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IMPEACHMENT INQUIRY

TUESDAY, JULY 9, 1974

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY,

Washington, D.C.

The committee met, pursuant to notice, at 10 a.m., in room 2141,
Rayburn House Office Building, Hon. Peter W. Rodino, Jr. (chairman)
presiding.

Present: Representatives Rodino (presiding), Donohue, Brooks,
Kastenmeier, Edwards, Hungate, Conyers, Eliberg, Waldie, Flowers,
Mann, Sarbanes, Seiberling, Danielson, Drinan, Rangel, Jordan,
Thornton, Holtzman, Owens Mezvinsky, Hutchinson, McClory, Smith,
Sandman, Railsback, Wiggins, Dennis, Fish, Mayne, Hogan, Butler,
Cohen, Lott, Froehlich, Moorhead, Maraziti and Latta.

Impeachment inquiry staff present: John Doar special counsel; Albert
E. Jenner Jr., minority counsel; Samuel Garrison III, deputy minority
counsel; and Bernard Nussbaum, counsel.

Committee staff present: Jerome M. Zeifman, general counsel; Gar
ner J. Cline associate general counsel, Alan A. Parker, counsel;
Daniel L. Cohen, counsel; William P. Dixon, counsel; Arden B. Sclhell,
counsel; Franklin G. Polk, associate counsel; Thomas E. Mooney.
associate counsel; Michael W. Blommer, associate counsel.

Also present: James D. St. Clair, special counsel to the President;
John A. McCahill, assistant special counsel; and Malcolm J. Howard,
assistant special counsel.

The CHAIRMAN. The hearing will come to or der.

Before calling on the witness to stand and take the oath, I have
several announcements to make.

[Material unrelated to testimony of witness deleted.]

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Bittman, willl you please stand and—you have the
right to remain silent and not provide any testimony or information
which may tend to incriminate you, but if you do testify, anything
you say here may be used against you in any other legal proceeding.



You have the right to consult with an attorney prior to answering any
question or questions.

I understand you prefer not to be represented by an attorney. Is that
correct e

Mr. BITTMAN. That is correct.

The CHAIRMAN. You have been provided, I understand, with a copy of
the rules of the House and the rules of the committee.

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, Mr. Chairman.

The (:HAIRMAN. Mr. Bittman, w ill you kindly raise your right hand ?

(1)
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Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give
before this committee will he the truth, the whole truth, and nothing
but the truth, so help you God ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I do

The CHAIRMAN. Will you kindly give your name and please be seated ?

TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM 0. BITTMAN

Mr. BITTMAN. My name is William O. Bittman, B-i-t-t-m-a-n. I am an
attorney practicing law at 1200 18th Street NW., Washington, D.C.

Mr. JENNER. Mr. Chairman.

[Material unrelated to testimony of witness deleted.]

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Doar.

Mr. DOAR. Mr. Bittman, if you woul]d speak up in a loud, clear voice so
that everyone in the committee room can hear you, I would
appreciate it.

Would you briefly outline for the committee members your
background and experience as a lawyer ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I graduated from De Paul Law School in Chicago, Ill., in
1959. After graduation, I entered the I7.S. Attorney's office in
Chicago, Ill., as an Assistant IDS. Attorney. I was a trial lawyer
there for approximately 5 years.

In December of 1964, I was requested to transfer to the Justice
Department in Washington, D.C., and became a Special Trial Attorney,
which I did.

I resigned from the Justice Department on June 19 1967, became a
partner in the law firm of Hogan & Hartson in Washington, D.C., at
that time.

On June 30th of this year, I resigned from the law firm of Hogan &
Hartson and became a partner in the ]aw firm of Pierson, Ball, &
Dowd at 1200 18th Street A751.



Subsequent to my graduation from law school, I have engaged in the
practice of law as a trial attorney. I was a prosecutor for
approximately 8 years and since entering the private practice of
law, I have continued being a trial attorney have devoted
approximately 75 to 80 percent of my time in the civil practice of
trial litigation, and the rest of the time in criminal cases.

Mr. DOAR. Now, when you first went to work for the Department of
Justice, was that in Chicago or in Washington ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That was in Chicago, Ill., Mr. Doar.

Mr. DOAR. And what year was that ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I believe 1959 or early 1960.

Mr. DOAR. So then you worked in the U.S. Attorney's office in Chicago
for about 4 years ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I think it w as closer to 5 years. I left there in
December of 1964 to transfer to Washington, D.C., at the Justice
Department.

Mr. DOAR. Could you give the committee members the nature of the
cases that you handled while you were with the U.S. Attorney's
office in Chicago ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, I tried approximately 100 cases while I was
Assistant U.S. Attorney. In the early years, they were relatively
simple cases; in later years, I was involved principally in protracted
cr iminal
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investigation such as tax evasion cases, securities fraud, mail
fraud, pension fraud, and things of that nature.

Mr. DOAR. Would it be fair to say that based upon that experience,
you had a clear understanding of how the Federal Bureau of
Investigation operated ?

Mr. B BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. In criminal matters, in the investigation of criminal
matters ?

Mr. BITTMAN. In many of those cases, I worked very closely with the
FBI.

Mr. DOAR. Now, did you, prior to the time that you came to
Washington, can you tell the committee whether or not you handled
the prosecution, one of the prosecutions, against Mr. Hoffa ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I did. I was the Government's Chief Trial Attorney in
the prosecution of James Hoffa that took place in Chicago in the late
spring and summer of 1964.

Mr. DOAR. Is it fair to say that that was a complicated, protracted
piece of criminal litigation ?

Mr. BITTMAN. It was a 13-week trial, Mr. Doar, at which
approximately 150 witnesses testified, approximately 1,500
exhibits—excuse me,15,000 exhibits were entered in evidence. It
was a complicated piece of litigation.

Mr. DOAR. Who was your immediate supervisor when you came to
work in the Department of Justice ?

Mr. BITTMAN. You mean in Washington or in Chicago ?

Mr. DOAR. No, when you came to Washington.

Mr. BITTMAN. It would be Herbert J. Miller, Jr., who was Chief of the
(?riminal Division.

Mr. DOAR. When you say Chief of the {Criminal Division, you mean
Assistant Attorney General in charge of the Criminal Division ?



Mr. BITTMAN. That is correct.

Mr. DOAR. And you reported directly to him ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. Yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. What was your designation or title ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I was a special trial counsel and I was in charge of the
prosecution of Robert G. Baker.

Mr. DOAR. At the present time, Mr. Miller is representing you; is that
correct ?

Mr. BITTMAN. From time to time, in selected matters, I have
consulted with him, yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. Now, in the course of your prosecutions for the justice
Department here in Washington can you tell the committee whether
or not you became familiar with the operation of the U.S. attorney's
office here in the District ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, I have handled matters with the U.S. attorney's
office in the District of Columbia. When I was the chief prosecutor
in the Bobby Baker case I had an office in the U.S. attorney's office
for approximately 6 months. So I believe I am familiar with the
workings of that office, or was at that time.

Mr. DOAR. And is it fair to say that you are likewise experienced and
knowledgeable about the operations of Federal criminal grand
Juries?
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Mr. B ITTMAN
Yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. Now, as I understand it, you left the Department of
Justice, you resigned at the end of 1967 ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I believe it was June 1,1967.

Mr. DOAR. June 1, and thereafter, you immediately became a partner
in the firm of Hogan and Hartson ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That is correct; yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. And that is a firm here in Washington ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes; it is.

Mr. DOAR. How large a firm is that ?

Mr. BITTMAN. At the present time, it is approximately 100 lawyers.
At the time I joined it, it was closer to 40.

Mr. DOAR. And about how many partners are members of that firm 2

Mr. BITTMAN. At the present time, there are approximately 40
partners.

Mr. DOAR. And you were one of them ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. Or you became one of them ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I became a partner at the time I joined the law firm.

Mr. DOAR. Can you briefly describe the type of matters that you
handled as a partner for Hogan and Hartson, up to and including the
first of July 1972 ?

Mr. BITTMAN. As I said earlier, most of the legal work that I perform
involves protracted civil litigation. From time to time, I have also
been involved in certain criminal litigation.



Mr. DOAR. So that protracted litigation involves pretrial discovery,
pretrial motions?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, it involves all facets of the trial practice, from
the filing of a complaint to pretrial motions that are filed,
discovery motions, numerous conferences among counsel, hearings
before courts, and the trials themselves.

Mr. DOAR. Did that include the investigation of matters that were
assigned for trial ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well. in civil practice. of course most of the
investigation is done through civil discovery. The representation of
an individual charged with n crime from time to time. you w ould
engage outside investigators to assist you.

Mr. DOAR. And what was the practice, your practice at Hogan and
Hartson, with respect to the employment of outside investigators to
assist you in the investigation ofcases
 that came
 to you from persons who faced charges or possible charges
involving illegal criminal activity 2

Mr. BIITMAN. If I felt it was necessary I would make the decision and
I would retain the investigator and the investigation would be done.

Mr. DOAR. Did you do any of the investigation yourself ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well. I would interviews a number of witnesses so in
that connection I guess you could say that I was engaged in
investigation but that would normally be the extent of it. I would
examine documents, interview witnesses! and things of that nature.

Mr. DOAR. Shortly after July 1, I would like to ask you whether or not
you were retained by Howard
Hunt as his lawyer?
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Mr. BIorlsAN. On July 3, 1972, I; BITTMAN retained by Mr. and Mrs.
Hunt. M

mr. DOAR And had you met them before ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I had not

Mr. SOAK What was the purpose of your retainer?

Mr. BITTMAN. To represent him In connection with any possible
criminal proceedings or civil litigation in which he or his wife
might be involved.

Mr. DOAR. Now, you have, I assume you had a conversation with Mr.
Hunt at the time that you were initially retained ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, I did. He and Mrs. Hunt came to my home on the
evening of July 3 1972, and asked me to represent them.

Mr. DOAR. And are you representing Mr. Hunt at the present time ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I am not.

Mr. DOAR. Could you tell the committee who is representing him ?

Mr. BITTMAN. There are two attorneys that are presently
representing Mr. Hunt: C. I)ickerman Williams from New YORK City,
and William Snyder Jr. from Baltimore. That's S-n-y-d-e-r.

Mr. DO.AR. When did you cease representing Mr. Hunt ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I believe it was approximately in the middle of August
of 1973.

Mr. DOAR. In my conferences with you, you have indicated to me that
there are certain matters that you feel that you cannot go into
because of the attorney-client privilege; is that correct?

