1 had let thent vewlt e.learlv l;now
that I lvas not ;~oin¢ to participate in the matter anV filrther ancl that
I thol~.erht. it VE-as tirfle that ever,vbodfi start thinldin,~t about tellint,~
the truth.
I a~ain repeated to them I did not think it vas l)~ible to per
petnate the coverlly) ancl the iml)ortant thinO now- avas to (tet the
President out in front.
AtE~-C '0y '5I.\RCN ;-e

The arrantte.menti had been made to have a meetin t after lune'n
wvifll the Presidellt-with Rhrlichman. Fiakleman. Afitchell. and mvself.
Arr. Atitchell earlle to AYnshin,ytc.n tlwat mornin,~ for a meetiJi~~ in
}-Inklemall's oEice in which Ehrlichman. 3fitchell, Halcleman. and
(176)
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On March 21, 1973 Dean had a telephone conversation v ith
LaRue concerning Hunt's request for money and Dean. suggested LaRue

call Mitchell. LaRue called Mitchell in the early afternoon of March 21,
1'9..73 -and advised Mitchell that he had a request - for '-$75, ()00 fo r Hunt' s
legal fees. Mitchell acknowledges that he advised LaRue to pay the money
for attorney fees. During the March'21, 1973 late afternoon meeting with
the President, Dean denied that he had spoken to either LaRue or Mitchell,
when in fact he had spoken to both.
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,: W} . • > K; S. . ~~ 1 ~~ . £ i '. .: • . . . ~~, .~~

, ., 5 1 3 L:; :, :_ L I

! ''
' |~~

; (.~~s~~} one way:- .:.: ,' 9-,— EL;.:) ';''4 > l'.l :>:.;-.rwr Mr.

t!.!2t: l: would .,e t) t

paid?.?

)!

A

No.>. he

did'. not:cat.

!,
. ~~1. ) (.- 1 >] J c u .12 •S C' ,~~.

.t l ! e
C: O . L \.! C ~~- L, a L. i o . t 11 i t: ' L X,

q
eaXC
.

1it I.; ;;'le ?
n
Ut
iL

iS" i2
13
14
25
~~6

17
18
19
20
21
22
23 i
;S Yes, T dad,
CZ And Wn2T ,#2 t3 trle sllbstGr.c2 o t- tL!2' co+;lversat..;c),~~? v }N J~~rt MP%'_L - - l;.^LnFed ; () IsBLuOr} 1\~~''?LLH f 12-.$ ~~,oi LD t(D} dc

t . b;:, EJ.- the lAt oi 'lr--n '.:''- -et ha(i x-;!is~~dS an~~~~'i 'i tolcl 11,.-t, sno8.:hwinx,.

,

L

L)l.~~t I •J2S 0>L 0E t ,._L; 5u~~8.steSS .

Y^e then 2. '*c>{l -;,e Vqn,-7t: & .ilolli,hr he s}n.ou'~~ cl cls 2rdz t
',~~ to7 fl hin:: X tho7?~~':l~~~~ he OLsic^ht; to t2}.l. to iss Wchel 1. tglrouo ? 4. i
Q IXD-.>7, olftf t= tlle m~~.ee',;*.l¢~~> 0''1 t~~!-' t>lst •Jit'' the Pres.t-0
de>.l a~~nd2 a-or a por~~-itlnv }',r. llald>>-z Xn t clld JEOli 7 ea~~-~~ -#C-rc—. I

[ aryone ;ZhrZcn2r ',slr. ~~9Jitctil"ll llad t.~~e~~~~n cQlnt-C Led ~~eit:h J.eesrec:t th
tt) co;25r.C, dolzrs to lW'~~s:.sh>~~nc,tc~~:~~ ar!d Dee~~~inO wit;-h yo,_, an~~ ''-t ;
}3L;~~lde->an aIld th2 PresLıient: and WI~~. Eh lic&av2 t?

j

A Y-c {;, I d -i. d .
Q A.r;cz xqhen (IJ.X-'* you learn that?
A Soinethe on the :21s@, :1: leqr;zed it rrCs l1v_ H21d;ITlan. Origlnally, it had been ho,Jed tinnt T!r. lditchen 1 CO^X!1Ct
co;me doltn v~~edi2tel~~~~ bu., for so—,e re2son, ho coulcnXt c~~~~

1 X do.ii-x cre.til the ne.>:9 r.lc>~~r.ir.~~,. So z r.eetin~~. tvas scheGMllcol .;~~o
2: j. t tllD ne.xt r:>.orna n;,
| a-=s w~~

25'- Q l'o:v, late~ on in tlue ci~~E, o. t,le olst, ao~~ heid _
(178)
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|!

51i °3
G tI

Sl

s
X
1
~~1
1,'

lMi

J) ll
a.5 l,
~~7
18
~~9
-y

'S: I: -r.! )] 1.11 tlln' t1:,. -t'v_Y")C/AI r (4C) ~~'OU 3:-: (.;tll wll;- . itev t!zc, S. \t.' 'i c'

tcwlr>tiho;z~~= C<ll 1 :11'1 wlr. I,.i 'C't:.l':l.-;lt r; o:Ff. ice? - .)

AL Tilat t,ci-,..'tel c£i1~~~,x1-tWnly be 1-t5z' resoJ'3ectlon. L:O ccr.cailll.R~~
a.ssu-.;,,~~~~,:ioil {''t;1'- the c;il.-w ~~,rould lit1.Ve l)r~~eYl llaSro ihi^(auj'l rl.'.'i

t'.fiC'C',, >~~esO
Q If. i.t \;C:rrn noL i:c) 3'13_S off:!c^., if sle hacl left.alreac'lJt
li woulcr, h.ixte }:)~~r>t to }1.tS h.:D~~~~e, I tal<..e it?
Si Thlctt- wqou'iel L')° 1.rl~~.q~~

7-10

Q

Sc, ErCu <:or:ld Dla.f~~:~~ t.haR- ati £0raet7zl2 iAl 'chc :Jat:~~er

I),-).:C,. nf '.ha aftr.->r^.oo,) cr t11e early e-ireniAng?
A The fi,^st n:a:l.l'?
O yeXcC.

,7f,
I

r WOu's.d l:ale2CCh.:;_-t il-t tlle al'.-i,e:.naoosl,
Q 8,~~5ow prt.or to snalsillg t}!at octll, I va':e it: yo~~~~ 11ad l;lacl

cliscussiolls lvi.tlt o';.her people concerning >~~hei-ller to .;lakf: thie;
62lAvenr,
~~——-—--w %
t -S——- - —

ti

That is c<.~~rrect.

Kl--ss ~~>~~ ~~v

1.t ~~

t^1 Q

~~'hat •12xs nslel yOUl spokell to trS-. Dea;l and I=lr~~ elitC'.'t"ll?

it ~~n |—~~S~

- -—b ^; -

uA

That is co.rrect.

—~~ ~~t ~~ b~~ 76 = ~~

!2 }~~o,7 stattillg •zith eir. D>aalR can you tell us azhat !,=.
l! -e an to:l C you in stlbstance?

,A l.y best recollectio;l of ~~-hat phone call is tho.t b'~

I
11, 1)2aa cal].cwd Lne. He statUd -t^-lat he had hacl a reau-2st £or a
|! de-livc.~~y Cf yr.oZley to t~~tr. Bi ttmZtn for }51-. Htlnt' s attor~~.z2ys f~~5k-s;

11
2Tl\rl for
e.;p2lnse5.

11. .

Ilvlnt' s

ex-panses, livi.llg

(179)
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ZE il{s :t1.C-.3 Cc1'C- [-'. t0 m.r2 t''1:L-._ hea s7a_ i ,rl_;5il1g t-^-3 s iro .':(:
|1,

,--, i

-U.to-. rA, to -va>.fo~~ wha'ceszer pu**1j=~se I t-an'-e2C1 t:o Lla".^ :3 of 11,-.,

I

r .— .—___ _ __

_ _ _ _ __ _ , __,,, _ __ _., _

_

_ ___ .

._ _ .

__

__ .___ ._ . _ . _.___ __

' thc t 1'..2 ttas r.cx' go:lng to have any fu~th~>r~noolv¢.2;:;--nt, co;^X.L
11 w .P~ ~

', ill 'cRie r.leli~<e.5 of m.ontZs to tilr~ sco-ca'' ed riate-Cate •>~e,c-nJ 1 2nd th;lt-,,~. ~qiOtl' d i2Vo to ex-->=c~..S;;a r~-,~ o/Z,~ J t5Cif,T;t~~t tG C.~ C •~e

! t.ha-~ tv ds ~~ona-t. this rf2qu~st:.
i-----S----------------------

I tol~.~ Dfr. D an that lln.l ess X iTcts et~th l>-5. - ef' }Dsyt

som,! ~,>>,.>:> th24:

8'

%';O-1'S' 4 no'~

raRe

%~6e,q S •^el'.

e>->s¢,

aSc 3;~nt,

(-h

lDOibl'_

--

I he stsggbs. eril ..~a~ I c;.;..' ~8r. ll'i cchell .
'''-;2--- Dltf. i.. t~. Dxt,~.<l i71 wh-o f o>>8ftersa'~-io.n in~<t:i.ctlt. that t'

lY25 a zen3sB o~o. urgenry ,.AJOtlt tht s?

A Yes. :E reca:l_ thae h2 in.dS.cn~. ed t.F,ere s,. s a S_llt.>
f,';- t'i'', ~ <',-,,' . "'~ ~~llse DE:: '. s:a C yf.,,~ w e~ol } f ceicnz: in.f) g ~ n o.t r ..er~ f r .

thirlg t:o -.he C f-4E ec2, -'n>.-i- tTr. Ii.U.n'~ \72S duo t:o be sellLe..ceo., ~~
ScY
17
ls
19

201
21
22
23

28!
rCEI~!,^i3ERG 11 :} l t
;~J;X!R I~5 arznrEn 11

I th:u-L'-. >?:ithAn tl)C lle,>t tlJo or t',iree ciays, and he 6,.d ii-pi-)r a
---

---

Q

- ~ cs = 2 - - ~ - -

1 .aXe lt tsr. I}ean ident;ifled an ar.io~ant c>^'' r.lon-ey; a

I the cou~se o5' that v-onttersation that ;ss—. Irunt wa3 2s'.1ilg for?
i

— — — ~—t-— -

|
recollectio:< is thrt the-e •otas

- ———- -

.A That is correctv rsl,r

!

~---- S- -- ~ --- ----:--- --- - - ,-.-- .

|
$lT0,000 realli-e-S fo>l

$'75,000 reguired for ast:or.~.ey:3 fees, and

—

! hi5 living e~~penses.
I Q NOlf I tmse it ~-ou h2d a conxrersation \-li fl rTrt

jllitchell folnol"~ing that0xlth llr. Dear..

Ji That is correct.

—--- -- ~ — - V -- - -
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2
~-ll
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2
jStiOst:.iilCC, o,' t'lat c-o.larersa.:iol'~
A As ie rc]..>';C>s to t'SkM de !.3.v-.-77 ~,~ this j,: iAl.ve,rr T C li

yes. I told !.~. 2,1tche,ll of lKly c. o;-afnersat-A~..¢:. 7ith Jvh i Dea-l,.

lndical!c:i.ng ;haL lncall lic-. n<D- go:in J to he inltol ~oed. any fur-.'t-~e ^
in the auohoz-l: a-P:ic7l and dl.seri'zzi:ion of moine~zw
I told .-2. tsl.chell. t'aa~: w-e ha.' h. {.i a rrec4u.2_:' fzv;
$'75, O;JG fo - sT ~. Itunt. ile as';ed r..2 ;-;hat ie -.:as for. I tol.e
hirl to t~-Acl h)" s f_ OE ~'y 59aG.Xt [. ~~dge [.t ti.l~3 foi-~ EltCOT ney t s feUs,

e~,..d 'nc s_id th.lv una2; t}le circu stLlcesf he 5aidr Si'~ tElirLEX
you ought to pay it" r which I I)rc:lce;->ded t-.o cLo.
Q IS it a >Uact then that C/01E 'didr, ' -e l"enticys t.c i~=r .
. 7/'itc;le31 tne rec.uest 'C)i' 'N,SO,OOG-:~A Th - s iLrf Illy b?.St_ 3:eco~.1ec.1vn —~

Q ~~lr. f7.aPao X, le. r,e fini'Jh i:'lae qrlestloilv f;60, 000
I lor ma.in'cenance.
A To the b2st ofn.~.y recoil,c~ction ehwf.E; is to~e, r,
thi.9s this was a d2ctsion 1:~mado myself. It ;.'7dS ce~tatnhy

eJURY,

7-10

a rather large swn of roney .in-~olrred, quite fran;;ly approach,' ing fXhe alr.ount of -..onoy wilich I had on hand a.t Chlt tin.~e.

The only ar~ou<-L.. of ro wey I recal1 dlsctlsslng wi9.
SIr. ttitchell w2s the $7S,GOO flhich swcts delixre-ed.
Q \7bts therc EtnytEzing fl n the ccnver9ation you hild •vith
sIr. \utChell by ehich Mr. sli.tchell indic<5ted t.hat 11e hacl or
Il.ld not heard of this request ectrlier than the tim~ of your it.S }
(181)
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ic,
o .- 11er e
fE l

Q t101l,~ in fiW- ~l5wg th-<> ct.,-xt:e o.' -.-h -'::+-.i e~~~s }: .k ~ C ..} ;iCq,~

recal. i t'lat the da:,rt foll.cr.;t.intg t'lit. deliurer>Y o F .r.5c o - y *wXour
lt er-ll2d 1-' ;1s ltrt fUl~taflell t.-at:s in tt?; -h:m.ujtor.;9

A I dxontl: .sl72c:tf.i.c..'5tw rec~-..?.f '>.'.:. .f,.ecilenl iDi: 'rg LilS
Do2s.lir.g' ;:,n on t.n:.i- lDarwlcular day. 1 do :re :.all h'r.~ ize:'nc.y i~:
,~w.shsng~::on a cou~.~le ur ti~:.es in thi,s CTi-ifE fr>r..:^<-, bc. as l^ar
4 as une Eii'~teel. iFiti d<.'i-*i Y Caflt ~, xcerfwa t~~~~

Q lIt>^7 ind2ge.-*L?nely do; yo-n siair2 ,.ny re-ol?ei t-'on of
:hi--! I.>zeclStd ~;Zttt~ 0,~- i:ile re~;)u^t.t eO rt44. ! Llli~....L t0 ('~~'.Xsr2r
1 J jj Lt1 .-E .allD Qs5; J

lf-l;
ai

rJwhe p~-ecis>: datn G;: tfoe :reXJ;let-;t?