Mr. BITTMAN. I might emphasize Mr. Doar, it is only because of the
attorney-client privilege. I have. been informed by Mr. Hunt's
attorney in the past that Mr. Hunt will not waive the attorney-client
privilege with respect to my representation of him and I called Mr.
Snyder in Baltimore yesterday to verify that. He unequivocally again



stated the position that Mr. Hunt would not waive
 the attorney-client privilege. That is the only prohibition that I
have from answering any questions of this committee and if it was
up to me, I would be more than happy to answer all questions. But I
believe that I have to observe the attorney-client privilege with
respect to conversations that I have had with Mr. Hunt.

And I might add that there is a case pending in the court of appeals
involving Mr. Hunt which was argued before the IT.S. Court of
Appeals approximately 3 weeks ago, in which Mr. Hunt has sought
withdraw his plea of guilty which was previously entered on January
11 1973 and in addition to that pending case, there are several civil
matters in which Mr. Hunt is a defendant.

Mr. DOAR. The retainer that you mentioned to the committee, was
that oral or in writing?

Mr. BITTMAN. The first evening that I met Mr. Hunt, it was oral. It
was subsequently confirmed in writing on July 10, 1972.

Mr. DOAR. Was any money paid to you at that time by Mr. Hunt ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir; he paid me a fee of $100,000 in cash.

Mr. DOAR. That was paid to you in cash ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. I)OAR. And subsequent to your being retained by Mr. Hunt, can you
tell me whether or not, shortly thereafter, you had a meeting with
attorneys, Mr. Parkinson and Mr. O'Brien and Mr. Mardian, with
respect to your representation ?



Mr. BITTMAN. I did. I had a meeting with Mr. Robert Mardian, Kenneth
Parkinson. Paul O'Brien, Thomas Jackson and Austin Mittler, a
partner of mine, on July 6, 1972, at Mr. Mardian's office at the CRP.

Mr. DOAR. What was the purpose of that meeting?

Mr. BITTMAN. The purpose of the meeting was to determine the
status of the civil case which was then pending filed by the
Democratic Party against the Republican Party and several
individual defendants, to inform them that I was representing MI-.
Hunt, and to find out what, if any, knowledge they had with respect
to the break-in of Mr. Hunt's safe at his office No. 338 in the EOB.

Mr. DOAR. When you say SOB, you mean the Executive Office Building
at the White House ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes sir.

Mr. DOAR. Or next to the White House ?

Mr. BIT TMAN. That is correct.

Mr. DOAR. What information, if any, did you get from Mr. Mardian
about the break-in of your client's safe at the room 338 at the
Executive Office Building?

Mr. BITTMAN. I was informed that Mr. Mardian—I was informed by Mr.
Mardilan that he did not have any specific knowledge of the
Watergate case itself and that he had no specific knowledge of the
break-in of Mr. Hunt's safe. I asked him whether or not he knew
whether or not a search warrant ha(l been utilized in the break-in of
the safe. He indicated to me that he did not know an(l that he would
endeavor to find out for me. I discussed the fact that certain
personal items that had been taken from the safe had been utilized
by the FBI in its investigation and interrogation of Mrs. Hunt and I
told him ill rather strong terms that I was very y concerned about
the propriety of the F13I using personal letters, which]l could not
conceivably have any relevancy in the Watergate case, to upset Mrs.
Hlmt. And I asked him to endeavor to find out, if he could, if he was
willing to. whatever facts he could ascertain concerning them.

Mr. DOAR. Did Mr. Mardian give you any indication that he had any kind
of a connection or an association or relationship with the White
House ?



Mr. BITTMAN. No sir, he told me that he had recently been retained as
general counsel of the CRP, and I was aware, of course that he
formerly was the Assistant Attorney General in charge of the
Internal Security Division of the Justice Department.

Mr. DOAR. Did Mr. Mardian give you any indication of the relationship
between the Committee To Re-Elect the President and the White
House or the officials in the White House ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Not that I can recall.

Mr. DOAR. What if anything, else—now with respect to Mr. Hunt's
safe, can I ask you whether or not you made any inquiries at the
White House with any officials at the White House w with respect to
the alleged break-in of Mr. Hunt's safe ?

Mr. BITTMAN. The first discussion I had with any White House
official concerning the break-in of Mr. Hunt's safe was with Charles
Colson on January 3, 1973.

Mr. DOAR. And the meeting that you have told us about with Mr.
Mardian occurred on July 6, 1972 ?



7

MI. BITTMAN. Well, he was not an official of the White House, Mr.
Doar.

Mr. DOAR. I understand that, but between July 6, 1972, and January 3,
1973, YOU had no discussions with anyone at the White House with
respect to the break-in of your client s safe ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That is correct, but I did have numerous conversations
with other people.

Mr. DOAR. Well, other people—could you give us who those other
people were ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, the principal conversations that I had were with
the Prosecutor—Mr. Earl Silbert, Donald Campbell, and Mr. Seymour
Glanzer. I had numerous discussions with them concerning the
breakin of the White House, and I might say they were very
uncooperative with me. They would not even tell me if a search
warrant had been issued. They would not indicate to me any of the
various aspects of the break-ill. It was not until the time that I
filed a motion to suppress in the court, approximately October of
1972, and the Government responded to that motion to suppress, was
I aware of some details of the break-in.

Mr. DOAR. But is it fair to say that following your meeting with Mr.
Mardian, where you inquired about the break-in. that you made no
investigation, no inquiries at the White House with respect to the
break-in of the safe ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That is correct.

Mr. I)OAR. And did you make any attempt during the month of July to
contact Mr. Colson ?

Mr. BRITTMAN. No, sir, I did not. I did draft a letter to Mr. Colson in
the latter part of July of 1972, asking certain specific questions
concerning the break-in of Mr. Hunt s safe. Before I sent that letter I
had a discussion with Kenneth Parkinson and Paul O'Brien, the
attorneys for the CRP? and they told me that they were aware of the
interest that I had in that and they told me that they would endeavor
to determine the information for me.

Mr. DOAR. You had told them that you had drafted the letter to Mr.



Colson ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I did. I might even have shown them a draft.

Mr. DOAR. And it was satisfactory to you that Mr. Parkinson and Mr.
O'Brien conduct this investigation for you ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, they weren't conducting an investigation for me,
they were attempting to ascertain information for me that I felt
was relevant on behalf of my client.

Mr. DOAR. I see.

Mr. BITTMAN. And I was interested in getting the information in any
way that I could.

Mr. DOAR. Now, did you at that meeting on July 6—let me strike that.

Was there a discussion at the meeting on July 6 about a man named
Mr. Rivers ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes; there was.

Mr. DOAR. Could you tell the committee what was that discussion ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Earlier that day I had received what I considered to be
at the time a most peculiar telephone call from a man who identi



8

fied himself as either Mr. Rivers or Mr. John Rivers, in which he
mentioned terms such as "the writer, ' "the writer's wife, ' "what's
the script going to cost," things of that nature. Because of my
experience in the past representing, clients. affluent clients in
certain cases in which blackmail attempts had been made, I hung up
on him and would not talk to him.

At the meeting that I had with Mr. Mardian—I might add here for
completeness that this is the first time that I had ever had a
discussion with Mr. Mar(lian. Mr. Parkinson, and Mr. O'Brien in my
life. I might have met Mr. Mardian once to say hello to him. hut I did
not know these individuals.

In any event, during the course of that conversation. either Mr. O
Brien or myself alluded to a peculiar telephone call that we had
received from Mr. Rivers. I do not specifica]ly recall whether Mr.
O'Brien mentioned it first Or I mentioned it first. but that
conversation was alluded to during my meeting on July 6.

Mr. I)OAR. And you related, then, the fact that you had had the call
tile night before ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No; I believe it was that morning that I received the
cal l .

Mr. DOAR. Excuse me, that morning.

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. What, if anything, was said by the other participants in
that meeting about this particular subject ?

Mr. BITTMAN. There was not much discussion at all. It is just that
there was mentioned about the peculiarity of these strange
telephone calls, and it seemed rather coincidental that Mr. O'Brien
had(l also received one, as well as myself.

Mr. DOAR. At that meeting, did you indicate to Mr. Mardian and Mr.
Parkinson and MI. O'Brien who you understood Mr. Hunt was employed
by ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I indicated at that meeting that I understood that Mr.
Hunt was working for Mr. Liddy.



Mr. DOAR. Did you indicate who you understood Mr. Liddy was working
for ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir, I didn't know.

Mr. DOAR. Did Mr. Mardian OI' Mr. Parkinson indicate who Mr.— that
they knew Mr. Liddy ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, in view of the fact that Mr. I,iddy s name, I
believe, had been in the paper—I am not even sure about that—I am
sure they indicated to me that they knew who Mr. Liddy was. Mr.
Liddy had been the general counsel of the Finance Committee to
ReElect the President, so they certainly knew who he was.

Mr. DOAR. Well, are you telling the committee that they did or did not
acknowledge that Mr. Liddy was an employee of the (committee to
Re-Elect the President or the Finance committee ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't recall anything specifically being mentioned,
but I am sure as I can be that they acknowledged that they knew who
Mr. Liddy was.

Mr. DOAR. Now, later that day, did you receive a call from Mr.
Parkinson with respect to Mr. Rivers ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir, I did.
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Mr. DOAR. Will you tell the members of the committee the substance

of that call ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. Well, as I recall, it was a telephone call to my home

that evening of July 6, 1972. It u as a very short telephone call in
which
Mr. Parkinson told me that Mr. Rivers, in substance, was OK to talk

to.

Mr. DOAR. Mr. Parkinson being the same Mr. Parkinson that was

at the meeting with Mr. Mardian and Mr. O'Brien
Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir, that is correct. I had been informed at that

time that Mr. Parkinson and Mr. O'Brien had been retained by the
CRP to represent it in connection with the civil cases that had been
filed by the Democratic Party. And I might say both of them, to my
knowledge, even though I had not met them before, had excellent

reputations, and to my knowledge, still do.

Mr. DOAR. So that Mr. Parkinson told you that it was OK to talk to

Rivers ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. What did you conclude that that meant ? As an experi

enced lawyer ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, experience was not very helpful with the unique

ness of some of these events that transpired, I don't—because some
of

them were very unusual.

In analyzing the initial conversation that I had with Mr. Rivers, in



which he mentioned "What's the script going to cost," the fact that
Mr. Parkinson told me it is OK to talk to Mr. Rivers, I will have to
speculate here, but the thought certainly could have entered my mind
that this was a representative of a defense fund that was contacting
me

to find out what my legal retainer would be.

I am speculating that that thought went through my mind at the

time.

Mr. DOAR. Had anything been said about a defense fund ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I had a conversation with my client. There were other
events that had taken place which I was aware of.

Mr. DOAR. Had there been any publicity about a defense fund ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Not that I know of.