Q

ltes.

A

r~the date niould ba on the day hre 2^wliv.;red it.

tfould hE;velzc~n t5.3-1 sceciM~.c day.
Q iCin2an can you recall Of your o~m recollec;'oi, or
...lrough>~ ly of you~ 5'.>7-1 no,es j .fhat ;ı2y rhis lfas? We ~1-0fS it
172S An la-ı:e tz~ch .rro.n you~ recollectS ncJ ~>.e el~nts, bu-t
I speciEXcaliy can you recall ~,he pXecAse day?
A I can't spec:Wically rec_ll ~''le p_ecise day~ .Jo,

; s;:'r.
Q zKll yoll can he sure of is thot iL t/?.S '~->.e cren.l.ng

j of th2 dlnner party •rZith tlr. Ungex?
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arl. },tl'3'(.ITf't,L. 5 es, Sil'.

itr. ~.)AS15. ;N'osf, ~Vilbl' 4lio. yOll le.!ve totlr [)OSitiOll .~S tne director
C){ '.:}1t' C ~.-rl>pXl i..rn. ?
arl . Ai lTC'E£Dl.L. (,)11 tlle ] st t} r J\ll) 1(J { }.

itlr. 1). S£t. .Q1ti1 wxhen ~-olr le:Et, ~-ou \ ere asva.re, ~nere \'011 IlOt, tll.li iNl[r. Ala
rrlle7lei +X-.ts stavisl(~ 011 as cleputX (lire<:tor of the CttiriDzX iStr.t.
hrr. Slirr~.~rlrLr,. Yes,ile sta+-e(.l 011 aS .Afr. :Alat:Grerol's (lepllts.
Atr. D2',S:F.E. lknd ~vere you izot axvare ~.vl!ell ~-oll lvere le.- virl~t tltlat SIIW.
iNIa.~r,rllder at least Iacecl some serious l)rol3li~~tl of beil3fr indic.ted on the
7t teas-itl o,l' tlie DemoeJ ltic Wation•1 Con~:nittce lle..L(lquartels sLS o£t
Jl:ll y 1 2
Lir. A. rlTC . r:XJI,. wtS of .July I ? I thi£t]; t}lat \s as :1 potent,;al, 5 es.
LIr. 3)AS}f. W0\N7, )'OU did Illeet avith tlle P£esiclerlt on JlLtJE 3O, 197',U,

just l.Je3eoIe 3'Oll lef:t. SS s I ulldelsLall(l, ysu llad luncit xvith t.he Presi1(Zy, t..
BII¢. Bkrco-W-F>x,xl. T1lat is cerred, sir.
ALr. D.\SJ{. Dicl vou thit?Jo. il; 5 our duty to tell the Presidellt 3t that lunch before T7'0'lt
leltb that the man xvho v.7as I~layirg SUCltl A lie~~ role i his calnp ip,al; '.l~.LtJloder, h5(1.
slleh a. plolelem that hc nti~~'rtt be zrldicte Ior tlle lare si.k-isl C}T 'ike Der,i;)era,tic Natio}lal
C03llrnit;te~+ heeclqlla.- lDr>*
Atr. AI~.,?crz;J.Lr,. til. Da~.'l. I tllink 7'Olt and I lla.ve ~~one over to the I)Oillt mhere •v-e
have establ shecl that the '\0thite H:ouaA horlor stories liad eome out; ill colmectiou +.-ith tl,e
prol)lein at tllat. p~~rticlllzlr time and tllere ~vrtsn't, the qwtesL;on oX liftin<~ of the tent sliohtlv in or{ler to (:et lvith l estoe.^t to one inctivi(lllal or alsother; it m-as a izeelWing tlle lid 011
ansl no illforsTl:ltio7l volunteere(l.
M.lr. DASJT. l,ven if tlle li(l hacl heell kei)'t; orr tlle so-callecl White Hotlse horrol.s,
avoul(ln t it bc +-erv eml)arracxhiTl~~ to tho Presidearlt of the IJllitettl ist:t.tes in his effort
t(l l)e reeleekAd 3 l' his deputv css;lly)aifin d;rector 51pS indiete(l iII tl3e lere.ll; in of the
I3e~!loeratic JNat.iollal Conlrrlittee headqua~.tel~,?
ATr. AtfTCllET.3., I don't t,hink as far as the AVaternrate ~ras concelmedt t.here svas a llell of
a lot of diSerence. l)et~seen the deput~- campctigIz clireetor ancl the counsel £or the fillance
committee ancl t.he securAty ohieer. Quit.e frankl~~, as far as the WAtaternate ~vas concerned.
that sv.ws alleady a. public issue. It ~zas the trarties that Lvere inxolveci.
:\{r. D;tsl-r. 'I'llere came a t:ime, did theln IlOt, 3Ir. Alitchells that the pressures for money bV
the clefendallts or hty Arr. Hunt increzised?
AN'ould 5 ou tell us ~VilRt A-OU knolv about that. ?
hi[r. AtI'rCTTE!,L. A57ell. I .;m not sure, Atr. I)ash, that I can tell ToU very mucll about them.
other thal1 tlle fact that sorneavllere alc)nar in the fali, A:tr. IIullt ha(l a tele~)hone collversation
+N-ith ATr. Colsonz +z-]lich. I thilllu. covered the subject nratter and then later on. as I recall,
A:tr. I)Call has frot in the record a letter from ALr. Ilullt to:\tr. C5olson. lviieh 1 thillli is quite
sllfrgestive o:f t]le faet that. he lvas beinffl abancloned.
Tllen I lle.rll (l lK tnr 011~ ill :ATalch of this veal . ihere svere oral commllnications frorn
either T4nnt 01~ his attorr;.eV relatinfr to renllests lor legal fees an(l so forth. ~v-hicll ~^ere
communieatecl to the AG'llite If ollse.
ar,. J).\ST-I. SToxv •l.cl vou hear ahotlt the ATarch reqllest?
islr. AtTTCTIEI,r.. 'rlle Atarc)l reqvlest ? I think I probalulv he;ll d at,}ollt it throllarll Atr.
I,aRIle, if mV memorv serves me rifrilt.
BIr. n.\STT. I')o VOII kllOlV hoar much moneV lvas actuallv beinfr requestecl .olt that tinie ?
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Atr. XIITC'}.ELL. 1 Ce}8I't reallv tell ToU a>>out the nlf,llevs aerovs this l)erio~~l of time. lt
s.erjlS to me tlil-ls.i tile ,Nlarcll re~;ltlest lwa(l <esol~~e ;ll-ltount ill th? area Or Ss v;,()Q3 wshicll Axr. I,altue clesel it~e~.l to me, tllat xrfls t)einXr retluested l)r fottslsel for tlleir leDf al
fees in {onlle(tioll ~sith ike reE>rc.~t I:t.ltiOlI of Alr. IBlnt.
Afr, ]) tSI xr. Disl a r, . I,aRlle ask 5 Otl \\ h tt yo.lr olzillion xc-(~s O;' ~xI-Iether lle sholll(l
1vso' that. aWtC)l111t of rllollsjy to Atr. HUllt 01^ llis eounsel?
WIr. AalTclie:r.^-. 3tr. IlaPue, k) th;5 I)est of mv recolleetioll, 3j?11t, it iIt tllis colltext: I has-e /YOF
tliis recll.l;>sl) 1' llan e t.~ilietl to ,fo3ln Doe.tn over at tlle Alrthitc IJoll-f~. thev ,e,e lI(!i: ill t31e monev
11E]sin;>ss anv nlore, RV]I.It nl-ould )'OU do if VC'tl ~X-inre iw lll\, siloes a?ld ).noxvinfr tll ~t he nJade
prior payrnents? I said, if l vsere >,;~ln I rvoukl coIltinue anel. I rrould rn.;l- e the. I)aynzellt. oo~'~{uc s
~'.'.1'. l).vsl . .\nd i--l that advire to ;\.lr. LrtIllle, l a-alve it, s;ns tlle consi(7eratio;l that urlless
tll.Lt paV;Ilerlt lvas made, ;NL'r. IIullt nlight iu raet uncover t31e. so-eallecl i~X5lite l-I:ouse
horror stories.
nIr. AitITC'FII5t.. 3rr. Dnsh, I dorl't-knoxv 1105V you can move from tlle fact. that AIr. Lal'.ue
told inC t) ;.t it. rl-as for ie~*al fees to the l)Oillt ~s-here sve nre llncovering the A5J}wit:e Ilouse horl--o-, stories;. 11! In37- bC tllere. I don't hatow.
}.t1'. 1D VSII. Didn't t-llat &nter yo~.n W.illCI, t'ne. l)ressl~re froln 3.t1'. HUIlt, the fact t'rl..t
~OU illdicated ihe.re xvere requests a3lcl -,cornler pressules for moucXV, to the—— - ' ' '
A:Er. AflTCllE'xV. T don-t, tllilllcs BIr. 3)s:',i'1, t|LSt iFI A{arch of 1373,ut'l1GW

thina-s xvere entcrinC rtN mirlcl$ ile; lttsa I think as you are n-ell a~.vare. from otlEer testimony,
I ilacl lfs.fUSt t1 to even eonsicle, raisincr money for thesc ~~urposes a loi~t- time Ijefore t11at.,
>'JI: D.ssiz. Eut ~-C;u are ttlvare il-,~~t tliaere arns a SUII1 0$ rnone;> av:lilal~le for th.lt at
tlse lV'llite }4ouse, ~rel-e VOtI not ?
'tFr. AtITtrlEL'r,. l xvas axl are that tl~|~re h3Cl been one at one tilrbe, but, I didn't. Izlovllow fat lsieldy hacl gotten into tlaat ~valticu~l.ll fund.
P.lr. O.ssrr. sillee the te3,r;0,00() had come over I:rom the Conm-lit8-ee for the Xe-Electiort of
the Presidel.t to f-he MThite ,r3;ouse~
hIr. 5tITCllELL. T}lat is the onl~~ funci I E as awfafe of, ~-es.
3Ir. D\S1I. Ths, Atr. Alitchell, di(l yvU rei'us* aloulld that tirJIe. to aise nn,~ money for the
}~a.ymellt of tilese fees?
ATr. ,Xt]Tt'HELL. Wel1, I'Ot onl,v arollllcl th,at time, but all other times. I have nes-er raisecl
any :noney for an-fthincr and I lvas not al otlt to start, Ior tl at particular purpose.
lVIr. IDASTfv Did you ever Inake sInv sU~-rfrestions that the moneST th3t shotll(l I)e usecl
for tElat purpose xvas the <t.50,00()?
WIr. 3rlTClIET.L. A-0, to the l)est of m i recollection, T llacl a con~-ers.ttiOII seith AIr.
LaRue~ 1 :tm sllre at hiS instance, IlOt mine, in lYhiCll he pointctl out that the i'un(ls, srh?.te~er soulce they v.ere, th?t he llacl for the sllpport of and the plwnlent of lan-vers' fees of tl-~ese
indis-idu.lls, ha(l rull Otlt, did I lzml+~ xlhetller there +E-as any other Inonet7? And 1 sufrfrested
that. mavhe vou onrJht to call over to tlle AArhite Elouse and see if the S-;.:{).f)00 that ha(1
heel1 sittinfr over there since Vpril vWas avai]al)le for the lXllrpose. I understancl tnat he dic1
so.
Afr. DssEr. I)a VOII •eeall attenclinq a meetin~~ in Jantlatn, \5-it]l 31r. KalmlJach ancl 31r.
I)earl in lvhich AOtl asl~ed 31r. Isallllt~.;cll to help raisernonevforthesele.r.ll feesanlsilpportof
7~amilies? 'I'hatoccurrecl inJanuarO, 19,3.
(184)
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IIo^.:es-er; Cc ..l t e, by te.n.!;:i - c, ~ . v..'i. v-?. p.A--rvi's-:.el'~) C'ezeen~,e '; ^-om
tal . Coll } -e iJ

O;:>>rlo~1.s.l 2- 1;-., ' ~~s •:.>>C,L; _.~\t of tiA + cj F If [~e cc. -=s in tl~ e and
tel5.s this .'.l~~cge lzofo~t:.senten~il ~, if 't--\ st,}s, =-.fo;-ar'hono.
I (~ra wi.ll. 7,n,q to tall a:L:L . I dvv~ ' t -~EYeoat ';.:i) (3o 1~/3 i~i_ ~ I
pl.~c._d. Cj-llsil,,,e' to an e~S4'eilE;e. I~ I' clt,n'=. M-.it\r_ to 50 urD jail,
]: 1?-i l.). c:St~^>>-t;v~~.'_e a.;'it.tl SC?->. QYl.,: .5rFe ~f~vte;=r,l;.: .- 6 . I 1ZB3.zs bel5
,~v-~-}lSl, C-\-erx,,rt h~r.g T 1;Aw::)-S Xs I 'C'''t:',;z'$, '...h.l't. p~.C31~i; bly ha x-~voot1 ?.d

xklc;_ive Ve-sw osi a-Ws{.c;9?) n cwn"~si($/_r~.( .<O^w~
fLteG nS.t. Su.r'< is-.'~ elz SD i,hiv- p;O=r.-'- :b_ ll.>.-~re to j? t.'^.;- Fa-idge -..-e l?ciVO
to c:rcsss tl..~rer that ~01~ slaw7e to crcjss A: u-t:lerstXncS qu.iteX
sc, n r is whatc s70u no ab~:z~u4; Prur'i_ W. s.d l}is p:.-~esent fll.anate?
liha s do we clo ak ou ~ 'CS3 E]t}Ce>
I.~ell app,~;lLe,;.l~>- •.itcneSt cti-ld >;:;~<ue. ttrR no<:7 a~.^.s2re.0l ;t
SO t.h.-vr,~ ianG>-.~ now hr i ri feel in~~ e
'~'xl,e~- Are their going tCJ do sov~;(.-..}nxng?
~_c^=~.M*.erra__~.or

Wel', I haere r.ot tal lced lfitl-l ei thrDr os them.
posi.tions are syAapaet}letic.
i,ell, i.t is a long road isn't it~s When you look ha.c];
on fite as Jol.n has poinl_ed Otlt h.ere, it ree~lly has
been a long road for a'll of yotl, or' us.
It sure is.
For all of uss for all of us. Tl-lat's why you are wrestling
szith the idea O,c m=<?ving in another directi.on.
That's right. It is not only that group, but. within this
circle of people, that have tidl)i'.s of kno~wledge, there

Their

\
|
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25. Having received information on March 21, 1973 of possible

obstruction of justice having taken pLace following the break-in of the
DNC, the President promptly undertools an investigation into the facts.

The record discloses that the President started his investigation the

night of his meeting with Dean on March 21st, as confirmed by Dean

in his conversation with the President on April 16, 1973. At the

meeting with Mitchell and the others on the afternoon of March 22nd,

the President instructed lDean to prepare a written report of his earlier

or al dis closur e s .
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But I did ask you and I think you should say the President 8 ~~1
authorized me to say this -- I won't reveal the conversation

with the President -- he asked me this-question. I told

him this, that nobody in the White House was involved. And

in addition to that to-the best of my my ability I kept, I guess,

or how do you think you should handle this Presidential

advice? Maybe you better -

D

Well, I think the less said about you,'I think you say any-

thing you want to-say anything about it.'

P

Well, let me tell you I am going to handle that properly

and I Dust wanted to be sure that it jives with the facts.

I can say that you did tell me that nobody in the White

House was involved and I can say that you then came in, at

your request, and said, "I think the President needs to hear' ~

more about this case

D

That's right.

P

Then it was that night that I started my investigations

D

That's right -- that was the Wednesday before they were

sentenced;. Now I can get that date--

P

Would you do this. Get your chronology'of this. Wednesday
you came in and told me that, et cetera. That would be

helpful. for me to have. That is when I frankly became

interested in the case and I said, "Now (expletive omitted)

I want to find out the score." And set in motion

Ehrlichman,Ilitchell and -- not Mitchell but a few others.

OK?
D

Sure.

(188)
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(inaudible) (two memorandum that THE courts have public record
I'

We tried that move, John --

]'1

Well, I did too -- before MR. President. But now that the
indictment has come out (inaudible) has the reeling that
they-have the documentation back of it. Now that the bag
has come out.

D'

I think the proof- is in the pudding, so to speak -~ it is
how this document is written and until I sit down and write
that document. I have done part of it so to speak. I
have done the Segretti thing and I am -relatively-satisfied that
we don't have any major problems there. As I go-to part A -to the Watergate A- I haven't written--- I haven't gone through
the exercise yet in a real effort to write such-a report, and I
really can't say until I do it where we are and I certainly
think it is something that should i:be done though.

P

What do you say on the Watergate (inaudible)

D

We can't be complete if we don't know, all we know is what,
is what --

P

It is a negative in setting forth general information involving

questions. Your consideration -- your analysis, et cetera.
You have found this, that'. Rather than-going into every news
story and every charge, et cetera, _
put it down -- I don't know but
This, this this, -~$
D

I don't think I can do it until I sit down this evening and

start drafting.

H
I think you ought to hold up for the weekend and do that and

( 189)
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get it done. Sure Give it your full attention and get it done. I think you need --:why don't you do this? Why don't you go up to
Camp David? I might do it, I might do it.

Completely away from the phone. Just go-up there and
(inaudible) I want a written report'.
That would be my 'scenario. He presents it to you at your
request. You-then publish -- (inaudible)
I know that but: I don't care.
You are not-dealing with the defendants on trial. You are
only dealing with White House involvement. You are not
dealing with the campaign.
D

That's where I personally

P

You could write it in a way that you say this report was not

comment on et cetera,

Mr. President and without at all compromising the right of
defendents and so forth, some of whom are on appeal, here are the

facts with regard to members of the White House staff et ceterar
et cetera, that you have asked me about. I have checked the
FBI records; I have read the Grand Jury transcripts et cetera, et cetera.
As a matter of fact you could say, "I will not summarize
some of the FBI reports on this stuff because it is my
understanding that you may wish to publish this." Or you

(190)
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P i)o you think we want to go this route now? Let it hang out
so to speak?
D Well,

it isn't really that -

H It's a limited hang out.
D It: is
P

limited hang out. It's not an absolute hang out.

a

But some of the questions look big hanging out publicly
or privately.

D What it is doing, Sir. President, is getting you up
above and away from it. That is the most important
thing.
P Oh, I know. I suggested that the other day and they all came
down negative on it. Now what has changed their minds?
D Lack: of- candidate or a body.
H Laughter.
M (Inaudible) We went down every alley.
P I feel that at a very minimum we've got to have this

~~_f
__

statement Let's look at it. I don't know what it where
in the hell is it -- If it opens up doors, it opens up
doors -- you know.
H John

says he is sorry he sent those burglars in there -and
that helps a lot.

P That's right.
E You are very welcome, sir.
(Laughter )

H Just

glad the others didn't get caught.

P Yeah, the ones he sent to Muskie and all the rest; Jackson;
(191)

Although Dean was instructed to go to Camp David and write
a report on March 22, 1973 by the President, Dean denied this and later
._

testified before the Senate Select Committee that he was never requested to write a report until
Haldeman called him after he arrived at Camp David.

t

26a Dean
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Mr', ~~)E ON. Well, the President called me on the 23d. In the meeting on
the 22d—I might mention this: As ear] X a s F e e!bruary, when I had a
meeting with the President, he asked me had ): ever spent any time up at
Camp l)avicl 2 I said no, I hadn t, I had been up there to a meeting once
ri(rlli after the election, a very brief meeting with Ehrlichman
and Hal]deman. He said, you and your wife ought to t o up there on some
weekends it is an excellent place to to. He mentioned that on a number
of occasions and I told my wife, I said, the President has been very
gracious ill saying that you should go to Camp David and mentioned it
to her.
Senator GURNEY. At any rate, you did go to Camp David, sort of
understanding that you were going to write a report about Watergate

Mr. DEAN. No, sir. When the President talked to me on the 23d, I had
talked to O'Brien that morning about the fact that in court, Mr. McCord's
letter had been read by Judge Sirica. O'Brien reported from somebody
who had told him at the courthouse.
I called Ehrlichman, and Ehrlichman said he had a copy of the letter
and read me a copy of the letter and asked me what my assessment of it
was as. Based on my conversation with O'Brien, I told him that it
seemed at best that all McCord has is hearsay.
It was then much later. It was, oh, in the afternoon, I guess, 1 or 2
o'clock or so. I was still surrounded by the press at home because of the
Gray statement the preceding day; they wanted me to make a comment
on it, and I didn't want to do that. I received a call from the President.
There are some details of that conversation of a personal nature to the
President that:, the first family I, that I don't want to put in because they
are not relevant. But I recall the conversation very clearly because there
were some complications because Mrs.. Nixon and rI'ricia were up there
at the same time.
The President said "Well, go on ahead. You need the break, you
have been under a lot of pressure," and the like. He never at any time
asked me to write a report, and it wasn't until after I had arrived at
Camp David that I received a call from Haldeman asking, me to write
the report up.
If I was going to go up and write a report, I would have gone to
my—there was as general discussion also of preparing a Segretti report,
as I recall. If I had Cone to Camp David specifically to write a report, I
would]d have gone to my office first and collected an awful lot of
material that I didn't take with me, which I subsequently had to call
back for in order to write a r ep)ort.
Senator GURNEY. It was s]lortlx after this though, that thelti~~ engaged counsel. is
that correct 9
Sir. DE\N. On the evening—I believe it was Sunday evening I received
word that the Los Angeles Times was going to publish a story that I had
had prior knowledge of the fact that there was going to be a break;-in of
t]lc Democratic National Committee headquarters on June ] / .
Nov.-, I knew I hadn't had prior knowledge of that In fact. I don't]'t
think anybody)n(ls- other than those involved-( (l had.)(1 prior
of
the fact that there was going to be -a break-in. I
thought it was libelous.
I called :\11. ITofran told him explained(1 in
generalities the facts.
knowledge]lon-lecl(re

(194)

27. Just six days after Dean's disclosures, on March 27, 1973,
the President met with Ehrlichman and Haldeman to discuss the evidence
._ .

thus far developed and how best to proceed. Again the President stated his resolve that
White House officials should appear before the grand jury. They confirmed to the
President, as Dean had, that no one at the White House had prior knowledge of the
Watergate break-in.

Ehrlichman told the President that there wasn't "a scintilla of a hint

--

that Dean knew about this. " The President asked about the possibility
of Colson having prior knowledge and Ehrlichman stated that Colson's
response was "of total surprise. . . He was totally non-plussed, as the
rest of us. "

1:30 p.m.
--27b? Transcript, " "
27c
35-945 0 - 74 -
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P

before any judicial group, therefore, is on a different basis
from anybody else, "which is basically what I - you know
when I flatly said C)ean would not appear but others would.
YGU know, I did say that, and of course --

E

It was on a different basis. And at the same time, a man
in any position ought to be given a chance to defend himself
from these groundless charges.

P

"Mr. Dean certainly wants the opportunity to defend himself
against these charges. He would welcome)e the opportunity
and what we have to do it to work out a procedu re which will
allow him to do so cons:sie=.t with his unique position of being'
a top member of the President's staff but also the Counsel.
There is a lawyer, Counsel -- not lawyer, Counsel -- but
the responsibility of the Counsel for co)rlfidentiality. "

Z.

Could you apply that to the Grand Jury?

E

Absolutely. The Grand Jury is one of those occasions
where a man in his situation can defend himself.

P

Yes. The Grand Jury. Actually if called, we are
to refuse for anybody called before the Grand Jury to go, are
w e,

John?

E

I can't imagine (unintelligible)

p

Well, if called, he will be cooperative, consistent with his
responsibilities as Counsel. How do we say that?

( 196)
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1 would -- the reason I would totally agree -- that I would
believe Dean there (unintelligible) i-e would be lying to us
about that But I would believe for another reason -- that
he thought it was a stupid damn idea.
E

There just isn't a scintila of hint that Dean knew about this.
Dean was pretty good all through that period of time in
sharing things, and he was tracking; with a number of us on --

P

Well you know the thing the reason that (unintelligible) thought -2nd this incidentally covers Colson -- and I don't know whether --.
I know that most everybody except Bob, and perhaps you, ;
Colson knew all about it. But I was talking to Colson, remember
exclusively about -- and maybe that was the point -- exclusively
about issues. You know, how are we going to do this and that
and the other thing. (unintelligible) mainly, the labor bill, how
do we get this, how do we get aid to the Catholic schools.
Getting that aid to Catholic schools, you know was, a -Colson's fight was with (unintelligible).

P

Right, That was what it is. But in all those talks he had plenty
of opportunity. He was always coming to me with ideas, but
Colson in that entire period, John, didn't mention it. I think he
would have said, "Look we've gotten n some information, " "but he

(197)
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there h. d been this burglary- the first guy I called was Colson.
1'

Yeah.

I,

And his response, as I recall it, was one of total surpr ise and
he could have said then, "Oh,, those jerks, they shouldn't have;
Or, "I knew about it earlier"; Or, referred to it by saying,
"It would have been a meaningful leak, " but he didn't. He was

totally nonplussed, the same as the rest of us.
~~ ~~.~~~~~~~~s ~~

P

Well, the thing is too, that I know they talk about this business of
Magruder's, saying that Haldeman had ordered, the President had
ordered, etc.. OL all people who was surprised on the 17th Of June I was in Florida ~- was me. were you there?

E

No, I was here.

13

Who was there ?

E

I called Colson, Haldeman and Ziegler and alerted them to this.

P

And I read the paper. ANThat in the name of (expletive removed)
is this? I just couldn't believe it. So you know t I mean I believe in playing politics hard, but I am also smart. \-~~That
I can't understand is how Mitchell would ever approve.

FI
( 198)

33.1

~~;...w.~~.., He

That's the tiling I can't understand here.

v-8}. O!1

April 8, ]')7',, the President n-)f t with Ehrlichman:llrfla

and Haldeman-! an on board 9,ir Force One and directed then-, t;, meet
._

- with Dean and urge him lo go to the grand jury. Halde)rlan and
Ehrlichman met with Dean that afternoon and,at 7 33

p. m.

Ehrlichman reported to the President that Dean indicated he would
agree to go before the grand jury.
~~ .
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- Senator gI7I'S-E1-. hro+V5 tllrOL^ll thiS period

of tinle, tbet,irLtlint, ~~vith that
ami~~~~lirl-en 011 - is it'iarc'L.'12
BIr. E}<imcs>>ffiX>
.Tkitieth.