Mr. DOAR. And did Mr. Rivers call you that night ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I believe he did, yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. When he called you, did he say anything about a defense

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. DOAR. What did he say ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't recall exactly what language he used, but the
essence of it was what I would want as a retainer in connection
with the case. And either at that conversation or during that
conversation or at a later conversation, I indicated to him that I
thought a 825,000 retainer would be appropriate.

Mr. DOAR. And did you know at that time who Mr. Rivers had been
referring to in his earlier conversation when he referred to "the
writer" ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, since Mr. Hunt has written many hooks, I am sure
I speculated that when he was referring to the writer, he was
referring to Mr. Hunt.
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Mr. DOAR. And the writer's wife, then, was Mrs. Hunt ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. And what the script would cost—did you
Mr. BITTMAN. In interpolating what that meant, I. after Mr. Parkin
son called me, I interpreted that to mean what legal fees I felt
would

be appropriate.

Mr. DOAR. Was this $25,000 retainer paid ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. And how was it paid ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I received a telephone c all in the middle of the after
noon on July 7 at my office. I was told by MI. Rivers that he had an en
velope downstairs in the lobby on top of the telephone books. could I

come dow n and pick it up.

Mr. I)OAR. Let me ask you there, in connection with your work as an
attorney, had you ever received, in your practice, a payment of a

retainer or attorney's fees in that fashion that time ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I had received retainers in cash before.

Mr. DOAR. That isn't the question I asked you, Mr. Bittman. I asked

you if you had ever received a retainer in that fashion before.

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. DOAR. And describe—as I understand your testimony to be, Mr.
Rivers said that there would be an envelope downstairs for you to
pick

up?

Mr. BIT]TMAN. Yes, sir.



Mr. OOAR. And did he tell you where the envelope would be?

Sir. BITTMAN. On top of the telephone books.

Mr. DOAR. And what floor Mr. BITTMAN. The phones which were
immediately outside the ele
vator bank.

Mr. DOAR. And what floor is your office on?

Sir. BITTMAN. The sixth floor.

Mr. I)OAR. Did he ask you to identify yourself in any way?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. DOAR. Did he give you any instructions about how to go down

and pick up the money?

Mr. BITTMAN. No! sir.

Mr. DOAR. And what did you say to him?

Mr. BITTMAN. I told him I would be down to pick up the envelope.

Mr. I)OAR. And what did you do?

Mr. BITTMAN. I went down and picked up the envelope.

Mr. I)O\R. Was anybody there?

Mr. BITTMAN. I did not see anybody.

Mr. DOAR. And was the envelope sealed or unsealed?

Mr. BITTMAN. It was sealed.

Mr. DOAR. Was the envelope—did it have any writing on it?

Mr. BITTMAN. Not that I can recall.

Mr. DOAR. Were there any other people in the lobby of your office



building at that time?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't recall seeing anybody there at the time, Mr.

Doar.

Mr. DOAR. How long a time would you say elapsed from the time
you got the call from Mr. Rivers until you went down to the lobby

of your building and picked up this envelope?
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Mr. BITTMAN. I am sure it was within a matter of minutes.

Mr. DOAR. What, then, did you do with this money?

Mr. BITTMAN. I took it back to my office and opened it.

Mr. DOAR. What did you find?

Mr. BITTMAN. I found $25,000 in cash.

Mr. DOAR. What kind of bills?

Mr. BITTMAN. Principally hundred dollar bills and I do have a

recollection of some $50 bills.

Mr. DOAR. New bills or old bills?

Mr. BITTMAN. Old bills.

Mr. DOAR. And what did you do with this money?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, my secretary and I counted it. I then called

a member of my law firm's executive committee and explained the
circumstances of the unusual receipt of this money to him. We then
called the office manager, because it was late in the day on Friday,
and
asked him to immediately go to Riggs Bank to deposit it into a
special account. I then had a meeting with my firm's executive com
mittee concerning the circumstances of the receipt of the money and

the way in which it was delivered.

Mr. DOAR. Now, did you continue to represent Mr. Hunt in con

nection with various matters throughout the months of July, August,

September, October 1972?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir. There were numerous activities on a daily

basis that involved Mr. Hunt and his wife in both the criminal case



and the civil case.

Mr. DOAR. And is it fair to say that you conferred with the counsel

for the Committee to Re-Elect the President in connection with civil
suits in which both Mr. Hunt was a defendant and the Committee to

Re-Elect the President w as a defendant ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir. I had numerous such conferences.

Mr. DOAR. And did you participate actively in the defense of those

cases ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, I did.

Mr. DOAR. And did you keep records of the time you spent on this

retainer, on this particular assignment that you had in representing

Mr. Hunt ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. Did you receive—you received further payment for your

services, is that fair to say ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. Could you briefly indicate to the committee just what was

your or your firm's total fees for representing Mr. Hunt and for what

period of time ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Through the end of March 1973, my firm was paid

$156,000 and if my recollection is correct, we had approximately
3,600
hours in connection with representation of Mr. and Mrs. Hunt in

criminal and civil cases.



Mr. DOAR. How was this money.

Mr. BITTMAN. $110,000 was paid to the firm by check and $446,000

was paid in cash.

Mr. DOAR. Now, you have told us about $26,000 having been paid in

cash. Could you relate to the committee how the other $20,000 was

paid in cash ?
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Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir. If my recollection is correct, on October 13,
1972, I received a telephone call at my office. He asked if I would be
there. I indicated to the caller that I would be. It is my recollection
that the call was from Mr. Rivers, although I understand from
subsequent testimony that it was a man who identified himself as
Mr. Baker. I don't have a clear recollection who it was.

I was told that an envelope would be delivered to the sixth floor
receptionist and would I give that envelope to Mr. Hunt and I
indicated that I would. I received a telephone call from the
receptionist indicating to me that an envelope had been turned over
to her. She delivered it to me. I called Mr. Hunt, who either made a
special trip downtown or, in connection with another pending
matter, was going to come downtown; I just don't recall.

He came to my office. I gave him the sealed envelope. He opened the
envelope in my presence. It contained $20,000 in cash. He and I
counted the money.

Mr. DOAR. New bills or old bills ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Old bills. He then turned the money over to me and told
me to apply it to his attorney's fees. I then called the office
manager, gave the money to him, and told him to deposit it into the
firm account.

Mr. DOAR. No Now when Mr. Rivers or Mr. Baker called you and spoke
to you about the delivery of moneys to you for attorney's fees, can
you tell me whether or not they indicated on either occasion, Mr.
Rivers on the first, Mr. Baker on the second, what the source of those
funds were ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. DOAR. And did you ask what the source of the funds were?

Mr. BITTMAN. I did not.

Mr. DOAR. When you met with your managing partner on July 6 and
gave him the $2S,000

Mr. BI TTMAN. It was on July 8.



Mr. DOAR. Excuse me, on July 7, did you indicate to him the source of
the funds ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I indicated to my firm's entire executive committee
that it was my opinion that the money was coming from a defense
fund that was set up by prominent Republicans. and that was my
feeling at that time, and that continued to be my feeling until
various witnesses testified before the Senate Watergate Committee.

Mr. DOAR. And what was the basis of that feeling?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, there were several bases to that feeling. No. 1, at
the time that I was retained to represent Mr. Hunt I had been
recommended by a prominent lawyer from Los Angeles and most of
the legal work that I perform is based on referral by major law
firms, that F. L. Bailev's firm had already been involved in the case
on behalf of Mr. McCord Mr. Henry Rothblatt from New York City had
already been retained to represent the Cuban Americans, and
certainly this seemed to be rather unusual legal talent to represent
individuals in this kind of a case.

In addition. 
 of the enormous publicity that surrounded the filing of the lawsuit
by the Democrats against the Republicans, and
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the fact that it had become a major campaign issue, and based on
conversations with my client, it seemed imminently reasonable to
me that this money emanated from a defense fund.

Mr. DOAR. Were you aware or did you know of any publicity to the
effect that there was a defense fund organized to provide attorneys'
fees for your client ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. DOAR. And can you tell me whether you had seen or anybody had
told you about the existence of such a defense fund?

Mr. BITTMAN. I had conversation with my client. Other than that I do
not recall anybody indicating to me that such a defense fund existed.
This was my feeling based on the circumstances that I was aware of
at the time.

Mr. DOAR. Can you tell me whether it occurred to you or not that this
defense fund might be the Committee To Re-Elect the President?

Mr. BITTMAN. I had discussion with my partners, Mr. Doar, about that
possibility. And I might say that after discussing it in detail, the
thought of this money coming from either the White House or the
CRP appeared to us to be preposterous in view of the reporting
requirements that the CRP had and that the amounts paid would have
to be reported, and in view of the numerous public statements that
the White House and the CRP had issued about the fact that they had
no knowledge and no involvement in the Watergate case.

It just seemed to be preposterous that this money could possibly
have come from either of those sources.

Mr. DOAR. But did you make any inquiry from Mr. Parkinson as to the
source of the funds ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I did not.

Mr. DOAR. Did you make any inquiry from Mr. O'Brien as to the source
of the funds ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I did not.



MI. I)O.AR. Did you make any inquiry of Mr. Mardian as to the source of
the funds ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I only had one conversation with Mr. Mardian and legal
fees were not discussed.

Mr. DOAR. You knew at that time, and you have told us that your
client knew Charles Colson ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes. sir. I was informed that he had been hired by Mr.
Colson.

Mr. DOOR. I)id you make any inquiries of Mr. Colson as to the source
of these funds ?

Mr. BITT.~~fAN. No, sir. The first time I spoke with Mr. Colson in my
life was on December 9* 1972. and that related to the death of
I)orothx Hunt on l)ecember 8* 1972, a crash of a United Airlines
flight into Chicago. I called Mr. Colson's office on December 9
knowing that he had been a close friend of the family and indicated
to his secretary that I thought Mr. Colson would want to be informed
of that information.

Mr. Colson returned the call and indicated the condolences of a close
friend. Also he expressed concern that Mr. Hunt might commit
suicide, and that is the first time I have ever spoken with Mr.
Charles Colson in my life.

41-574 O - 74 - 2
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Mr. DOAR. Did you know what position Mr. Colson held at the White
House ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. What was that position ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Special assistant to the President, special counsel to
the President, or some such title.

Mr. DOAR. Did you have any knowledge or were you aware of any other
of the members of the White House staff, were you acquainted with
any of the other members of the White House staff at that time e

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir. I don't believe I have ever spoken to Mr.
Haldeman, Mr. Ehrlichman, Mr. Nixon or Mr. Dean in my life.

Mr. DOAR. And you then made no inquiries at the White House as to
the source of these funds ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. DOAR. Now, how was the money—you have indicated that
subsequent to the payment of cash, $46,000 in cash that came to
you, the balance was paid by check ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. Did your firm, following the receipt of the $46,000 adopt a
policy with respect to acceptance of cash money in this particular
case ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir. The policy developed by the firm was that they
had no policy against the receipt of cash as legal fees as long as it
came from Mr. Hunt. Notwithstanding that, the remaining $110,000
in legal fees was paid by check.