Senator G1-1;NEY. ArarcJl o0, •vere you repqrt;mg to tlle Preside;~~t
Il .~~t
,~~Ir.Euelcz.;X;N.Jreportedtohim aj".er I t n l];ed lvitll B fr.
o Brien but ver;~~
on that subJect, and I just said: "I am be~~~~imb
to« get a feel IOr thirs tlsillcr l)~~t I ha+-e got so Lllicll hears~~y here I
don t rElii it's ~~X-ortll takint, a loı; of vour .ir~~~~le." ]-Te said: ; You lxllo-.~~z. •Nllat atse yOU find.i~~<~~ outR So T v^.d: iiWe1111ete11s metheresvere
these meetings bac]< in tlle earl) ti nes when lzitluv had this plan, and SO oin:'
I took him 5;illd Or sketchily thltsucrh the O 12,rien l)USLneSS .1lld I sai(l: "This is
he2rsas- tvvo, tllree and in sonle ca~~ses £our removecl, ' aI d I saicL
"lVe es <ziot vllove on solDet.hinj^>r of tl~~;s Lirld urLtil we i d ou.
N ow, ibSan C1rnente at<;aiIl wlreu we ¢-a Ite aa) th4z frma) X onSict b tw. er n
;lGe~~ -~~ a7id . Li'.chell, 1 ~~nentiosled th a to 3 im, and I s zid
'tA0te are tIt,>'£lfP to *,at; to The bot.r7m v1s it9:a~~<1 t7;o G.' t~~es
he said ıı2ve you goL that Ii~~,lrea out ~~-~~ec.".and wherl we tfu3ked an
t?ie airp]alle goiDg ?1sacl; aI<d vve talked al)out Dean goinH to the S
ond iurw, and he said {inally "I 2.J1 l10!., going te) w ait, he is t-- olug, t) ~~.'? He s tio: 'iHave fou ever figilre~~. ou'-; wha~~; h&l; is,' and
~~: said "lfo, we a-e aomjfr to s~~-i Des~~zL Tsfe .7.on't 1z ow 1Vk~~f,
R

FlDrit'e7.~~

f-4Allee

thM is."
~~~~~~g.4~~~~.~~ S

Setlator-Graxtv~~.TZeu,no

r,;) dud you ms.ke a exDmpldsv repoS ts the

|

President ?
Ab. E~~.D~~Tcn7-zy. 76 Sr ,

,

£; UviCCa-w. Xr~~Rlen T;'g5 thz~wa;s 7 - *.
D -L. E ssl C~~-t-~~-w4N. That w~~s t.; Sstllrd<3.y -mor; irig, Apri] 1t.
Senator Grt > -~~r. TVhtt did J'Ot1 sell lliTIl ?
A i v , J ~ ~ a ' ~ ~ ~ ~ - ~ ~ ' : - ~ ~ > i t . < , 5 ' ~ ~ j @ a I b I d h ~ ~ k > ; C . a L y a n a r r c i * t i i v e o v t~~7
inter~~~~iees with these w.rious im..orie startin-? wvith C)5E,rien aa d
11mnini<J tflrollgrh evers~~:;ociv ti~~~~t is on this llsb except
:F~~~~itcheil alld }~~atrader lrhon t llad not ye~~wilh vshom I had not
yet tsl}ved and Siracbaxl the s2eone1 tinae wh-zil I got into the wh41e
quest;ion of ;Bob Ilaldeman s anvolveIr.ellL
Senator GUSEET. Now, so we c.^s wrsp thaS up ssncR I can lzlesse
the flooX here, did ;you at tllTut time ~~,ive him a ozmnlete aecouat OI
5>Yster gate ag ~~ve Eov it now, and if well did not, nvllat portions
(3.id ;you not tell him that ~~-ou didu't know 2 Perhaps we can > u it
that wa-y (~~uibL:.ly
Sens.i.fur

Atr. EHPzaCzz~~X.5rve~~~~I didn't

know,

for

im~~kn>,

sny

ol the

behind-t.hescenes busi..less of the money beyoTId vfhat Paul O'Brien had <,riven me 11ere and a
little feel of it that Dean had given me A:, l,ich I thirıL: I have just desoribed to TOU gbout ss well
as I can. l'he subsequent iniervie~~s-s that I had lvith ~~?artie.ularly

3iz~Erfruder th.Lt aiternoon -you sec the outcome of this report to tlwe
President v;as, he said ';I ~~rant y-ou to talk to Magruder j~~I xvant wou to talS; to Atitchell ' and then he also tol(l me he wanted to find out
more about Bob Haldeman's involvernent So those three folloaved that
prelirrlinals report and none of the ,hinf7s that I develoDed frorn an) of
thenl were included in it. WHXen I completed them, then I calTIe back
and reported ~~vhat those three in(lividuals told me and laid that out
for himP
Senator GER.NTET. And lvas that a fairly

j

complete account of
Watergate ?
(200)
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, 1 ~~ . .~~

Ehrlichman Ll,

April. 8,

Telephone}l~~.),~~f:. conversation!l~~~~el~~K:iwll Q~~>:

1'3/ -.0. (7@35;

~~ _ j _ _ . _ _ . _ ~~ _

~~ _ ~~

The President and

. .: ~~

- {^ 37 .?s. a.m.. )

.

_

...

_ ~~ . _ _

P Oh, John,l. Hi..

1e, I ejust it wa,*antcd to post: you on the Dean meeting. It went. fine.

He is go ing to wait t.~~nJ..il after he'd had a chance to tal!.; with

ls C L
Mitchell an:3 to pass" th" word to Magruder through his lawyers

that he is going to appear at S:the Grand Jury. His feeling is

that'~~ Liddy has p~~.lll.ccl the pltlg on MagrudeI, znd that (uDin

f.ellig,ible) he thin.l..r: he kno>ss it, 1''LOW. Atlel he says tl~~-a.t there's

no love lost the) e, and that. 'lihr.'c x-Rtas Liddy's nlot-ive in

corilnlunicating in.forntallyf

Uh~~ hu6..

Iv

A, the san.e time, he saizl there iSlltt anythit~~g that !~~e, ]Dean,

]illOW6 or could say til.,t tXvoulel in E.ny svay lzarln Jolsn t..f.itciXell.

P

l-'%ul:, it would harm. Magrudel.

E

Right. Itnd his feelillg i.s th7t siric a would IlOt listen to a plea

o£ inllrluDity at a (uni.nt:el].igible) I should say. And that (~~Inin

telligible) £rozn hirn. }-Te woulel be m.uch better off to go in

there ancl have an ilLformal tall. and that's what he wallts to do.

P

Right.

F.

So obvio.lsly we dicin't tell llina not to, buG we did say that it

is important that tize other people knew what he xrvas doin<,.

(201)
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29a. JOHX DEAS TESTIMONY, JU~E 25, 1973, 3 SSC 1006
lQC'o
. l i t " h e 1 1 . - ; l l d SiayOru;lerr,-eezviitill<
,rill.tllot1lelomlcefolllle I aslXe 9 \4 i -n lvhs thev -svanted to talls to me
alld he said t]l:1t i hev \\ allted to t;sZ74- t ) nle ;D!lVOllt m,y l~rlo~;glrcl re of tlle Ineel,il ,s irl
:\lit(lle~-ll s ofirce. I told ]'f.tlCle!!lal, tilat they s-vere Iv()th axvale of tlte situatio;l an(l I RVIlj
lIOt e,roin, tG iVe it' askect a~.~oLit tllose nzeet;>l.>r.<. tialdem. ll said tllab he di(l ltOt ~l.a t 'o ~,et illtO it, t5Ut 1 shoukl t;° in a.nd •iorlx it. Ollt Tfitl
31itchell alad ;\ra rr,ader.
XBefore cli t tssinr~~ the meetinSrs w-it}l 'Clikollell and Bia.;r;lder, I feel I shotlld C()!lli';^
e}lt on mV r~ actio,i to tile disclls ion I ll td ir.st Stf d +X-ith WIr. I-Ialdeli) .'Li. iQnor~-ir,^,r
]105.\. freely and or,enltr he }\atl di c;lssed r.latters in the IDI',t, I COI,lld tell tha.t he ssas Ij,tc!tpeddlinfr f.asit. 'rhat he ss7as noxv ir t''tte pi.sce~-s o-f uninvolvin r nimsel.i, bllt l;eepillc otheim
inwolved. TIiis ss-as a cle-,r sirrn. to me that 'xtr. HalGerilall was not goil,zr to co~.- e for., (vrd
~~nd 1,^1I3 end tllis pro~.)!>. m~ rather. lle ,~-as be~~innill,<r to laroLe^~ his flail' s. Tt ~ras
Inv reaction to this rneetinr,~ B ith iAlr. Haide.nan and his evident cl3>,l)l(-ed attitude, ancl rnv
eSsrlier dealings \Nitil 'Ehrlicl~~r!a-il w-here. h9 ltad tolcl lne }10s-~ I shoui(l llantl]e zgariol.~s
areas of my tec'i;r,o2lV s'nouldl I tJe c.alled l e-iore the gl;Llll-l jEl?'V, that macle rnc cs D.ide
?10. t.o tUl'n os ek to them tlle re~:,ort I had ~flirten at C'amp fiDavi--l. 1' ItaX,te sub?.-Qittecl to
the comr!littee a copv oi the C5aSmp I)avid renort, part o,~ svhich xvas tw-lred bv- Ety -ecretary at Cfam~) David and the remai~lelel ilt ]on~- lalld, \-. I,i<;h i h2d ltOt 13UL in final n
trratRive fo}<m 'i3e?fore l' .;.>.s calied bael to lA'ashinttoIl.
[I'lle document: +-vas marl~-ed exlli'uit Co. 3wE3.*]
AtERTl'XG. +0rlTH WiR. t[ITCIELL ,\5rD till. thGRC31'R

AIr DEA:V. AILerdepartin(rAir.I-IaRdemallsolRice~I+\-eLltto
meet WN-jtll Al:itenell and ~.kL=r,lude(. Qfter '111 eXChiLllr«'e oC t.~leels;~lLtri(~s, f:hev
tokl Ille ı:he~- +\-islled to talkto me about hosz- I +~o rld halldle an~- ttC;tinon i .tl a y)pea ra
llces reerarclin f r tllf J e.rltl;l rv 2 s .l ncl 'E>'eb ru.tr s -;- nleet i n (rs ss}-lich llacl occl rrecl in
ALitchell's office. I tokl them thilt ~;e hacl l,eell thrtlugll this 1); fot e anrl tllev ]~llev: ~vell
mV ullderst.lnclin~ or the Xncts as they ha(l o<<catrze.'~ at th2t time. :\litcheil'illelicaled thab
if I so testified, it could cause ploblems. :Afa,rucler then rai.secl the £act tllat I had pr*s dously
agrreecl? in all earlier meetillar. th.tt I \vould follon7 the testimonial approach the~~ had tal.cn
b*fore the rrr>~lld jur>7.
I tokl them I Iecailed the meeting. AtagrrLl tCI' then said that ir had :been I +~ho had suvcested
tllat the meetintrs be treated slS c'ealillcr exclusively svith tlle election lanr and that e+~plailled
TnV lzlesence. .-tt this point ill time, I deciclecl I dicl llOt vtFish to rret illtO a clebate rerarclille,~
that meetil~C. 'I'hey both rei;cated to me that if I testiiiecl othet thall tl.ev h,ld it AVOllICi OlllA
cavlse IJroblellhs. I said I understood that. I told them th.tt t!~ere ~vas 110 celtaintv tilat I v;ould be
called before the (,rand j,lrv o. the Semtte ccjfrlmittee and t-hat if I xt-ere called, I mi(<llt involxe
e-e^>~i~3ir,ite,C^e, so the question of ml- testimon) avaS stiTi moot. I did IlOt os-ant to clious3
the su'oject mrther so I tried to nlove them oft' of it. Ishes 5 erc obviotlsly- both disappointed that I
lvas beincr reltletallt in acrreeinfr to continlle to I)erpetuate tlleir eallier testi monn . .~~.~ r
rl'lle onls othet matter of all~- sllkstal-lce that came up clllrin>> thilt meetinfr rvas xvllell I
made the i~oint that I llacl nerer as5<ed Alitchell
~See p. 1263.
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29b. JEB MAGRUDER TESTIMONY, JUNE 14, 1973) 2 SSC
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.
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AIr. DASH. And Btr. Haldeman Eerv that the, did he not ?
Mr. 3tAGRUDER. I cannot recall in my meeting with him in January whether—yes, I am sure
I did discuss those meetings yes.
WIr. D.^su. So the attempt to get together and agree on that meetino xvas an attempt to vet
tovether and agree on at least from your point of view, would be the full story?
AIr. MAGRUDER. That is correct, WIr. Haldeman recommended that fir. Dean and AIr.
Mitchell and I meet, which Eve did that afternoon.
Air. Dssz. XVhat was the result of that meeting?
BIr. )'XGR~ER. I realize that SIr. Dean had different opinions then as to what he would do
probably, and so then my—I thought that probably it was more appropriate that even on that
Bifonday that I get separate counsel so that I could vet advice independent of the individuals
who had participated with me in these activities.
Or. DASH. In other svords, you really could not agree atthe meeting with ZIr. Mitchell and Mr.
Dean.
3Ir. WIAGR~ER. XVell, it was cooperative.
Mr. DASH. XVhat svas Mr. Dean's position?
WIr. AIAGR~ER He svould not indicate a position.
ilk. DASH. All right. Did there come a time vhen you did get independent counsels
Fir. '3IAGR~ER. Yes, AIr. Parkinson, who vias counsel of the comnittee, recommended AIr.
Bierbower and on that Saturday I went to meet him, he was out of the country, and I met him and
sve agreed, he agreed to be my counsel that Saturday evening.
BIr. DASH. Did there come a time when you decided that you should go torte U.S. attorney's
office ?
WIr. AL&GR~ER. Yes, that is correct.

Sir. DASH. NVhen did you fflo to the U.S. attorney's office ?
Err. ANGRIER. WVe acreed, thev discussed the thinffls •Vith the U.S. attorney,-I think on
April 19 and I saw them informally on Xpril 13 and saw them formally on April 14 on Saturday,
Xpril 14.
A,fr. DASH. At that time did you teU everything to the assistantsU.S. attorneys ?
hIr. BIACR~ER. Yes, I cooperated.

hIr. D ASH. Who did vou meet with ?
WIr. WIAGR~ER. Mr. Silbert, Air. Glanzer, and ZIr. Campbell.
Arr. DASH. Did you tell them everything you are nosv telling this committee ?

Mr. BIAGRXrDER. Yes.
AIr. DASH. Did you have a meeting afterward with lSIr. Ehrlichman 2
3IrZ WIAGRIJDER. Yes. Air. Ehrlichlnan called while I lvas svitll the
U.S. attorneys and aslied me lvDuld I come over and talk to him about
the case. AVe tallied to the U.S. attornevs and they agreed as a
courtesy that •ve should and AIr. Bierboxver and the other attorney
with Air. Bierbo ver and I Vent to see Ak. Ehrlichman that afternoon.
AIr. DASH. Tllen according to that meeting that you had with Atr.
Ehrlichman, what happened 2
AIr. AIAGRUDEr~. WYe told him in rather capsule form basicallx
chat I told vou this tnorninfr.
err. DASH. &11 r i: Xt.
NORV, I have just taco final questions. I avant to to back to the time
when • ou came back from California to 5 tashint ton, putting you back
(205)

30.

On Apri]

]-4, 1973, t!lc l~'resicTent.1gaill Let sign

Eh31icllman and l-Ialdenlall to reviesrr the results of three ~T.~cel~S;
., .

investigation and to deterrrline the future course of action. Based

01.1 Ehrlichnl.an's report the President concluded Mitchell should

go before a grand jury. The President instructed Ehrlichnzan to

see Magruder and tell hiIn that he did not serve the President

by remaining silent. The President told Ehrlichman that when he met with Mitchell to advise hind that "the President has said

let the chips fall where they may. He will not furnish cover for

anybody. '' The President told Ehrlichnlan to tell Magruder to

purge himself and tell this whole story.
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scenario that was spun out, that Dean spun out on Mitchell
is basically the right one. I don't think Mitchell did order
+ the Watergate bugging and I don't think he was specifically
aware of the Watergate bugging at the time it was instituted.
I honestly don't.
That may be.
(Material unrelated to Presidential actions deleted)
What did he say? What did he tell Moore?
P
p

~~ , _

E

Well, remember I asked Moore to find out what Mitchell had
testified to.
Yeah. Moore heard the testimony and said well you're not -He was never asked the right questions. Now, as far as he
He probably didn't to the Grand Jury, either.

H
E
That's right. As far as the quality of the evidence is concerned (Material unrelated to Presidential actions deleted)
Well, 'to go back to the
All right. I only mentioned (unintelligible) because, let me, go ahead with your Well, all I was going to say is that All right. I now have evidence that You don't have evidence if I

.

I'm not convinced he' s guilty but I am convinced that he
ought to go before a Grand Jury.
•
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P

got to make this move today. If it fails, just to get back
our position I think you ought to talk to Magruder.

H

I agree.

P

And you tell Magruder, now Jeb, this evidence is coming in
you ought to go to the Grand Jury. Purge yourself if you're
perjured and tell this whole story.

I think we have to.

Then, well, Bob, you don't agree with that?
No. I do.
Because I think we do have to. Third, we've got the problem
You should talk to (unintelligible) first though.
What really matters, Bob, is that either way --

Yeah .

Who is ever (unintelligible)
You see the point is -But don't use Jeb as a basis for the conversation.
Yeah. Say that the evidence is not Jeb. I'd just simply say that

these other people are involved in this. With Jeb, although he

may blow E

I can say that I have come to the conclusion that it is both John
and Jeb who are liable.

(209)
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pass unpunished. I can't m ake that judg}nentfor you and
I don't have any right to make it for you. All I'm saying
is that if we're looking at this thing from the standpoint
of the President, today is probably the last day that you
can take that action, if you're ever going to take it to do
the President a bit of good. "
P

"Do you realize, John, that from the White House, I mean,
Colson, maybe Haldeman are going to get involved in
thi s thing too ? "

E

We].l, here again, we're looking at this thing not from the
standpoint of any other individual. "We are looking at it
from the standpoint of the Presidency and that's the only
way I think -you and I can approach this."

P

And I'd go further and say, "The President has said let the
chips fall where they may. He will not furnish cover for
anybody. " I think you ought to say that.

E

That's right.

P

Don't you agree, Bob? That isn't it?

H

He may go, He may get Chuck.
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011 S\.S)ril 15, 19-/J) the Pre sident met with!itll Attorney

General T.(l(tindiell cit. They considered(l ; ho should be in char ge
_.

Of the continuing investigation. The President met with Assistant
.