Mr. DOAR. Now, can you tell me whether or not in November of 1972
you were aware of the fact that Mr. Hunt -was in touch with Charles
Colson ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I was aware that he had a telephone call with Mr.
Colson approximately that time, but I was not aware of the specifics



of that telephone call, and did not learn the specifics of that
telephone call until some time in April or May of 1973 in connection
with the grand jury proceedings in which I was representing Mr.
Hunt.

Mr. DOAR. Now, during the time that you represented Mr. Hunt, did
there come occasions or times when envelopes were delivered to you
either at your office, at your home, following calls by Mr. Rivers or
Mr. Baker for delivery to Mr. Hunt ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir. I received well over 100 envelopes for Mr.
Hunt.

Mr. DOAR. From Mr. Rivers or Mr. Baker?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, I am trying to complete it, they were delivered to
my home, sent to my home, delivered or sent to my office, I received
some from the prosecutors, I received some from the Senate
committee, but as a result of telephone calls from an individual who
identified himself as Mr. Baker on three or four occasions envelopes
were delivered to my home.

Mr. DOAR. Did you ever say in your conversations with Mr. Baker,
"Well who are you ? "

Mr. BITTMAN. That certainly is a very logical thing that I would say,
and perhaps I did, but I don't recall it. But, it certainly sounds like
something I would say.
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Mr. DOAR. Do you have any idea, any recollection now that Mr. Baker
indicated who he was ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Other than saying he was Mr. Baker and asking me if I
would deliver an envelope to Mr. Hunt, I don't recall any other
conversation that I ever had with him.

Mr. DOAR. Is it a fair inference for the committee to conclude that
you realized that the names Mr. Rivers and Mr. Baker were fictitious
?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, I assume that they conclude that.

Mr. DOAR. No; but you, you concluded, not what they concluded, but
what you concluded ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Mr. Doar, I didn't know. Certainly the thought entered
my mind that these were fictitious names. I was representing a man
who for 2) years of his adult life had been in covert activities on
behalf of this Government, a man who felt his home telephone was
wiretapped, a man who felt he was under surveillance, a man who
felt there was a mail cover on all of his mail at home. It was a very
unusual representation, and I am sure a number of things from time
to time came into my mind.

Mr. DOOR. Well, all I asked you about was what came into your mind,
whether or not it occurred to you at the time or the thought crossed
your mind that these two persons who identified themselves as Mr.
Rivers and Mr. Baker were using fictitious names?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir. The thought I am sure entered my mind.

Mr. I)O~R. Did you make any investigation to ascertain their actual
identity ?

Mr. BITTMAN . I did not. Once Mr. Parkinson, in my opinion, vouched
for Mr. Rivers, I made no further inquiry.

Mr. DOAR. Now, with respect to these three or four envelopes that
were delivered to you by Mr. Baker, can you tell us the time and the
occasion and the circumstances of those deliveries ?

Mr. BITTMAN. The procedures, to the best of my recollection, were



always identical. And that is, I would receive a telephone call some
time in the evening asking me if I would be home. He would be
identified as Mr. Baker asking me whether or not I would deliver an
env elope to Mr. Hunt. During that conversation I would be given a
specific time that an envelope would be delivered in the mail box
asking me if I woul d pick it up and deliver it to Mr. Hunt.

In all such instances I did receive the envelope. I never opened the
envelope. I would bring it into my home. I would call Mr. Hunt,
usually the next morning. He would come to the home, to my home,
either that morning or the next morning or what have you and pick it
up, and that is pretty much what happened.

Mr. DOAR. Do I understand that—did you make the suggestion that
these envelopes be left in the mailbox ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir. I never made such a suggestion.

Mr. DOAR. Who made the suggestion ?

Mr. BITTMAN. The individual who telephoned me, who I understand is
Fred LaRue.

Mr. DOAR. But it was—he identified himself as Mr. Baker ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. Now, did you know what was in the envelope?
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Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. DOAR. When you went out to the mailbox and took out these
envelopes, did you examine them ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I did not.

Mr. DOAR. Well, you carried them into the house with you ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I did.

Mr. DOAR. Was it a thick, bulky package, or a thin, ordinary lettersize
en velope ?

Mr. BITTMAN. To the best of my knowledge, it was a regular manila
envelope, that for one reason or another did not appear to me to be
really bulky. Certainly hindsight is a wonderful thing. but at the time
it didn't really make much difference to me because I delivered
hundreds of envelopes to Mr. Hunt. and maybe I should have been
alerted to the rather peculiar nature of these deliveries. but I did
not.

Mr. DOAR. Well, you have said several times this morning about the
delivery of 100 envelopes to Mr. Hunt.

Sir. BITTMAN. Yes. sir.

Mr. DOAR. But I w ant to be sure there is no misunderstanding, and in
fairness to you, Mr. Bittman the number of envelopes that you
delivered following calls from people who you didn't know that gave
you names and arranged to not deliver the letter to you. or the
envelope to you personally, but leave it in your mailbox, there weren
t 100 of those?

Mr. BITTMAN. There were not.

Mr. DOAR. As a matter of fact that kind of delivery were only
deliveries that you got from Mr. Baker, that kind ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That's correct.

Mr. I)OAR. That's fair isnt it?



Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, it is.

Mr. I)(>AR. Did you realize when you passed on this envelope to l!~~fr
Hunt that there was money in it ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I did not.

Mr. DOAR. Did you know whether or not money was coming to Mr. Hunt
for his personal use. and the use of other defendants in the case ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, of course, I was aware of the July 7 and October
13 deliveries. I was aware—I don't recall the dates, October or
November, or September and October, that legal fees and living
expenses had been paid to the defendants

Mr. I)OAR. Well, you have referred to being aware of the fact that
money was being received by the defendants throughout the summer
and fall of 1972.

Mr. BITTMAN'. We]], you say throughout. I don't know if it was
throughout. I do recall receiving two memos from Dorothy Hunt
which indicated that such payments for legal fees and living
expenses had been made.

Mr. DOAR. Mr. Chairman, I think it probably would facilitate the
examination—these two memos are in the notebooks—but we have
made copies and if I could show these to the witness and have them
marked at Bittman exhibits No. 1 and No. 2, and then distribute them
to the committee at the same time, I think the questioning would be
facilitated.



The CHAIRMAN. That will be all right, and they will be so marked.

Mr. BITTMAN. I might state that these two memos were turned over
by me to the Special Watergate Prosecutor's Office, without anyone
at the Special Watergate Prosecutor's Office even having knowledge
of their existence, so I am familiar with the documents.

Mr. DOAR. If I could ask Mr. Garrison to mark the September 19 memo
as Bittman exhibit No.. 1 and the October 2 memo as Bittman exhibit
No. 2.

The CHAIRMAN. Please proceed, Mr. Doar.

Mr. DOAR. Mr. Bittman, have you had a chance to examine the exhibits
that have been marked exhibits 1 and 2 ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. And could you identify for the record please 2

Sir. BITTMAN. These two memos were handed Hunt at my home on or
about the dates they bear.

Mr. DOAR. I would like to ask that these two be record.

The CHAIRMAN. They will be so designated.

[The documents referred to as Bittman exhibits No. 1 and No. 2
follow.]

those two exhibits,

to me by Dorothy

made a part of the

[Bittman Exhibit No. 1]
September 19, 1972.
Memorandum to: Mr. William O. Bittman
From: Dorothy Hunt
Re: Contact made on above date and distribution on same date

I received a call from Mr. Rivers at noon on the above date and
arranged to pick up what he "was able to scrape up on such notice." I
asked the amount and was told $53,500. I then asked what



distribution was to be made and was told that it was up to me. but
that I would be accountable at our next conversation. I informed Mr.
Rivers that Mr. Liddy had telephoned me the previous night and
informed me that since he would be in court on the 19th, he would
appreciate it if I could handle any contact for him.

Mr. Rivers said he had not arranged anything about Mr. Liddy (a fact I
am not going to pass on to Mr. Liddy as I feel it will anger him), and
asked me to spread the $53,500 out to include Mr. Liddy and his
attorney as well as Mr. McCord. He concluded that he would be in
touch with me again when he could and repeated that this amount
was all he was able to scrape up on such short notice. I thanked him.

Distribution as follows:

Mr. Barker for Mr. Rothblatt_ _
Mr. McCord for Mr. Bailey_ ___
Mr Liddy for Mr. Marlius-----

~~.. . .,, for, ..
Mr. Barker for two assistants to Mr. Rothblatt_____
__________________
Mr. Liddy for compensation of 2 months salary_____________
_______
Mr. Liddy for bail
_________________________________________________
Mr. Hunt for
bail__________________________________________________
Mr. Barker for travel for 4 persons from
Miami__________________ __
Mr. Barker for Mr. de Felipe for attorney and
expenses_____________

Total ___.

_ $13,000

 _ 13,1,00

13, 000
5,000
5, 000
1, 000
1, 000



1, 000
1,500
53, 500
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[Indistinct document retyped by House Judiciary Committee staff.]