Attorney General Petersen on the afternoon Or April 15, 1973,

in his EOB office. At this meeting Petersen indicated there

was no criminal case on Haldeman and Ehrlichman at this time.

Having been told Liddy would not talk unless authorized by

"higher authority" the President instructed Petersen to tell

Liddy's counsel the President would confirm his urging of Liddy

to cooperate.
r

~~

J!, ,_t
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31c.^ -- Transcript, April 15, 1973, 8:25-8:26 p.m.,
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and that's why we had no control. Well, anyway, I'm not making excuses. The thing
to do now is to. Deal with the facts as you have them. Go forward. It would have to
be by you, Mr. President. There's (unintelligible). How about another man that

we could bring down? How about a former circuit Court Judge like Lombard? Well the
Chief Justice doesn't like that unless he has comple,,tely retired from the judiciary. Says' he
can serve if we gave him an interim appointment? Yes—yeah. Seventy-one years of age?
No-no. What you a,re doing is having a Federal judiciary. Well it seems to me that's the
same. The Chief Justice thinks this fellow Sears--he's the one who recommended Sears.
Thinks we should have a special prosecutor? Yes. 'He does. Yes. Now what does he say-now--I want to get some other judgments because I--I'm open on this. I lean against it and I
think it's too much of a reflection on our system of justice and everything else.
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to come l.~~acl.: to him if we disagreed, and so I think the criticism is
wholly,y unwarranted.
Mr. DASH. Did you receive a call from the Presi(le!lt on \,)ril 30,
1973,3?
Mr. PETER,RSF.N'. Yes, sir.

Mr. O DASH}{. Could you tell us what that call was about?
Atr. PETERSEN'. April 30 197 ) ?

Mr. DASH. Yes.
Atr. PETERSEN. He called up and said, you can tell your wife that
the President has done what needed to be done, and r want to thank
5 you for what you have clone.
To the extent that requires some explanation in the course of our
conversations, T was impressing upon the President the situation so
far as I was as coalcerlled m-as degenerating, and it was vitally affecting
the people's confidence in the White House, and I relate(i to him a
conversation that I had with my} wife at the breakfast table in which
she had said, "Do you think the President is involved" And I related
that to the 1:'resident and I said. "If I reach the point where I think
you are involved, I have got to resign. If I come up with e; idence of
you, I am just going to waltz it over to the House of Representatives,"
but I said, ' "What is important is that my wife, who is no left wing
kook, is raising these questions of me, and that indicates to me that
you have got a most serious prob)lerll. '
And that affected the President quite strongly, and when he called
me on April 30 he made that point.
Mr. DASH. This was the that he announced the resi(rnation of
Mr. Haldeman and Mr. Ehrlichman, and the leaving of the office at
his request of Mr. Dean.
Mr. PETERSEN'. That is right.

Mr. DASH. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman.
Senator ERVIN-. Atr. Thompson.
Mr. THOM PSON-. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Atr. Petersen. let me ask you a few more detailed questions about
your meeting with the President 011 April 15. You stated that,you told
him on that occasion that alt}lollCll you ~~)ossibls- didn't have a criminal
case. against Haldeman and Ehrlichman that it could be very em
barrassin,~~ to the Presidency. '
What information did you have on Haldeman and Ehrlichman at that time? AE h at
had Dean told the prosecutors about Haldeman s and Ehrlichman's involvement in the
Waterg. ate matter 2
Mr. PETERSEN-. Well we had not too much}l on Alr. Ehrlichman at that point. We
h had Dean's statement that Ehrlichman had told Dean to "deep six ' certain
information recovered by Dean from Mr. Hunt's s office. If you don't mind. I will]l refer

~ ~

to m) notes on this.
Mr. THOMPSON -. Yes. sir.
Mr. PETER SEN. Too that Atr. I)ean had said that E Ehrlichman through I)e an had
informed Liddy that Hunt should leave the country. Hunt corroborated this in r)art in
that he testified that Liddy had told him that
s princ ipals wanted Hunt out of the country.
Hunt did not testify with r?S~~rect to or identify Ehrlichman.
That is the basic information. the only information we had on Ehrlichman at that
point.
(213)
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We have no other information as of this time except the f,ollowinq 4 items:

1. That Ehrlichman in the period immediately following the breakin told John Dean to "deep six" certain information
recovered by Dean from Hunt's office.
2. That F:Ehrlichman through Dean informed Liddy that Hunt should leave the country. Hunt corroborates this in that he
testified before the grand jury that Liddy told him that his, Liddy.'s, principals, wanted Hunt out of the country. Hunt states that as he was
preparing to leave, he was called again by Liddy and informed by Liddy that Liddy's principals had countermanded the order. Hunt
further states that not— withstanding he then departed for California.
With respect to Item One you will recall that y told you that Dean had on one occasion indicated to me that he had given certain
non-*waterwTate information recovered from Hunt's office to Pat Gray personally. Sometime during the middle of March, 1 had occasion to
consider this matter and I asked Pat Gray. Gray told me on that occasion that he had received no information from John Dean other than that which was
given to the agents.

Today I again raised the matter with Pat Gray and told him specif;,cally what Dean had stated to the prosecutors who are debriefing
him. Gray emphatically denied that he had ever received any information from Hunt's office from John Dean. Gray states that all the information
and records recovered from Hunt's office were received by agents of the FBI in the normal course of business .
Bob Haldeman
With respect to Bob Haldeman's alleged involvement in the Watergate Dean states that in December of 71 or early parts of
January 1972 there were a series of meetings, three in
number, with John Mitchell which took place in Mitchell's office.
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Present were Liddy, Magruder, Dean and Mitchell. At each of
these meetings the Liddy operation was discussed. The purpose
being to obtain information about Democratic presidential
contenders. On the first two occasions Mitchell refused to
authorize the budget proposals. The first being $1,noo,o,~~t
and the second $5,-)r)~~000. On the third occasion Mitchell
approved the reduced budget of $30)!).0()(). The operation was
described as "gemstone."' Magruder says the budget information
was given to Strachan!n. Magruder also says that information
given to Strachan was for delivery to Haldeman. Magruder is not
in a position to say that Strachan actually delivered the
in Formation .
Dean states that after the second meeting with Mitchell,
Liddy and Magruder, he returned to the White House and relayed
to Bob Haldeman the nature of the proposals being discussed
and stated that we ought not to have any part of them. Dean
states Haldeman agreed but apparently no one issued any
instructions that this surveillance program was to be dis
cont inued .
Magruder further states that he caused to be delivered
to Strachan for transmittal to Haldeman a summary of the
intercepted conversation. Again Magruder is not in a position
to say that Strachan actually delivered the information to
Haldeman. Magruder does say that the nature of the information
was such that it was clear that it emanated from intercepted
telephone conversations.
Strachan
Strachan appeared at the U. S., Attorney's office was informed of his rights and i inured was questioned by the
prosecutors concerning the Haldeman allegation. Despite considerable fencing Strachan refused to discuss the matter and he was
excused by the prosecutor with instructions to obtain legal counsel and return this afternoon.
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HP

No, no - I don't want to leave that impression.

P

Because of Mitchell, huh?

HP

He is taking orders from higher authority. The decision is
mine but since you are the highest authority he will stand in
line if we handle it discreetly.

P

I just want him to be sure to understand that as far as the
President is concerned everybody in this case is to talk and
to tell the truth. You are to tell everybody, and you don't
even have to call me on that with anybody. You just say those

are your orders.

IP

Yes, sir.

P

Ok.

FTP

76'3
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thank you. sir.

8:25

- 8:26
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he
The President met with Dean on t}lC morning;~~ Of

April 16, 1973, discussed with Dean his resignation, and
advised
._ .

him to be totally truthful in his explanations. The President asked Dean not to lie
about the President either.
At this same meeting Dean explained to the President that O'Brien
had been the one who relayed Hunt's demand, that Dean had informed Ehrlichman
and Ehrlichman advised Dean to inform

Mitchell which Dean did Dean told the President that all along
>

had tried to make sure that anything he passed to the President didn't cause

the President any personal problems.
-.
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Yes, I said that. I am incapable of it. Thank God. Don't ever do it John . Tell the truth. That is the thing I have told
everybody around here. (expletive omitted) tell the truth! All they do John is compound. it.

p

That (characterization omitted) Hiss would be free today
if he hadn't lied. If he had said, "Yes I knew Chambers
and as a young man I was involved with some Communist
activities but I broke it off a number of years ago." And
Chambers would have dropped it. If you are going to lie,
you go to jail for the lie rather than the crime. So
believe me, don't ever lie.

D

The truth always emerges. It always does.
Also there is a question of right and wrong too.

D

That ' s righ W .

P

Whether it is right and whether it is wrong. Perhaps there
are some gray areas, but you are right to get it out now.

D

I am sure.

P

On Liddy I wanted to be sure. You recall our conversation
You asked me to do something. I have left it with Petersen
now and he said he would handle it. That's the proper place.
When Liddy says he cannot talk with peers it must be higher
authority, I am not his higher authority. It is Mitchell.

D

Well, he obviously is looking for the ultimate, but I
think he is looking for the ultimate. He has the impression
that you and Mitchell probably talk on the telephone daily
about this.

P
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D

No, I think you are in front right now and you can rest

8__0
assured everything I do will keep you as far as -P

No, I don't want, understand when I say don't lie. Don't lie
about me either.

D

No, I won't sir ---you --

P

I think I have done the right thing, but I want you to -if you feel I have done the right thing, the country is entitled
to know it. Because we are-talking about the Presidency
here. , .

D

This thing has changed so dramatically. The whole situation
since I gave you the picture

P

since you sat in that chair --

D

In that chair over there and gave you what I thought were
the circumstances, the potential problems. You have done

nothing but try to get to the bottom of this thing, and -P

I think SQ. Well, I said, "Write report." But my purpose
was you write-a-report as I said, "-I want-the Segretti
stuff,. Put,eve?rything else.- Was. the White House invloved?
You know., et cetera.." -How-about -- one last thing.. Colson.

You don't think they are going to get him into something?

D

I think he has some technical problems close also. I don't

know if he has any. To the best of my knowledge, he had

no advance knowledge of this thing,

P

Right. I suppose the key there is Hunt. He was so close to

Hunt. I Just want to know for my own benefit. As I told you,

last night, I--:don't want to get out there in front and have

someone say "What about Chuck Colson.?"
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No, 110. O'Brien, who was one of the lawyers who was

representing the Re-Election Committee, was asked by-Hunt

to meet with him. He came to me after the meeting and

said that Hunt asked that the following message be passed
to you. I said, "why me?i' He said, "I asked Hunt the same

question.-"
You, Dean----or me, the President?

|

Passed to me Dean.

|

He had never asked you before?

t

No

I

Let me tell you. What did you report to me on--though.

|

It was rather fragmentary, as I recall it. You said

|

Hunt -had a problem --- .

|

Very f ragmentary . I was -—

!

I said, "Why, John, how much is it going to cost to do this?"
That is when I sent you to Camp David -and said (expletive
removed) "Let-'-s see--where this thing comes out.'
And you said it could cost a million dollars.
I said it conceivably could. I said, "If we don't-cut this
thing -- " '
How was that handled?' Who handled that money?
D

Well, let me tell you the rest of what Hunt said. He said,
"You tell Dean that I need $72,000 for my personal expenses,

$50, 000 for my legal fees and if I -don ' t get it I am going

to have some things to say about the seamy things I did

at the White House for John Ehrlich,man." Alright I took

i
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that to John Ehrlichman. Ehrlichman said, "Have you talked to Mitchell about it?" I said, "No, I have not." He said "Well, will
you talk to Mitchell?" I said, "Yes I will." I talked to Mitchell. I just passed it along to him.. And

then we were meeting down here a few days later in Bob's
office with Bob and Ehrlichman, and Mitchell and myself,
and Ehrlichman said at that time, "Well is that problem
with Bunt straightened out?" He said it to me and I said
"Well, ask the man who may know: Mitchell." Mitchell
said, "I think,that problem is solved."

That ' s all?
That's all he said.
In other words, that was done at the Mitchell level?

That's right.
But you had knowledge; Haldeman had knowledge; Ehrlichman
had knowledge and I suppose I did that night. That assumes
culpability on that, doesn't it?
I don't think so.
Why not? I plan to be tough on myself so I can handle the
other thing. I must say I did not even give it a thought
at the time.
-No one gave it a thought at the time.
P You didn't tell me this about Ehrlichman, for example,
when you came in that day.

D I know.
P

You simply said, "Hunt needs this money." You were using it

a- an example of the probl,elr.s 2;.e2-.
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along to make sure that anything I passed 799
to you myself didn't cause you any personal problems.
P

John, let me ask you this. Let us suppose if this thing
breaks and they ask you John Dean, "Now, John, you were the
President's Counsel. Did you report things to the President?"

D

I would refuse to answer any questions unless you waive
the privilege.

P

On this point, I would not waive. I think you should say,
. "I reported to the President. He called me in and asked me
before, when the event first occurred, and passed to the
President the message that no White House personnel in the
course of your investigation were involved." You did do
that didn't you?

D

I did that through Ehrlichman and Haldeman.

P

I know you did because I didn't see you until after the
Election.

D

That ' s right .

P

Then you say, after the election when the McCord thing

broke, the President called you in. I think that is when
it was, wasn't it?
D

No. It was before the McCord thing, because you remember
you told me after Friday morning that McCord's letter you said, "you predicted this was going to happen." Because
I had oh, in the week or two weeks -

P

Why did I get you in there?

What triggered me getting you

in?
Well, we just started talking about this thing.

P
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But I called you and Moore together for a Dean Report,

33. On April 27, Petersen reported to the President that
Dean's lawyer was threatening that unless Dean got immunity,
~~ .

they would bring "the President in--not this case but in other things. " The President told Petersen to use immunity if he needed

to get the facts, but there would be no blackmail. It was not until

June 25, 1973, while testifying before the Senate Select Committee

that Dean stated the President had prior knowledge of the cover-up.
.

.
.
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Appendix{.48. Meeting: The President,
Petersen and Ziegler,
Oval Office, April 27, 1973. (6:04 - 6:48 p. m.)
I
P

Come in. As, like all things, some substance, some falsity.

HP

Ah. last Monday Charlie Shaffer was in the office, and a
continuation of the negotiations. Charlie Shaffer is the lawyer.
Charlie is a very bright, able bombastic fellow. And he was
carrying on as if we're making a summation in a case. And
he said -- that -- ah he was threatening, "We will bring the
President in -- not this case but in other things" What "other
things" are we don't know what in the hell they are talking about.

P

Don't worry.

HP

"In other areas, " more specifically is the word he used. That
.

they regarded -- and didn't consider of importance they regarded as the elaboration of his earlier threat. You
know, "We'll

try this-Administration -- Nixon -- what have you, what have you. " There's a new conversation by them with
Dean since the Sunday we first met (unintelligible) Whatever is said is through

Shaffer the lawyer.
P

What else do you have besides that?

HP

Well, let's see. They did say that at a later date in the proceedings
that Dean went to the President, and I assume that's the February or March or whatever that date
was. But that's 'in

the course of your trying to find out. Ah, today they were
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as adversaries. They are decent.

They are honorable lawyers,

they are a pleasure to deal with.
P

All right. We have got the immunity problem resolved. Do it.
Dean if you need to, but boy I am telling you -- there ain't going
to be any blackmail.

HP

Mr. President, I --

P

Don't let Dick Kleindienst say it. Dean ain't -- "Hunt is going

to blackmail you. " Hunt's not going to blackmail any of us.
"It is his word, basically, against yours. " It's his word
against mine. Now for -- who is going to believe John Dean?
We relied on the damned so -- Dean, Dean was the one who
told us- throughout the summer that nobody in the White House
was involved when he, himself apparently, was involved,
particularly on the critical angle of subornation of perjury.
That is the ? one that -- I will never, never understand John.
HP

I, I can almost quote him. He said, "Henry, God damn it,
I need this information. That man has designated me to get
all these facts. " And he calls me in there and chews my ass
off.

P

Do you know something?

HP
And this was before
the trial --

3/t. On March 1, 1974, a federal grand jury returned an
indictment against seven individuals charging all defendants with

one count of conspiracy in violation of Title 18 U.S. C. Sec. 371

and charging some of the defendants with additional charges of

perjury, making false declarations to a grand jury or court,

making false statements to agents of the FBI and obstruction of

justice .
34a Indictment, U. S. District Court for D. C.,
U

. v. John N. Mitchell et al., Cr. 74- 1 10,_

Page
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34a. UNITED STATES V MITCHELL, CRIM. #0. 74-110, INDICTMENT, MARCH 1,
1974,
1-15
-

UNI!l'i''.D ST]~~i'sri~~]Xt; i)l'vt-r '*pl(5n.Wa COURT ''~~

FO14 THE DIST;'IC'a' 0:' COLUMBIA:i..l./:
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA/<

)
)

c riminal NC),

)
)

EH 371, 100S, 1503, 192',
and 1623 (ccn~~.p.i ^-lC'-,

.
JOHN N. IlITCilE~~'.L, HARRY R.
1TALDL'~~A;,;N, JOHN D. BlI?sLICI;-S'4~~
CEihIlLES if. COLS3'1, R03;'.RT C.
}'ARD12iNf, MEITNr"i.l 01. BS,RivI''SCax,
and GORDON ST2UxCIS!4,

)
)
)

governrlellt agency, ol-,struc-~~ion Of just ] ce,
perjury anal false

Defendants.

)

IlVDICTl'L.'!T
The Grand Jury charges:
Introduction

1. On or about June 17, 19'i2, Bernard L. Barge,-, \ziro,ilio Ps. Gonzalez, Eugenic Fo. Martinez, James 1-7. tGcCorci, Jr. and
Pran}; L. sturgis where arrested in the offices of the Democratic National Co,.,nitt.ee, located in the \'atergate office building, Washington, D. C., While
attempting to photograph documents and repair a surreptitious electronic listening device Which had previ.ousl~~~~ been placed in those offices
unlatsfullyX

2. At all times material herein, the United states Attorney's Office for the District of Columbia and the Federal Bureau of
Investigation Deere parts of the Departmcnt of Justice, a department and agency of the United aı:es, and the Central l.ntel.l.igence Agency Aces ar
agency Se United st ites .

3. 13ec-ji,rnins; on or aaiDu; ~~,u.-le I.-i, 1' 'i2, and CCil
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intlictliaeslt, the l'ed ::-al Bureau c.' IO\t(. ti(>[cttiOIl and

the United states lXttorr.cy's O£fic(2''1:01- the.' District of Cclurabi.a s;c~e con lUCtill'3 an ii.vesticJation, in cor,

ju!lction with a Grand Jury of the United states Di.strjct

Couz-t for the District of Columbia which had been drily

c;ulranelled and suborn on or about June 5, 1972, to de'.er:-,inc

whether violations of 18 U.S.C. 371, 251]. and 22 D.C.

Code 1801 (b), and of other statutes of the United states

and of the District of Columbie~, had been coraJnitted in
the District of Columbia and elsesX7ilere, and to identity

the individual or ir,>|xtiduals Echo had coi-~,mitted, caused

the conumission of, and conspired to co.~r-mit such viola-

t ions .
4. On or about September 15, 1972, in connection

xzith the said invc-stigatioll, the Grand Jury returned en
indictment in Criminal Case iQo. 1827-72 in the United

states District Court for the District of Columbia cha.lgin.g
Bernard L. Barkers Virgilio R. Gonzalez, LD. Howard i,Ullt,

Jr., G. Gordon Liddit, Eugenio R. l:iartinez, Jaraes 1X.

I-lcCord, Jr., and Fran'.^ L. sturgis \!ith conspiracy,

burglary and un]as.7ful endeavor to intercept wire com~.uni-

cations .
5. Frown in or about January 1969, to on or about

lEarch 1, 1972, JGFj'il N. 1v;ITC}IELL, the DEFE;~D,~:;T, Evens At-

torrsey General of the United states. From on or about

April 9, 1972, to on or about June 30, 1972, he Was Carfpaig

Director of the Co.~Er.ittee to P<e-Elc-ct tile Pres:i.ck!nt..

G. At all tir.'2s material herein up to on or about

April 30, 1973, HARRY R. tlS.LDE''a,N', the Dl'FENDZz:T, alas
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7. At al1 times material l herein up ı:O on or

,-~~bout 7\.pri..1. -O. 1973, JO}3;! D. ;'ill'xiCiili'0Q, tile DI,1'LFLvD.-.,8T,

x:as Assistant for Dorilcstic ALfai.rs to the Prcsidc-nt of

tho United S'.:2tes.

8. P.t all tin.-s r!aterial herci n up to on or

about lSarch 10, 1973, c;;~~rl~~s 1:. COLSO';, the D£FLIlD?'lT,

s>S2s Special CCUnSe1 to the Prcsider.t of the United. statr.s.

9. iit all tir,,es material hereiil, ROJ3ı:R"' C. '°-iR~~5I,;.;,

the DLF-i'D7uNT, ssas an official of the Co;mmittee to PXe-Elect

the Presidert.

10. Frolri on or about June 21, 1972, and at all tir;~~s

raateri,-l herein, iRrNN@ETH 17. Pi'.RivIl\'SON, the DtFEND?B7T, \,25 ~~:n

attorney repres{2nting the Committee to Re-Elect the President.

11. Ixt all ti7;Z-~~s materill hcrein up to in or about

Nove..ber 1°72, GORDON S'SP~~,CPKs, the DEPL''iQD.~'NT, llas a St2ff

A.ssistant to HS.RRY R. Il,>1DE!2k''8 at the l'hite l-louse. Therc

aftcr he lDecar.e General counsel to the United states Infol-

ruation A.gencys
COU-:fT 0,:r

12. Fro;Ts on or 2bout June 17, 1972, us to'and including the date of the filing of this indictn;ent, in the District of Colu..bia and elset~~here, JOH1£ N.
IiITCi,ELL,

13/tRRY 'R. Hi'LDEI',?uX, JO'iN D. SHRLICEi'w>uN, CHARLES lf. COLSON, ROB,

Rtl~~ C. Iit~~R.D f S.;', };E.siTı,TH l/. FinR'KINSON and GORSOli STRu-:C'-!.'-'{, the

Dl;",T';,,,?uN'i'S, ancl ot.ler perso:- s to thee Grand Jury };nc:.-n a:r.c'~~ unknosnn, ,un]a~~.ftzl]y, ~~villfully anct ).ncul:ingly d~~.cl coz.-'D,~~>.,

conspirce, confederate ar,d agroe tog/ether and ~~zith cacil O'9ig,CI, t-,
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_,,,,.... ~ ~.... _...~ _.. ~\,;.~ ;zo1. ,..e Ull' te-c? S t .: •:('t), to \!.5 t,

to ob:;trll(:t jus'.ic:tb :;!'1 xyiol.li:io;l of TiLlo 18, United

sta-.cs CGCI2, Section 1503, to n:a;se? falsc.* statcr:ellts

to a govcrrtn nt age:lc y in ViOl:'t.iO.I 0~ TitlC lEr Uni',ec'

Sta.cs Coc'e, Scction 1001, to Z!>,J8:e f.ll5c (leclaratnons

in violaLion o-' Witle 1t', Uni.'.ed statts; Cocle, S.-cticn

1G2o, and to def-2ud tlle Unit.ed S'.a.cs and AgC7lCi(25 and
Dep.>l-tr.,crts thc?reoS, to \w7it, tlle Cc-ntl-al Intelligence

Agencir (CIS,), the Fede.ral BU1-eaU of Investigation (SBI),

ane3. the Depart.ment of Justice, of the Go~.~ernm.e,-t's righ'.

to h2\ne tilC'- officials of ttiese Dc?partr.tents an:< .>.gencies

tr2nsact their official busirless honestly and i;mpartial'.y,

f.ree from COi rupt.icn, fraucl, irroproper and undue influ-

ence, dishoresty, unla~~ful il-.pairr.ent and obstruction,

all in vi.olation 02'- 'ritle 1S, United states CoRe, Sec-

tion 3 71.
13. It \125 a part of tile conspiracy tllat the

consp.irc-itc)X-s ~.oulcd cor7uptly influence, obstruct and

iyzpede, and corrup'ly cn::lea\~or to influence, obstruct

and impede, the due ad!ninistration oF justice i:l con-

nection •7ith the investigatiorl refc?r.-ed to in paragrc.lgh

t]lree (3) above and in connection xe.ith the trial of
Criminal Case 'Vo. 1827-72 ill the Uni ted 5tates District

Court for thr District of Colu.nL':>ia, for the purpose of

conceal:.ng alld causincy to be concealed the identities

of the pcsl~sor!s \s']10 uerc rcsj^-onsible for, part:icipatecl in,

and }~~ad ].nowlt c'ge of (a) tl)( actix.>iticl, ushi. 'h ~-:er.? tl!e

subject of the invc2stic;ation and trial, arld (b) otller

.;.) leca]. (}%).1 r- ) ~ 'tci~ r' J-
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l l It \ WAS FURTHER:ller a }?;lJ:t: oi tho co:~~l:}.)i) .-cy tilt C \-5~~ CC2~~';!~~j]•SCA''~~ ~~.;9ulc~~. )v?CL~~~~illtrl~~sf '.. . e a.1n C;l~~u~.e to E)r il~~-(.US .~a] se state;>.lentS tc> the 1'Bj' C ndi fal co nat¢-) i n.1 sta'.,c~~:e!-,2.s al~lcr dXrrl.arctionr u,l?elcaLh
i3~~ prccee~~.:in.gs )Jr'OlC a.8t' ancilla]y to 4,he G~~-and Jury arld a Cou-t of tl-)e Uni'.c a S . a-,cs, foa- the pL)rpDO es s',a'.ed i n paragraph
th.ir: ueerl (13) a'Dove.

15. It s*~~as further a part of the conspirczzy that the CGilSpir2,G'-S ezould, by deceit, craft, tric}cerxy arJci dishc!lc~~.5t
Ir.eans, c'efraucl the United states b.,r interfcring ~~:it''l ancA obs-'ructir,g tlle 12xffu] governrental fUllCtiOD'- G:- the CIa, in that the
conspirators x.oulr' induce the CIA to provide fi)?ancial assirtance to pcrrsons s-~~ho ~~?e>^e subjects of the investigaztion refer!-Dc' to i;?
paragl~a}?h t,-~~ree (3) above, for tl?e pu?Lposes stXted in l?arag:eap)ll thirtecn (13) a?uove.

16. It ~~f~~as fu~~-thr ;- R pal-t of t5'? rC'llS'? ' rccx l~.zC X

the conspil-.l,oj s ~~,oulc,, by cloceit, craft, trScJiely aiz dishonest lrea<~~s, defraud the Unitec' statrs bn inte_-feri llg 0-?ith anc obstructn ng
the la~~stful governrn,enlt21 furlsti.ot.) of the 1BI and tlle Dcpart?v;ent of Justice, ill that the conspil-ators ~~?ould olDtaill anci c-itter.?t to
C9t~~il' fro;-.~~ the FBX and the DepartzlEent of Justice inlort.aticn concel-ninl9 tne inves'.ig2tion referrcd to in parclgra?h threc (.) ~~,bove, for
the purycses st~~lWcCA in pclra5rapl] tlai.rtcen (13) alDc>;e.

1'7. Ismoncl the l.nSoclns )\y x-.tlaic'n the coalspi.latol..

V?OU3(1 cal-r~~~~ out the (xforesaid co!l5piracy >?ere the follcl:-
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(a) Sbhe coll,vp~iratc)-:; x:c~rlld clirect

G. C;cr~-dotl T j-X-ty to sc~{5: t:nc as-; ~:ta.;cc

of ]\;chard C-. }~leindicnvt, then ,^.ttorney

Genclal of th2 Uni'_eC States, in obtain-

ing ',he relc~C^ Lrom t].e Dis,l-ict of Colw-:~'>)a

jaj l of onc 01 mo.,e o £ tlle perso;-l^, ~;ho hact

becn arrestcc' 0,1 June 17, 1972, in the
offices ol the Der..ocrat c 2Xational Cor...tittee

in the l7atel-gate officeg building in lfashingtorl,
D. C., and G. Cordon Lidc'y ~sTould seel; such assistance fro,,l Pvi.chard G. zleindienst.
(19) The conspiratoz-s xfould 2t various

tin;es rerno>ze, conceal, alter and destroy,
attcrlpt to rer.~ove, conceal, alter and de-

stroy, anc cause tG be reroved, concealed,
altered and cSestroyed, doculrrents, papers,
rccerds azld o'~nects.

(c)t The conspirators xzould pian, solicit,

assist and £aci].itate the givir,g of false,
decelptive, evasive and r,.~slcading stater?.ents
anc' testirrolzi'
(d) The consp.irators xTould give false,
misleading, evasi.ve and deceptivc statea?.^nts