[Bittman Exhibit No. 1A]

}.g9>:~~~J\^~~~DUM "> Mr. :.+i11ia;-. fJ i?-Lctrzziln

 FROM: Dorothy Hunt. ~~~.0s~~~~~~,\* /

RE: Contact made on above date and distribution on sa--.e date

I received a call from ?!r. Ri-~~~ers at noon on the above date and
arranged to pick'.< U? what he a:25 able to _xUp on such snort
notice". I as'-ced •he a;^.ount ar.d w25 toid $53J500. @ t'nen zsked
~~~what distribution -W~~~as to be made a.-.:l was tOla that it
az2s t~~~S to me, sout that I t4auld be adcour.t.>D at ooXr ne:et
conversation. I inform_d bL—. Rivers o~~~.E!t I£~~~r, bis haa
talenhoned ne the previous night and inform.eg m..e tnze si] he
sfould.De in court or .;ee 19th, ne zzoul;- 2cg-eci2te lt if COuld
handle any contact fo- him......

s:~~~r. ~~~~~~iv2rs S?.'d ;-e 'ned no_ a.-^aeged any.hirg _=?:t'-Nr.
JJidd~~~..(a -act A an .~~~ot so-.g to pa.s O.1 to tir. tsdd.-.2S:: feel
ie .| ~~~ill -t.ger hic.,, an8. as';e_ rze to 39reE!t the $53,S03 . Out to
in_lude •.}. b'' n'! 2;1i h- s ztto-ney 25 'fe- 1 as wfwr, T ~~~_< Be
concluAed 'hat •.e ~~~.:eu'd be in touc:5 4;ith pef •g2iT' li. e- ke
cofld _..~~~ reSeated .t:-at t:his a-..^unt t;:as al 2 'b'25 2~~~-e @ to
5C U,p,Oh SUG' s;ha-. .-_~~~ ice. I ch ~~~n-:e^ Ai2,

Distribusion a. ~~~-0'10'.i3:

t13,030 to :1=. Blr;:_-- f .r i -. Zo_:5.>l;-.te $1~~~J0nM!S to •:~~~
...ZD: . fo= *-.—. B ~~~' l_y

$13,30.. to :'~. .,.-.S "-. f-~~~r ;;r. i:a-: us

S 1 ,.~~~S,.,- tC: > .t .

45s, i.. )
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[Indistinct document retyped by House Judiciary Committee staff]

October 2, 1972.

Memorandum to: Mr. William O. Bittman
From: Dorothy Hunt
Subject: Accounting of Monies Received

In July, I received and paid out the following amounts:

Bail money for Frank
Sturgis________________________________________ $5, 000
Income replacement James McCord 15, 000
Bail at $4,000 each for Messrs Barker, Martinez and
Gonzales________ 12, 000
Income replacement for Mr. Barker_______________
________________ 6, 000
Income replacement for Mr.
Sturgis________________________________ 4, 000
Income replacement for Mr. Hunt and Mrs.
Hunt______________________ 30, 000
Income replacement for Mr.
Martinez________________________________ 3, 000
Income replacement for Mr.
Gonzalez________________________________ 3, 000
Under table bail money for Mr.
Barker________________________________ 10, 000

NOTE—Income replacement was for a period of July-Nov.

In August, I gave Mr. Barker a total of $3,000 for expenses of travel
for him

self and others and for telephone expenses, and for interest paid on
pawning of wife's jewelry.

In other words, I received a total of $88,000 and have paid out
$91,000 (using

the final $3,000 from my own funds)

You already have an accounting of the $53,500 received on
September 19th.



[Bittman Exhibit No. 2]

[Bittman Exhibit No.2A]

October. 2, 1972

MEMORANDUM:antlu:at to: MR. WILLIAM:nt O. Bittman}

Fro,zt: Dorothy hunt:

Subject: Accounting.~~ of Monies Received

Ax July I received and pa d out the following amounts:

$5, 000

31 A, 000
$12,000

S 6,000
$ 4,000
S30,000
$ 3,000
$ 3,000
$10,000

Bail money for Frank.'s Sturgis Income replacement James McCord
Bail at $4,000 each for.;e3srs.

Barker, Martinez and Gonzalez
Income replacement for Mr.. Barker
Income replacement for Mr, Sturgis
Income replacement for Mr.. Hunt and Mrs.Hunt
Income replacement for:lr.ttartinez
Income replacement for Mr. Gonzalez

 , Under table Dail.^ oney.:forI=. Barkk:'~~:e

{Note: Income replacement;was for a period o .:July~~No^^}

In.Xus63~~,;I:gave,lir; Barker a total of $3,000 for expenses

of travel for himself and others and for telephone expenses,



>-9 for interest paid on pawning of wife's jewelry.

In other:sriords, I received a total of $3SJ000 and have paid out
$91,000 (using the final $3,000 from my own-funds

Yost already have an accounting..g O_ the $53,000 received on
September 19th.



Mr. DOAR. Now, at some time during your representation of Mr. Hunt
you had a conversation a first conversation with Charles Colson ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes sir on December:9~~ ;972.

Mr. DO AR at that time do you know what Mr. Colson's employment
was t ; ~ :¢ q - <

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes,slr.

Mr. DOAR. -And what was it ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Special counsel to the President special assistant to
the President, something of that nature.

Mr. I)OAR. Now, as I understand it, Mr. Bittman, you talked to Mr.
Colson on the 9th of December 1972

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. DOAX. Did you place that call ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. And what was the purpose of calling Mr. Colson ?

Mr. BITTMAN. To inform Mr. Colson that Mrs. Hunt had been killed the
day before in Chicago.

Mr. DOAR. Did you do that at anyone's direction ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir .

Mr. DOAR. Did you talk to Mr. Colson as a result of that conversation
?

Mr. BITTMAN. I initially put the call in and talked to his secretary,
and subsequently he returned the call.

MI. DOAR. And what was the extent of the conversation ?

Mr. BITTMAN. He was shocked. He was very concerned about the
effect it would have upon both Howard Hunt and the children, and
expressed deep concern that Mr. Hunt might commit suicide.



Mr. DOAR. Now, when did you next have any contact with Mr.

Mr. BI TTMAN. January 3,1973.

Mr. DOAR. Prior thereto did you learn that Mr. Hunt had written a
letter to Mr. Colson ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't know if I did or not. I was out of town when the
letter was written but I did find out eventually that on December 31,
1972, Mr. Hunt had written a letter to Mr. Colson and asked Mr.
Colson to see me.

Mr. DOAR. Well], what was the circumstances of the meeting on
January 3 ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I was out of town with my family from I)ecember 22
until late in the evening on January 2. I returned to my office early
on January 3. There was a conference of attorneys before Judge
Sirica. I then had a conference with the prosecutors. I then returned
to my office and there was a conference. of all attorneys
representing the defendants in the case and the trial at that time
was scheduled to begin on January 8.

At sometime after I had returned to my office I received a telephone
call from Mr. Colson's office indicating that he would see me.
Needless to say, I was rather surprised because I had not asked to
see him.

Then I called Mr. Hunt and had a conversation with him inquiring
generally as to why he wanted me to see Mr. Colson. Pursuant to that
conversation I then met with Mr. Colson.

Mr. DOAR. Now, do I understand you correctly that this set the
chronology ?
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Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. This was 5 days before the criminal case in the U.S.
District Court for the District of Columbia before Judge Sirica was
about to start ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, that's correct. Of course, I had learned, Mr. Doar,
just to be fair, that approximately almost 3, 4 weeks earlier that
Mr. Hunt would not go to trial then and would plead guilty because of
the death of his wife, and I had numerous conversations with the
prosecutors concerning the possible severance, continuance and/or
plea of guilty, so this was an established fact when I met with Mr.
Colson on January 3, and this is one of the items that Mr. Hunt asked
me to discuss with Mr. Colson.

Mr. DOAR. Did you have a discussion with Mr. Colson on January 3
with respect to Mr. Hunt's employment at the White House ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. What did Mr. Colson say to you about that ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, he indicated that he had known Howard Hunt
because of the Brown University Alumni Association meeting. I
believe that's what it is. I am not absolutely certain, that when he
learned that Mr. Hunt had left the CIA and joined Mullen & Co. that
from time to time the two of them would have lunch together. And at
some point Mr. Colson thought that he could perform a valuable
service to the White House and asked Mr. Hunt to work for the White
House.

He indicated that Mr. Hunt was involved in matters such as
narcotics, numerous special projects. I think one of the items that
seems to be vivid in my mind is he mentioned Mr. Hunt had prepared a
very lengthy contingency report for the White House in the event
Fidel Castro died or was killed, and a number of miscellaneous
projects. I did have that general discussion with Mr. Colson who
indicated that he was responsible for the White House hiring Mr.
Hunt as a special consultant.

Mr. DOAR. Did he indicate that Mr. Hunt worked for him ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, he worked for him for part of the time and then



Mr. Hunt was involved for other individuals in the White House. He
did not indicate that he worked for him directly during Mr. Hunt's
entire tenure.

Mr. DOAR. Did he indicate what other individuals Mr. Hunt worked for
in the White House ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't recall that discussion.

Mr. DOAR. Did he indicate when he was, when his services were
terminated by the White House ?

Mr. BITTMAN. He indicated to me that Mr. Hunt's services were
terminated the end of March 1972. And I told him that was
inconsistent with the information that I had.

Mr. DOAR. What did Mr. Colson say ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, this related, to put it into context a discussion
about the motion to suppress that I had fi]ed in which the
Government endeavored to justify the break-in of Mr. Hunt's safe on
the grounds that Mr. Hunt had abandoned the property and, therefore,
they didn't need a search warrant.

I told Mr. Colson that I thought that that legal theory was prepos



terous and could not hold up, and that Mr. Hunt had given me the
names of a number of witnesses who could testify, and that he fre

uently used his office subsequent to late March 1972.

Mr. Colson informed me that notwithstanding that, if he were called
to the witness stand during a hearing, that he would testify that it
was his opinion that Mr. Hunt had been terminated in March 1972, and
that he had no knowledge of Mr. Hunt using the office, I guess it was
S-338 in the EOB.

Mr. DOAR. Did you ask Mr. Colson if he knew anything about the
breakin to Mr. Hunt's safe ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, to try

Mr. DOAR. Just answer that question if you could.

Mr. BITTMAN. We discussed the break-in of the safe. To the best of
my knowledge Mr. Colson indicated to me that he had no specific
knowledge about the break-in of the safe. He certainly did not seem
to be familiar with either the motion to suppress that I had filed
back in October or the defense that the Government or the opposition
to my motion that the Government had filed a couple of weeks after
that.

Mr. DOAR. Well, I would like you to be as precise as you can within
your recollection with respect to the discussion you had with Mr.
Colson about Howard Hunt's safe in the Executive Office Building in
the White House.

Mr. BITTMAN. I do not recall Mr. Colson telling me anything which
indicated to me at that time that he had any specific knowledge
about the break-in of the safe.

Mr. DOAR. And do you recall, did you ask him specifically about that ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I am not sure that I did. but we discussed the breakin
of the safe, but from the tenor of the conversation it certainly
seemed clear to me that he had no such knowledge. And I might also
state certainly there wasn't any indication in the papers that the
Government had filed concerning the break-in of the safe that Mr.
Colson was in any way involved, so that didn't surprise me.

Mr. DOAR. I)id Mr. Colson give you any indication where you might go



to get the information about the break-in of the safe ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir. He suggested I talk to John Dean.

Mr. DOAR. And did you do that ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. DOAR. Did you know John Dean ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir. I don't know him today.

Mr. DOAR. Now, did you meet again on the following day with Mr.

Mr. BITTMAN. I did.

Mr. DOAR. Let me ask you this, and just go back again, Mr. Bittman,
when Mr. Colson suggested you talk to Mr. Dean, what did you say to
Mr. Colson ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I indicated to him in substance that I did not care to
talk to Mr. Dean, that I heard that he was involved.

Mr. DOAR. And what did Mr. Colson say about that ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Nothing.

Mr. DOAR. Now, on the next day—did that terminate the conversation
?
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Mr. BITTMAN. Well, I also discussed other matters with Mr. Colson
such as certain pension problems that MI. Hunt had. The Government
had conducted some legal research and whether or not they could
revoke Mr. Hunt's annuity from the CIA. which Mr. Hunt was very
concerned about. Mr. Hunt asked me to relay that to Mr. Colson.

And there was some red tape involving the transfer of the annuity of
the pension from the CIA to the White House. And(l I also told Mr.
Colson that Mr. Hunt wanted me to indicate to him that it was his
intention to plead guilty and the reasons why

Mr. DOAR. NOW, on the following day did you meet with Mr. Colson
again ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I did, sir.

Mr. DOAR. And who initiated that meeting ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Mr. I l Hunt asked me to see Mr. Colson again.

Mr. DOAR. And you had reported to Mr. Hunt about your conversation
with Mr. Colson between the time you met him on the 3d and the time
you called Mr. Colson on the 4th ?

Mr. BITTMAN Yes, sir-. I met with MI . Hunt at my home the evening of
January 3, and indicated to him the full substance of my dealing
with Mr. Colson.

Mr. DOAR. And you talked, you met Mr. Colson on the 3d in his office
at the White House ?

Mr. BITTMAN. At the EOB.

Mr. DOAR. At the EOB ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir. I don't recall the room number. It was on the
first floor.

Mr. DOAR. And tell us about your initiation of the call to Mr. Colson
on the 4th.

Mr. BITTMAN-. Well, all I can recall is that I placed a call to Mr.
Colson's secretary and asked Mr. Colson if he could see me that day. I



am sure subsequently someone called me and said that he could, and
that then I went to the E()B and I had another conversation with Mr.
Colson probably sometime late in the afternoon on January 4.

Mr. DOAR. And what w as the substance of that conversation ?

Mr. BITTMAN. We went into much more detail, or I did, with respect
to Howard Hunt's plea of guilty, and the fact that Howard Hunt was
very concerned about his children when he would go to jail? and he
was very concerned about the possibility of Judge Sirica giving him
a substantial sentence.

In view of the fact that his wife had been killed less than a month
earlier, he was terrified with the prospect of receiving a
substantial sentence. Mr. Colson indicated that he was a very close
dear friend of Howard Hunt, that if necessary he would take Howard
Hunt's children into his own home, that in his opinion it would be
outrageous if Judge Sirica would give him a substantial sentence
because of his own health problems, his family's health problems
and his service to the country, and because of the nature of the
offense.

And he told me to go back to Howard Hunt and to indicate to him that
he would always be a close friend of Howard Hunt's and that he
would do anything whatsoever to assist Howard Hunt as a friend,
whether he was in or out of the White House.

Mr. DOAR. Let me ask you this: prior to the time that Mr. Colson
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made that statement to you, I would like to ask you whether or not
you
had asked Mr. Colson what he could do if Hunt got a substantial

sentence ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I never asked him that sentence.

Mr. DOAR. YOU never did 2

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. DOAR. Words to that effect, in that substance ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I do not recall ever asking Mr. Colson what he could

do. I pointed out on behalf of my client the tremendous problems, and
I was very specific, with respect to his four children, three of which
had serious problems. And I went into great detail, and I went into
the
problems that Mr. Hunt had, Mr. Hunt's own personal problems, and
I did not ask Mr. Colson specifically what he could do. But, I did con
vey to him the fact that Howard Hunt wanted to know whether or
not if he received a substantial sentence from Judge Sirica, whether

or not he could help him in some way.

Mr. DOAR. And when you say he, you mean Charles Colson ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Oh, yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. Now, did you have any further conversation with Charles

Colson abut Howard Hunt ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I recall a telephone call that eventuated in a conver

sation with Mr. Colson sometime in the middle of January in which
he placed, and the conversation took place after Mr. Hunt had pled
guilty. He pled guilty in January or I should say the court permitted
him to plead guilty on January 11, 1973. Sometime thereafter Mr.
Colson called me, and I spoke with him, and he indicated that Mr.
Hunt



would appear on national television, the first time Mr. Hunt, to my
knowledge, had spoken to the press, and had made a short statement

on national television.

Mr. Colson indicated to me that he had observed Mr. Hunt on

television, that he thought he made a tremendous impression, and
that certainly many people would
be sympathetic with respect to his
situation. And he advised me to indicate to Mr. Hunt that it might
not be in his interest to continue talking to the press because of the

way that they had of distorting things.

I indicated to Mr. Colson that I didn't think that would be. a prob

lem, that I had  always advised Mr. Hunt not to talk to the press, and
that I did not think it was in his best interest. That was the
substance

of that conversation.

Mr. DOAR. NOW, did you have any further conversations with Mr.

Colson about your client; Mr. Hunt ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I know I had discussion with Mr. Colson later, and

I believe the substance of those conversations related to the Novem
ber 1972 conversation that Mr. Hunt had with Mr. Colson in preparing
Mr. Hunt for grand jury appearances. Mr. Hunt began
testifying before the Federal grand jury almost immediately after
he was sentenced on March 23. And I would determine in advance
of each grand jury appearance the areas in which the prosecutor
would ask Mr. Hunt questions. I would then have conversations with
Mr. Hunt, and I would also endeavor to determine independently
what other witnesses might testify to in order to refresh Mr. Hunt's

recollection.



25

It was in that connection that I went to see Mr. Colson. This was

probably sometime in April or May of 1973. And I asked him? and
I probably spoke to him and his attorney David Shapiro. and I
asked them what, or asked Mr. Colson, what his recollection was of
the November 1972 conversation. because Mr. Hunt was going to be

asked about it, and had a very dim recollection of it.

And I was informed at that time! for the first time that the con

versation had been recorded. And I asked for a copy of the transcript.
I was given a copy of it, went back to see Mr. Hunt in jail and gave

it to him.

Mr. DO OR. And did you read it before. you gave it to him ?

Mr. BITT MX\N. Oh yes, I did.

Mr. DOAR. Now, did you have a conversation in the middle of March
with Mr. O'Brien with respect to Mr. Hunt ?

Mr. BITTM:AN. Yes, sir, I did.

Mr. DOAR. And can you fix the time of that conversation ?

Mr. BITTMAN. To the best of my recollection, it was March 16, 1973.

Mr. DOAR. What is the basis of your recollection ?

Mr. BITTMA:X. Notes that I have in my day book.

Mr. DOAR. What kind of notes and what kind of a day hook?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, I have Mr. Hunt in my office at 2 p.m. on March 16,
and that's the only way that I can fix the date of that meeting.

Mr. DOAR. For how long a period was Mr. Hunt in your office that day
?

Mr. BITTMAN. I believe it indicates approximately an hour.



Mr. DOAR. So, you have in your daybook MI. Hunt's being ill your office
on the 16th of March from 2 to 3 p.m ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Either 2, 2:45 or 2 to 3, yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. Can you tell the committee whether or not as a lawyer are
you a meticulous recordkeeper with respect to your appointments ?

MI. BITTMAN. No—well, it depends. This particular notation, Mr. DOAR,
says conference with Hunt, et cetera. So, if you asked me about that
particular conference I wasn't very meticulous. With respect to
other conferences I might be, depending on the tenor of each
conference.

Mr. DOAR. I am asking you whether that entry in your notebook, or
log, or daybook, or whatever you call it, was made in your usual
practice contemporaneous w ith the conference ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Mr. Doar, I have to answer that question in this way: It
depends how busy you are. If you can do it contemporaneously, you
do. But, there are many occasions in which I sit back in the evening,
and sometimes even the next morning to reconstruct what I did on a
particular day. I rec(mstructed all of my hours during the period of
time that I represented Mr. Hunt, and I was averaging 60 billable
hours a week for that entire period. That does not include many other
activities that I, professional activities in which I was engaged, and
so I would attempt to do it, you know, contemporaneously, but I can't
say, you know, I always did it.

Mr. DOAR. Mr. Bittman, all I am trying to find out is how confident
you are that Mr. Hunt was in your office on the 16th of March
between 2 and 2:45 ?
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Mr. BITTMAN. I am only confident because I am normally fairly
accurate in my making that kind of reference. I think I know what
you are driving at, because there is a discrepancy between the
testimony of David Shapiro who also has Howard Hunt in his office
at 2 on the same day. I cannot reconcile that discrepancy.

Mr. DOAR. Did you keep timesheets of your work for Mr. Hunt ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. Did you check the timesheets later to see whether they
showed

Mr. BITTMAN. My timesheets are—right from my daybook. They would
be absolutely consistent with my daybook. Everything goes into my
daybook, and then subsequently it is dictated to my secretary. But, I
dictate from my daybook, so whatever the computerized timesheets
would show, it would come directly from the daybook.

Mr. DOAR. The question was whether you looked at the timesheets,
checked them?

Mr. BITT}IAN. No, sir. I looked at my daybook.

Mr. DOAR. All right. Well now we have Mr. Hunt, according to your
testimony, in your office at 2 on the 16th ?

Bittman. Yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. Did you place a phone call to anyone on that occasion for
Mr. Hunt ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I did.

Mr. DOAR. And to whom did you call ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I called Paul O'Brien.

Mr. T)o.AR. And at whose request did you call Paul O'Brien ?

Mr. BITTMAN. At Mr . Hunt s request. I told Mr. O'Brien

Mr. DOAR. Wait a minute.



Mr. BITTMAN. Excuse me.

Mr. DOAR. You called MI . O'Brien at Mr. Hunt's request ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. Had you called Mr. O'Brien theretofore at Mr. Hunt's request
?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, I had many conferences with Mr. O'Brien.

Mr. DOAR. No the question is, had you called Mr. O'Brien at Mr. Hunt's
request before that particular time?

Mr. BITTMAN. The reason I am confused is because there was a time
approximately 2 or 3 weeks earlier than that that Mr. O'Brien had
met with Mr. Hunt in my office and I don't recall whether or not that
was inadvertent that Mr. O'Brien just happened to be there. or
whether or not I had called Mr. O'Brien, or Mr. O'Brien wanted to talk
to Mr. Hunt. But, I do recall there was an earlier meeting I believe in
February between the two of them at which I was not present where
there was a discussion concerning the possible testimony of Mr. Hunt
before a congressional committee.

Mr. DOAR. So at any rate, you called Mr. O'Brien. What did you say to
him ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I told him that Mr. Hunt was in my office, that he
wanted to talk to him.

Mr. DOAR. What did Mr. O'Brien say ?

Mr. BITTMAN. He thought about it, and he said he would be over. His
office was approximately a half a block from mine.
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Mr. DOAR. And at the time that you made that call Mr. Hunt was in
your office ?

Mr.Bittman. I believe he was

Mr. DOAR. And by that I mean in the same room that you were in 8

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't know for sure, but I believe he. was.

Mr. DOAR. And did Mr. O'Brien come over to the office ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. Yes; he did.

Mr. DOAR. And did you have a discussion with him ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes; I did.

Mr. DOAR. Was the discussion in Mr. Hunt's presence ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I believe it was.

Mr. DOAR. Can you tell the members of the committee what that
discussion was ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir. I am certain it was a very brief conversation
in which I would have told or told Mr. O'Brien that Mr. Hunt wanted to
talk to him because he was very concerned about the fact that
within a week he was going to go to jail, and that he was very
concerned about accumulating legal fees and living expenses that he
wanted to discuss with Mr. O'Brien and the two of them then had a
meeting in a vacant office in our office suite at which I was not
present.

Mr. DOAR. Did you suggest that the meeting—that they go into another
office and talk ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I doubt that.

Mr. DOAR. Well

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't; know who suggested it, but I customarily— that
would not be—that suggestion would not have been made by me.



Mr. DOAR. Well then, did anybody suggest that you should be ex cluded
from this meeting ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Mr. Doar. I can't answer that question. I just don't know
. All T know is I wasn't t pr esent at their meeting.

Mr. DOAR. And did you arrange for them to go into another office ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, i did.

Mr. T)OAR. How long were they gone ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I can only guess. My guess would be half an hour, 45
minutes. I just don't recall.

Mr. I)OAR. What do you remember next about that ?

Mr. BITTMAN. The two of them returned to my office. Again there was
a very brief discussion, Mr. O'Brien and Mr. i Hunt. Mr. Hunt informed