and te s t ir~-.ony .
(e) The conspirators ~.Tould -overtly
distribute and oSv
casXi fullds to r r.cl . or thc bc;.ef- ' }- c~' t'a2 d. -

fendants in Crir.linai Ctloo lqo. 1E27-72 in t].c
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of Colll;-bia, bo'.:JI p3^iOl' to ..nd r u!,~ c—

quent to •he reLurn of thc indict1nen-'-

on Sepucr.,her 15, 1972.
:
:

(f) The co.-,spiratols l;ould ^-|.a]~c and cause to b.^ mac:.e offers of lenicrcy, e~.ecutivc cle,¢'ncy
c:nd other banofits to E;. Ho~iard Hunt, Jr., G. Cordon Lidd's, James

l7. IlcCord, Jr., and Jeb

S. Magruder.

(g) The conspirators x?ould~e.ttcrnst to obtain CIS. financial assistance for

persons x-;llo

~~ere subjects of the investigation referred to in parag=-aph three (3) above .

(h) The conspirators xFould obtain inforl;?>tion from the FBI ar.d the Departr.(ent of Justicc concerning the
progress of the invest;gation rcferred''to in paragrcvh three (3) 2bove. 18. In furthexance Qf the conspiracy, and to effect the objects
thereof, t'rlc.follot.7irrg overt acts,. among others, tsere commi,tted in the District'of Colu~.,b'a

and e l se~. here:

0\7ERT ,ACTS
1.

On

or

about

June

17,

1972*. JOE-i'i

'V.

IvIITC,;2-~

met tsith ROBERT C. IlnEXIsxIQ in or abou,t Bcverly llills,
~c

Cali,forniat and rceJue.steci l-l,Z9xDIS.!i to te.ll G. Cordon Lidc',r tG SCC'. th~" s-tSF4it;'.8'iCO of Richard G. .E'le~nr'.t' e-..-',
_~^. ' _ _ _l-~c ~:I'wi'C3~ St?.tC::-, i " o~ :

~tllc i-z-lC_t&SC ti s OyiC 0a J ~0 ' C Gi •lin £)>-r SO;w-v Wi | ('r; t t.k~
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2 . On 0~ '}105_ t .J tli!2 16 t J. ) / ;., 1 !1 ~,12 1)) .. Lrl C L

of Colu:-..,ia, COts.)O.a STi C:ll~;.; (.cs' LGyod docwfic 111:':; 011 ts C

instructions OL l~?.isi'Y i\. H=!I,I'-!'.D&:x.

3 . On 01. t1bOU W J tlel6- 1 9, 1 9 7 2, JO j,,,l 19 . E1,7R,,,T(~ j;

. j ,,

ac', \:;_i-]l John 1Z. Dean, III, clt t]loX 17!1. We liouse ill tr,e District o£ Colun'sia, a'> lfh'Cll ti1ne l:!'XT
TCl;'i.2a'4 di--ec'tcc Dean to tell G. Go--Con Liddy ,llat E. i:o.~alrd Hunt, Jr., shollld loarre tile United StatC-S.

4. On or a)~D;>t June 19, 1972, CTiA:uzES 17. COLSO" and JOH'N D. El RLl'CI,.S''N .-!et •,ith John
1z. Deawn, III, at the Tshite llouse in the Dist~ict of Colu.<bia, cAt lfllic'l ti.l2 El'-R1TCI':'t-;iN directcci Dc-aLll to
taTie posmessS.on of tlle con, I4o;,~ttrd llunt, Jr. 's safe i.n the ıJ>:ecutive

5X Oil or al>out Jlillc :19 t 15s72, ROBL?rS C~ •L'',RDII."

an.d JOliN 14. IiITCTi'>LI, I CL \-iJ,ll J-C-1E S. i;_grudar at l'iTCi''L.'5

apartr en!c in the Di s'Lrict of Col~) :~bia, at llhiC h tir~.~ I-1ITCI,ELL sugscs'l~ed thDu l'agruder dest.-ci~ clocu~nments
fro-: 15agruder ' s f il e s .

6. On or akou'- ~~une 20, 1972, (S. Go.rdon Liady uet t7ith rrced C . Larvue 2nd RO~'~.rv'S C .
I~~~ sDIlA!'l at LaRue ' c apartrecnt in the Distric ~ of Colui.~.bia, at xsh'' ch tirle Liddy tol(1 Laalu^ 211d
I57wi'Dl'iy,lQ ı:llat ccrtaill ;'cor;rlt.li;~..>nts" had been Yrade to and fo. the benefit oj Liddy and ot'r,e~ persor,s
in~>olxccl in the '.laltergat-e brcak-i]l.

7. On or a)~out J~.nc 24, 1972, JOISN N. lvllTClI<''l s. and ItOBr R'S C. N'.n.DI,Z'N ruct xziı:~ John
1Z. Deal->, IJI, a>.'t ]. /0] Pennsy]~Tal-.;a3 i'1VCilUC i71 tlie l0)i~;i-ri.ct of ('C<l;ll.'v3'..1t . . 5,,. .'i, tinse li':':C.' .'-,'. .:id ''-.r;D-i''; SU.'f'2S.C(' uo Dt an tha1: ttne ('-1

be requeited to ;>n-~,vi.de oo~>c~-t: 1t,:-..1'. fo>- t>we 2ssi sS-ans ( c f
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8.

C~:

o,7.

.:19/)t1~

~)unc

?.G,

1"'i2,

JOX1:?

D.

i'i'l'J,'tC;!;:.'.:'

):Ct lf,i,',h ~/o:nn :.-. De.ln, III, at t-le 7.~hi'.e) !-ou.cc ir. tile

D) s;;rict o.l c~C~l..:- b a, a-L •-?hic l ti;: e l.!'?.J,i(' :'-'S.'M7 app-os cd
DrJp-vaty Dire-'.c; O-' t!l^ CI,a, t.-hetrJc>- the CIA cou7,.d usc

co-\~est fllllcrtr} tC pt7r thc izail and ea3.aries oF the ~essons

inv5;;tedi in th.e sIa.te~-ga'_e l~^e21-in.

g. On. o~ abou~- Ju!-.e 2S, 1972, JOI-1.. D. Eh'RLICli.'.'."

hadj a cor.Sv7e~sation rfith Jol>.r l!. Dean, III, at the l,hite

llou.se in the Dietrict of Col7ur~bia, during l,>iC]l EJ,RLIC'i:'-,L'! .

zp,~~,zro--^d. the use of H--r',ert r;<7. I;aS.r.~,bach to raise cash fur.ds
'~?j;tli \~'xiC;l to r,lale covert pay..ents to and for the benefi-c

of tl3_ p^.rsons :i.nvolved in the ~,8atergate brecll-in.

10. On or a]~out July 6, 7972, KEis7ivETil l7. 2ARvI,NSO:

I-~ad a cona.Tersati.on liTitil l'illn' pan O. Bittrlal-l in or about

the ]9lstrict o' ColwmlDia, du-ing s?hich PAPS;IliSO,i7 tcleR

Bittrear. that "2.iveers i.s 0R to tal'.< to. "

11. 01'1 or about July 7, 1972, Anthony Ulasc:,7icz

delixTexed appLo>:irtlater,y $25, 000 in cash to 7l'illiar!l 0..

E3ittJ:lan at 8,5 Connecticut Avenue, N. l;7., in the Dis-rict

of Colu3nbia.
12. In or a]zout ~,id-Ju].~r, 1972, JO!77N7 N. ;5ITCli~LL

and ''BNs:ET;i '2. PARIsIi'!S'~'47 lmet ll7ith UOhtl 1v7. Dean, III, at

1701 l'enllsylvarlia Axten~;e, 1i7. st7. in t}ie District of Colu-.-0Jia,

at lfhiCh ti..e ,iITC'7E1,J, aci;~ise~ Dcan to obtain FBI rep_;-ts

of t]-le insTc_tigati.c.!l i.:to t'le lsatcrga.c 1BJ ea].-in for

P,~2,~. 'lSO ! u!1'7 o_;:! rs.

13.
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1'1 .

on

01-

about)Oll-_

JtlJ b:

' /,

} D l/,

/s1) t:!I'?!iE

delixerck'3 apL~~* o>.iro2t:ei.,~~> $S,000 in casil izo G. C,ol-do!l Lidc'.y
at l~~t.shillg',cn i'..',icn tl ~~~~i3:por..
15., 011 or aborl'- Jul~~~~ 21, 1972, P.03rR'S C. IviEr.DI,:'s

;l.Ct lstith John li. Dcan, III, a'. the W;]iLC l'ou<-c in thc
District of Colu~.-~~'r~~)a, (at '.?lliC''. '-i;,le i'-.-'.'.D-$A:t exa!milled F-I
reports of the inxzeS.igXtion co-.cernir~~g the t.a-.ergate
break-in .
16. On or about July 26, 1972, JOI&i! D. ES.<LIC.,''~~N
met •. i '.h l'erbert 1w . };al!''092Cll at the 101h | tc Hovlse i 11 the
DiEtrict of Col~~zlhiat at sohich time lL:5l'5sLIClfr5>.tX told
Salr.~~bach that ixaGr,lbacll had to raise fU?zdS a,ith \~~hich to
arla};e l?ayy.^ents to and for thc, benefit of the pcrsons ir.
vol~~~~ed in thc- ',/- ersate hrea].-l?-s, azld l:hstt it t.as necessa-<~~r
to l.eep -.uch func' ra:isillg and l?-.-.ylt,ents secret.
17. In 0?- absut late July or eally August, lg72,

.~~nthony Ulase:.icz r.-:ade a c'- lixrery of- a,spYoximaceJy $C~~aJt 00'
in cash at Was}lington rlational }9irport.
18. In or abou.t late July or early lLugust, 1972,
Anthony Ulas2aiicz r.cTde a del.ivery of ap~~~~ro.xim2tely $13,OC?;~~
in CESsh at ltashington Natn'o.nal siirport.
19. On or about ~~,ugust 29, 1972, C13ARtL3_S ld. COLSO:~~
had a conversation tvith Jolln 1'. Dcan, III, durir.g szhich
Dean aovn'sed COLSO,? not to ser.e a mer.ol2ndu<n to the
autl.c,r.ities inxrcstig2tirg t].e l-'atergate hreatl.-in.
20. On o- about Scp-,e.~~ber 19, 1972, ~~Anthony
Ulase:.icz delivered ar~~?.-o>:ir-lately $53,500 in cash to
Doro' lm,> !.urt at l..).sh-' ngtoJl ,.X:tic )ct] J i r-p-!.

-

,

Y

^

~~

s

of Colu..!,ia, Fred C. LaRuc arra!lc3od for the tt
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trict of Coltlm's.i a, E. ilo~.zard i-tint:, Jr., I)G:d a telepho.,r

conversation szith C-l.'TDl.ES 1'. COLSOiX, during ~!}lich liunt

disc:ussed *sith corso.: th;2 neo~.l to m.aTir additional pay-

mentS to and iSo>- the benefit of t3.e defenc'ants in Crir].na

Case lvo. 1o27-72 in the Unitec' Sta,es Distric; Court fc)_

the District or Colt~.f,7ia.

23. In or aboul: mid-Noxze,-. bex, 1972, CliARLES 1q.

COLSON laet 5zith John 1T. Dean, III, at the lZh;.te House in

the District of Columbia, at xShich tirne CO.T,SOl'? gave Dean

a tapc recordirg of a telephone conxZersation bettzeen
CONSO',s ar.d E. Hoxsard Hunt, Jr.

24. On or about Novembrr 15, 1972, Erohn lZ. Dean,
III, met xfith JOI';i D. EliRLlCl"lAi? and 1Si>.RRY r~. HALDE: w:'.X

at Cc'/.!p David, 13ar~~rland, at which time De-an played for
EilALIC}'.AN and llr>LDSI>>a'~\ a tape recol-ding of a telephere

conversation hettzeen CIIAI'LES 11. CObSON and r;. Xoward Hunt,

Jr .
25. On or about lVovcar,ber 15, 1972, John 15. Dean,
III, met efith O01.'-, N. I-iTTCrlLLL in Nelst Yor}; city, at llSili ch

tiwn,e Dean pla:,Zc-cl for tSITCI-ELL a t2pe recordi:.>g of a tel e-

phon2 conversation hettfeen CIiARLES 17. COLSO'? and E. HolYard
Hunt, Jr.
26. On or about D2cenber 1, 1972, MsEN'?ETII 1Z.

PP.RIxIi?SO;: met x.ith Johll 1s. Dean, III, at the 11hite l'ousre

in t3ze District of Colt~ bi2, at ~w31ich ti1'.1e P7 RwsI'NSON g.l~~e

Dean a lir,'L of, anticipate ' e:-.pc:lse.- Or tl c caefr~n.'antf c u>--

ing thr- tria] of Criminal Casc lzo. 1827-72 in the Unitcc'
st2.te.S Disi-.r,,.C~. Col;r. fo!- th-4 D s.r.ict of Co~t.i;l'Ois>.
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27. ln c,,~ <.'ro".- ca;-l.y !'efe.,:~a;~, 1972, 1!1"]i'Y 1t. lIsAL1) .. ,;,'i i2acx t tePlt ~ liozl,) cc.n~.t^.l-stltioll t. ;. El) JG!:!1 \'. . D~2!1,III, c'.~ring ~7hicl1
l,.'^tDL'';isls appro~~ecl thf usc2 of a portion o, a cash funf' of ~>ppro;:.~r.-,-li-.e'y .t,>350,0Q3, '.he.rl l,cwing l-sel.d t!nc'.2r 11z'LDr';,<N'S tontrol, to
ylahse aclciitionCtl payync-2nts ,o enci foz tlle })C'!'Ct.i4_ of l.lC2 c'c-~cndc.-..s in Crirlinal Cctse No. 18,'7-72 in the Vnitedl states Dis-->ict COtlut

for the Dist:r;.ct of Colu-.Lia.

28. In or about early D2cey,iDer, 1972, GOP.DOiT STR;;Ci..tiN lnet •n ith Fred C . Lallue at LaRue ' s aparty.<.cllt in the Disı:rict of
(:ollu.lbi>, at xY'nich tiy.~e ST.<7.C~;.'!N delivere--d appro~.ilaa~.ely $50,050 ill cash to LaRee.

29. In or 2bou, ear].y Decey-.'-)er, 1972, in the Distr.ict of Col~~.!; a, Fred C. LaRtle arrangGc' foY the delivery of app-ro;;l:latelv $/
.O,050 in cash to lsilliar.l 0. Bittr.lsn.

30. On cr a5Dox t J21ltlarE, 3, 1973, CH.^R-sES 1^:, COLSO'i

snet ~tith JO"N D. EHRL:rCi''"'N a.nd John 1!. Dean, III, at the l'hitz2 lsousc

in tlle District of Col um'Dia, at szhich tir.,e COLSOIxT, El-.Rr,Ic;^;'-zN and Dean caiscucseci the r.eed to rlaCce assurasnscS to IC. IiosfElrd ltulll:,
Jr. conce,^nillg the length of tir.e E. Iio~~a~d l;'dilt, Jr. lfould hClve to spe,.C in jail if he s.^ere-2 convic'.-c2d in Crir.li3l21 Case l;o. 1827-72 in tJie
Unitecl statC-s Dis-.~ict couri: for the District of C0ll1'.,'.,i.(-..

31. In or about e2rly J21llla3-yt 1973, ]q~;RRY R. B.LDE!''&IX had a conversation x:ith John l.. D:2all, III, c'u.ing xzhich
l..z5Dl.i!.5>5 ~.pprosed the use of the bul2nce of -he ca ~.!l fElszni re~¢5.-. rc-~' to 5.:1 0;o' ~-~ t~t-t s\(< . 77 tr2, ~, -~~7 (L t"\'fo.-t;.onal
pay,.~ellts to 2;1d fo2- the bene.i'. of thc2 c.c-fendan'C

in Cri. .%) i,~.'. C ._.- ''...i. -.8.:';~ -o.E •' | ted '; '. .; rs Di.' [:,' :.c .
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32. :tn c ): abo.n~t t.f..-ly Dr~>nvl;~ry, 3 n, 'i, C;i'<o;)O'~
ST!'.'C;T :'-7 ) Cl: \?i'.:'l F.~ecl c. J.alMle ai-, I,a3'} e m- t?,)3rt,.1i'11t

in tl-;<- Dis',ric' •9f Colu:-i;,ia, a. \';!iC)l ti.!.~e <~lR.':Ciirt

cisliv - )-i cs clp>)J C; ' 1:1D /,cl,2r $ 'OC, OO O :; 1'1 cat.!l tD LaRtltz .

33. Iil 01- tibiD'.lt e<>.rl~~ JO.A, Ic.~~y, 3 97., ;5011 4 Is.

I!,ITC]~,i' ,-l, had a .elc,;ho e COnE!e8~Sci...iCrl s.Ti,r, John '.. De,>r,,

III! C)'i'-ittr, \shiCAl T'I'a'Cl'i.LJ. as!ic~>ı D-_cln to hc-.v2 Jo5-t.n C.

Cci~J].l:i~ld giva ar. ass~-ra!-~c2 of o.;ccutivc c:!emenc. y to

Ja7r.es \'. SicCors', Jr.

34. In or c-boout ~lid-Jc7nua-f-yt 1973, .in the Distric',

of Colu^l'Di.a, 3:;~red C. Lc-.117e arr2n~,i2CR for the delixTcr,y of

apYD~b-o.~i~!?.te3.y t2(i,000 in cash to a representat.iste of

G. i^-oraon Lidr.iy.
35. On o~: alDotrW 7vcLDrLlary ].]., 1973, in Rcanc,Alo I,a

Costa, Calijror!lia, JOrllQ D. El;RLICl8!'.B.N and 17},RRY R.

F'SLDE;!'t.4 r.!et \::Lth Jchn 1.. D2an, III, and disc.ussed Lht

neec'.7 to raise Ji1;7ney x~zi.th x~.ilich ',0 rla'rxe ar'dt.LtSonal pay-

J,lents to an,-'t for the hzel-efit of the cl2fenelallbs in Cri..lnn l

Case lXo. 182,7-72 in the Uni, ed Si a, es Dist;~ct Court for

the Distr-ict of Coltlrshia.

36. Ir. or <-bout- late Frbrvary, 1973, in tlze Dis

trict of Co3Ur.l~.'i.D, Freei C. LaRIlcE a-rrangex't for the d(21ive~a.

Gi as,?:co>;i1,la-~'. ely $25, OGO ir cash to l'illic.'-7 O. Bitt,,lan.

37. In sr abvDu-_ late Fs bruary, 1973, in the Dis

trict of Collrlb.a, Fred C. LzT?.ue arrang2d fo- the c'eli.v~ y

of ar,~.ro~ir;la'~:ely $35, 000 in cash to liri].1ia,.l C. BittT.R. ti.

Ji". Grl or a),c,hut ';arctl 1.G, 2973, ~. I'~o~.F.mr(.~ J;l-'.t,

trr., 7gle',.~,ith l'aEll O'Bl-i.i n a', vls Connec'.-~c:u_ i,venlde,
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39. 011 9!. a!,ou. I;a;.c!w ].9, ! 'e7',, JOi;:s D. LiliU.]:C:',:li:' 'a..d i, COt<VcJ-s.ltiOn \
:ili) Jo)11) 1'. Dcrlrl, IlI, at tlle \'hire llou.,e in the Di.s'.ri.ct of Cc>]Uzl;-iDia, CluJ.i)lg :hic!,
i''iRl'J,IC;!'.'='. tol(l DeG11 to inJ'c;~ iI JC::i. i<. ,:l'i,'C'i::LB about the fact th.it L. ilc-.7arcl ]lUl.t, Jr. Ilad

as!~ed for appro:- ir.a',c ly $12 0, O O O .

(@ On or about 1At rch 21, 1973, ı:ro~a s..ppl-C) .i..zately 1].:15 a.~n. to appro~.imately noon,
Hs.RRY R. HALDEi:J,il anc'i
John IT. Dean, III, attended 2 rr2etins at t)le l':llitC House in the l?istrict ol Colura'Dia, at ~~hich
tilae t}~ere eJas a disc.l~~sion about the fact that E. lio:lard }]ur.t, Jr. had asl.ed for appror.i..lately $]
20, 000.

41. On or about Diarcn 21, 1973, at appro>:irl2tely
12:30 p.ra., IlAU;"N' R. Iii'.LDI,.AN had a teJephon2 conver--

sa.ticn \7ith JC1,'4 X. 15I'PCJ;7LL.
fi2. On or about the carly aftcErnoon of i,arch 21,
1973, JO!!': 14. lAITCi'ELh had a telepl orc conversation \Si,t)l I'red C. La'-'.ue during \'.liC}l
i¢ItCil,,LL authc)rized La~Run to rr,al;c a payrri2llt of asproximately $75, OOQ to and for the hiarlefit
of 1S. Iioxsard Jlunt, Jr.

(S) 011 0- about the evening of 15arc)l 21, 1973, in the District of Coll:.,bia, Fred C.
LaRee arranged for the deliveroy OL approviEr.ately f;75,000 in cash to lZillia~, O. Bitt!llar,.

~]zi. On or about iiarch 22, 1973, JO],'4 D. Eiii'I,ICi.:'-o'l, lSAleD.y 1". Il'!T.Dl'''r,:', ancR JO"ll l7. De.sn-1, ITJ, m(>t \ it} t1;e :<
14. lil'i'C'3i'LL at the ;;hi.te ilousc in t}~e District o, ColsWl.-L .~,

at ~zlzich tirbe IlITC.il'LL assured l.l-!RI,ICH.;/z'l that E. Ilo::ard
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45. C'n or . ),c~;; inaJ-c:!l './r, .1973, Ju).ti:x n.
LIIR.l,ICI,:'.,.' had a CGnE.T lsar,c-l ~..itl] X,(,;.], vvrooll cat
t}'iC' \'l''litC ]'o*>ze in tile Dis~).ict or Colu~-i>8Dia, at
,TrXi.cl) t.i!.'" T,i,l~y.lC;;8*le'~ coisslAN-ecl 3\-CfJIl clz~-ir ~.,RL''Ci.:';,-,''
did rest belicxe. t!~aJL E. IIc~.,are. ;5rlrlt, Jr. should rertca]
ccs,xtaill mat'; eXrs .
(Title 18, Vni'cnd States Cocie, Sect.) 0w1 371. )

To
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