me, and I am a little cloudy as to whether or not Mr. O'Brien was
present or not but he could have been, so I will testify to the
conversation, that Mr. O Brien had suggested that he could not do

anything with respect to Mr Hunts attorneys fees and living expenses
and that he suggested that he contact his close friend. Charles
Colson. And he had suggested that Mr. Hunt write a memorandum to
Mr. Colson and Mr. Hunt did not feel that was appropriate. I was
asked to call Mr. Colson by Mr. Hunt.

Now, at what point Ml . O Brien was there or M as not there, I don't
know. But in any event, I called Mr. Colson's secretary informed the
secretary that Mr. Hunt wanted to talk to him. Either during that
conversation or in a callback conversation, I was informed,
probably—because I am not sure—by Mr. Colson's secretary tha/t Mr.
Colson did not feel it was appropriate to talk to Mr. Hunt, but Mr.
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Shapiro, his attorney, would. And I conveyed that information to Mr.

Hunt.

Mr. DOAR. Was that the first time that Mr. Colson had ever advised

you or his secretary that Mr. Colson didn't fee} it was appropriate
for

himtotalktoMr. Runt?

Mr. BRAN. This could have been alluded to on January 3 and 4,

that Mr. (Colson did not feel it was advisable to talk to Mr. Hunt,

but I am not sure.

Mr. DOAR. But it could have been—

Mr. BITTMAN. It certainly could have been.

Mr. DOAR. Now, did you get a call subsequent to that meeting on

the 16th from Mr. Baker ?

Mr. BTTTMAN. Certainly not immediately

Mr. DOAR. Not immediately there but subsequent to the meeting?

Ml. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. Can you tell the members of the committee when you

got that call ?

Mr. BITTMAN. To the best of my recollection, I would(l have received

a telephone call on the evening of March 21. but I cannot be positive.
It would have, again come around(l 9 or 10 o'clo(k, asking me if I
would deliver an envelope to Mr. Hunt. I said that I would. An en
ve]ope or envelopes was delivered to me that evening.

Mr. DOAR. How was it delivered ?



Mr. BITTMAN. In the mailbox

Mr. DOAR. Where is your mailbox located ?

Mr. BITTMAN. It is at the end of the driveway.

Mr. DOAR. About how far from your house?

Mr. BITTMAN. A hundred yards 75 yards. I don't know.

Mr. DOAR. Did you go out the 75 yards that evening and pick up

the envelope ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I did. I then called Mr. Hunt the next morning.

Mr. DOAR. Now, wait, before you got, to that. was this the same kind

of envelope or a different envelope ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I am not sure. I seem to recall that it was not the

same kind of envelope. I seem to recall that it was a different kind

of envelope.

Mr. DOAR. How different was it ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I have in the back of my mind that there were four

envelopes. No one has ever testified to that, but that is what my

recollection is. So I can only testify here what my recollection is.

Mr. DOAR. Did you feel the envelopes when you took them out of

the mailbox ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I had them in my hand. yes, sir.

Mr. I)OAR. Did you notice anything unusual about the envelopes?

Mr. BITTMAN. I did not.



Mr. DOAR. Did you realize that there was money in the envelopes ?

Mr. BITTMAN, I suspected there was. But I was not sure and did not

learn positively until Mr. Hunt,'s subsequent grand jury testimony,

at which I asked him a specific question.

Mr. DOAR. And what did you do with the envelopes ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Brought them into my home and called Mr. Hunt the

next morning and he came over to pick them up.
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Mr. DOAR. Was the call made by Mr. Baker after you picked up the
envelope to find out if you had gotten it?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't recall such a call. I mean I can't say that it
didn't happen, but I do not recall a conversation that I had after I had
obtained an envelope. I don't recall such a conversation, but 1 would
not want to say that it could not have happened.

Mr. DOAR. And you called MI . Hunt that night or the next morning ?
Mr. BITTM.~N. I called him the next morning.

Mr. DoAR. And what did you say to him ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I said I received a telephone call, Howard, and there is
an envelope here, or envelopes, whatever it was, would you come
over and pick them up.

Mr. DOAR. And did he ?

Mr. BITTMAN. He did.

Mr. I)OAR. And did you deliver that envelope to him ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I did.

Mr. I)OAR. What did he say at that time ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Nothing.

Mr. DOAR. Was the envelope opened in your presence?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. DEAR. Now, I have asked you about the total amount of your
attorney's fees, or the attorneys' fees of your friends in connection
with your representation of Mr. Hunt. I would like to ask you how has
your former law firm handled those fees? Did they handle those any
different than ordinary legal fees that came to the firm?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, initially, the $25; ()00 was put into a special
account. Approximately 2 months later, the special account was
transferred to the firm's regular account. The entire $1.56,000 was
handled through the firm's regular account, hut subsequently, the



firm put $156, 000 into an escrow account and that is where the
money is today.

Mr. OOAR. Can you fix the time ?

Mr. BITTMAN. It was probably sometime in August or September of
1973, well after the receipt of the latest legal fee.

MI . I-DOAR. Prior thereto, was the money taken into income ?

BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. VOAR. By the partners ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir; and tax paid on it.

Mr. DOAR. And tax paid on it. And the decision to do that was a
decision of the managing partners of the firm ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir; it was a partnership decision, in which the
partners voted to escrow that sum of money.

Mr. DOAR. That is all the questions I have, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. DONOHUE; presiding]. Mr. St. Clair.

Ml. ST. CLAIR. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Bittman, have you been interviewed by the staff of this
committee ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I have.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. For what period of time, approximately?

Mr. BITTMAN. A week ago Sunday I believe, I was interviewed by Mr.
I)oar, Mr. Jenner, and Mr. Nussbaum for approximately 3 or 4 hours,
on a Sunday.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Thank you.

41-574 O - 74 - 3
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Mr. BITTMAN. Then I was also interviewed the next evening by them
for several hours, which I believe was last Monday night, a week ago
Monday. I am sure if I am incorrect I hope they correct the record(l.
That is my r ecollection.

Air. ST. CLAIR. Well that is consistent with their work schedule.

It is true, however, that you and I have never met before ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Not until this morning, Mr. St. Clair.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Now, Mr. O'Brien, excuse me—I beg your pardon. Mr.
Bittman.

When on the 16th of March of 1973 you had a talk with Mr. Hunt about
asking Mr. O'Brien to come over—do you recall just testifying about
that?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Had you any talk—just yes or no with Mr. Hunt about
arrearages in his legal fees ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I could have. I have no clear recollection of whether or
not—I had several discussions w ith Mr. Hwlt. about the outstanding
balance of his legal fees. Whether or not we had a discussion on that
date or not, I really do not recall. But I could have.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. This had been a matter, however, of discussion
between you?

Mr. BITTMAN. Oh, yes sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And I take it it was a matter of some concern to Hogan
& Hartson ?

WIT . Mr BITTMAN;. Yes sir'. And a concern to Me. Hunt.

Mr. St. CLAIR. And to Mr. Hunt as well.

And I assume you informed him of the extent of that arrearage ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes sir'.



MI. ST. CLAIR. And if I suggest $75,000, would that be the
approximate amount?

Mr. BITTMAN. I have to back-track. I don't recall an arrearage of
$75,000. Mr. Hunt paid to my firm in late January $50 000. In April,
after he was incar(erated, he paid—these are all by check—$60 000.
My recollection is that when he paid the $60,000 in early April that
came close to covering the outstanding balance of attorneys fees and
disbursements through the end of March. That is the best way I can
answer that question.

Mr. St. CLAIR. I see.

Mr. DONOHUE Just a moment.

Mr. Bittman, this was a conversation between you and your client
that you are now relating to Sir. St. Clair ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir, he asked me a g eneral question whether I
discussed the outstanding balance of attorneys' fees with Mr. Hunt
from time to time, and I answered that I did.

Mr. DONOHUE. But this was a private conversation between you and
your client ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, but I did not testify to the substance of the
conversation that I had with Mr. Hunt, Mr. Chairman. At least to the
best of my knowledge, I didn't.

I then recited payments of attorneys' fees that were paid by Mr. Hunt
to the firm in January and in April. But I did not attempt to recite
any such conversation.
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Mr. DONOHUE. I am referring to the conversation that took place

between you and your client on March 16, which you are now relating

to Mr. St. Clair. Is that so ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir, I do not—I don't think the record will reflect

that, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. DONOHUE. I am sorry. Y ou may proceed. Mr. St. Clair.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Thank you, ~~.Mr. Chair man.

Well, as a result of the conversations that you had with Mr. Hunt,

were you of the view that he was concerned about getting money to

pay you?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CL-AR. Now, sir, if we may go back l)riefly, you stated that

your initial retainer resulted from a visit at your home by Mr. and

MIS. Hunt, is that right ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That is correct.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did you consider that you represented both Mr. and

Mrs. Hunt ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, I did, and the retainer letter of July 10, 1972, so

reflects. It was signed by both of them.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. If you know were there any proceedings then pend

ing against her or threatened against her at the time of your initial

r etainage ?



Mr. BITTMAN. Certainly a criminal investigation. Mr. Hunt had not

yet been named as a defendant in a civil suit. That came later. But it
appeared to me that he would be named in the near futures and he

was.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. My question, sir, was directed to Mrs. Hunt. Was

there any pending investigation or any pending claims against Mrs.

Hunt, to your knowledge, at the time of your original retainer

Mr. bittman. You say claim. I mean she had been interviewed by

the F13I. But that is the extent of it at that time. But she had been

interviewed by the FBI prior to my being retained.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I see. And was it in colmection with that interview

that she retained you as her attorney 2

Mr. BITTMAN-. Dorothy Hunt retaining me came about as a result of

the meeting on January excuse me, of July 3 and July 4 in my home,
when we discussed what the prospects would be in the future; and

therefore, it was agreed that I should represent both of them.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And did you treat them for record purposes within

your office as a single client or as separate clients ?

MI. BITTMAN. As a single client. I also represented the children, who

testified before the grand jury.

MI. SI. CLAIR. I see. And they were included within this single

record of representation. in any event ?

Mr. BITT)IAN . There is no specific reference or no retainer in
writ ing



that I represented the children before the grand jury, but certainly, I
felt that it was my obligation as the family's attorney to represent

them, and I did.

Mr. JST. CLAIR. And were the fees collected by Hogan & Hartson

in connection with this family representation, as well as Mr. Hunt

himself ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.
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Mr. ST. CLAIR. Thank you.

Now, sir, your first contact with persons other than your client r
elating to the matters about which he consulted you I take. it, was
on or about July 6 ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That is correct.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Where you met with a Mr. Mardian, a Mr. Parkinson, and
a Mr. O'Brien.

Mr. BITTMAN. And a Mr. Jackson.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. A Mr. Jackson. I knew that

Alr. BITTMAN. And a partner of mine was with me at that time.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Mr. Mittler ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Mr. Mibtler, correct M-i-t-t-l-e-r.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And he attended w ith vou as—both of you representing
then the Hunt family ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Who was Mr. Jackson ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Mr. Jackson is a partner of Mr. Parkinson's.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And they were representing, according to your
understanding, what party or parties ?

Mr. BITTMAN. The CRP, as special counsel in the litigation.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I see. And who, according to your understanding, did
Mr. O'Brien represent ?

Mr. BITTMAN. He also represented the CRP as special counsel in
connection with the pending litigation. They were from different law
firms.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Yes, we understand that.



Mr. Mardian ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Was a general counsel of the CRP, who apparently had
retained Mr. Parkinson and O'Brien.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. All right. And you were anxious—the purpose of the
visit, I take it, was investigatory on your part.

Mr. BITTMAN. It was a factfinding mission, to find out what I could 3
(lays after I was retained.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Fine. And you were especially interested in what had
happened concerning a safe at the EOB that Air. Hunt used, is that
right ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That is correct.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. You have referred to that in your conversation and
testimony as Mr. Hunt's safe, have you not ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did Mr. Hunt, to your knowledge, own that safe ?

Me. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. It was the property of the U.S. Government, was it not
?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, it was.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. It was used by him in the course of his employment ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. It was not a personal safe, was it ?

Mr. BITTMAN. As far as Mr. Hunt was concerned it was a personal
safe ?

Mr. ST. CLAIR. No. I am asking you did you determine that it was a
personal safe ?
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Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir; I believe you are correct. It was a safe owned
by the Federal Government and used by Mr. Hunt in his private office.

Mr. KST. CLAIR. It was used by—well, Sir. Hunt occupied an office
that was owned by the IJ.S. Government as well ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I w on't quarrel with that.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. All right.

Now, for reasons that we can readily understand, you sought to find
out information concerning this because you were preparing a motion
to suppress, right ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did you have in mind when you were seeking this
information perhaps prosecuting a motion to suppress ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir, I did, but the indictment was not returned
until September 15.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. No, but that is the purpose of your investigation, as a
background for a possible motion to suppress ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir, I thought there was a possibility of tainting
the entire Government's case because of the illegal search and
seizure.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Or alleged illegal search and seizure ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I felt strongly then and still feel strongly that it was
an illegal search.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Fine, but it is still an allegation, is it not?

MI. BITTMAN. It is my allegation.

Mr. ST.C LAIR. Thank you.

Now- Mr. Bittman~ in connection with that, you made inquiries as to
the duration of Mr. Hunt's employment, did you not? At the White
House ?



Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir, I learned that from my client. I did not ask Mr.
Mardian, Mr. O'Brien, or Mr. Parkinson about MI. Hunt's employment.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. You did not ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I did not.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Now, at some point you made inquiries, as I understand
it, about the duration of Mr. Hunt's employment?

Mr. BITTMAN. On January 3 was the first time I discussed that with
Mr. Colson,1973.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Was this before or after the filing of a motion to
suppress 2

Mr. BITTMAN. Afterward.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Was it before or after a hearing on that motion ?

Mr. BITTMAN. It was after oral argument before Judge Sirica with
respect to the motion to suppress and Judge Sirica had ruled that
there would be a hearing on the motion to suppress after the jury
had been selected and sequestered. So, it was after oral argument,
after a ruling, but before the hearing. No hearing ever took place.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. All right. Mr. Colson as I understand it informed you
that according to his information and his view, Mr. Hunt's
employment at the F,OB terminated with the end of March of 1973 ?

Mr. BRITTMAN-. That is what he told me.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did you ever learn from any source, sir, whether
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or not Mr. Hunt received compensation from the White House staff
for any period following March 30 ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Based on my investigation, I ascertained that he did
not.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. So that it is clear from your investigation that Mr.
Hunt received no compensation for any period of time after March
30, 1973, is that right ? 1972 excuse. me.

Mr. BITTMAN. I believe that is correct.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Thank you.

Now, sir, directing your attention to strike that.

In the course of your investigation did you ascertain what had
happened to the contents of this safe ? I think you mentioned
perhaps the FBI had acquired all or some of them ?

Mr . BITTMAN. Well. I learned certain information and as time went
on, I learned other infor mation.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I see. I)id you ever learn that the FBI had acquired all
or some of the contents of this safe ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I v. as informed by the prosecutors, both in their
written response to my motion to suppress and in conversations
with them, that all of the items and material that was in Hunt's safe
had been first turned over to the FBI and then by the FBI to the
prosecutors. I know that that is not true.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. So that you were informed initially that at least some
of the information had been turned over to the FBI ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir, I had been informed that all the information
had been

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Well, at least some of it. That is semantics.

I withdraw the question.

Mr. BITTMAN. It may be semantics, but I was informed that all of it



was and I went down there to examine the information that had been
turned over, and indicated not only to the prosecutors but also to the
FBI agent in charge that this v as not everything that was in Mr.
Hunt's safe. The FBI showed me the personal inventory at that time
in an effort to reassure me that everything was there.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. That is, you gathered from what the FIJI told you that
they thought they had the entire contents of the safe ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Those representations were made to me.

Mr. ST. CL.AR. You thought it was inappropriate that the FBI had any
part of the contents of this safe ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Certainly. I wanted to—this information was my
client's property and I was defending him in a criminal case and I
wanted to review it to find out if it was germane to the case in
which he was charged.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did they let you review what they had ?

Mr. BITTMAN. They let me review what they had, yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Thank you. And that was consistent with the practices
as you understood them, presumably as Mr. Doar understands them ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That is correct. But of course, they didn't permit me
that review until I filed the motion to suppress and Judge Sirica so
ruled.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. You weren't surprised about that, were you ?
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Mr. BITTMAN. I asked to review it before I even filed the motion and
they would not show it to me.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Well, sir, let s move along.

The motion itself, I guess, was ever acted upon because of the
ultimate decision of your client to plead guilty ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That is correct

Mr. ST. CLAIR. At this conversation on July 6, do I understand that
you made or a discussion took place as to who your client worked for
?

Mr. BITT}IAN. No sir, I informed them that I had been informed that
MI. Hunt was working for Mr. I,iddy.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I see. You informed the others at this meetings

Mr. BITTMAN Yes sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. But at that time, you did not know, as I understand it,
W}lO MI . Liddy was or for whom he worked 8

Mr. BITTMAN. No; I don't think that is correct.

MI . ST. CL SIR. What was your understanding as to who Mr. Liddy was
and for whom he worked ?

Mr BITTMAN-. I believe that I learned within 3 days after I began
representing Mr. Hunt that Mr. Liddy was general counsel to at least
one of the committees of the CRP; whether or not it was the Finance
committee or not, I don't knew if I knew at that time. But I knew he
was an attorney for one of the committees.

Mr. St.. CLAIR. And l Hunt worked for him ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That is what I mentioned at this meeting.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. All I right.

NOW, sir-, with respect to Hunt's employment, from what
organization~ if you know, did he receive compensation for the



period of time following the end of March 1972 ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Do I know what my knowledge was at the time or what
my know-ledge is now a

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Well, first at the time and now if you can help us.

Mr. BITTMAN. I am not sure that I had that specific knowledge at the
time.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Well. then what is your current knowledge ?

Mr.BITTMAN The current knowledge is that from time to time, he
would receive funds, apparently from Ml . LIddy.

Mr. St . CLAIR. Did you ever hear of Mullen & Co. ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes sir, I have. but of course, at the time that I
represented Mr. Hunt he had(l been fired by Mullen n & Co.

Mr. ST. CL.AIR. I see. Did he ever work for the Mullen & Co. or w as he
compensated by that company during any of the time that he worked
for you ?

M:r. BITTMAN. No. When he was my client not when he worked for me.

Mr. So. CLAIR. Excuse me, when he was y our client.

Mr. BITTMAN. I had been informed(l by Mr. Mullen that they were
going to fire him or had fired him.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. What was the reason for those conversations?

Mr. BITT)l AN. I wanted to find out if he was employed, if Mr. Hunt
received any additional compensation. If they had fired him, I wanted
to find out whether or not he was entitled to any severance pay.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Whom did you talk to at Mullen & Co. ?
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Mr. BITTMAN. Mr. Bennett.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did you know anything about Mullen & Co. at the time ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Only that Mr. Hunt was vice president.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Is that all you knew about it ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Gradually I learned more about it, Mr. St. Clair, but I
knew very little about it at the time.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. At the time. I see.

When did Mr. Bennett tell you that Mr. Hunt had been fired, if he did ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I am sure it would be sometime during the first 2 or 3
weeks that I had been retained by Mr. Hunt.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. So that it was your understanding from Mr. Bennett's
statements that Hunt had been fired sometime early in July ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't recall exactly when he had been fired, but at
some time, he had been fired or dismissed or—I don't think he ever
resigned, let me put it that way.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. All light.

My question is then, sir, was it at that or from other information
available to you that you learned that Mr. Hunt had worked for Mullen
& Co. from March 30, I guess, until early July 1972 ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir; I learned that

Mr. ST. CLAIR. So that—I am sorry, finish 

Mr. BITTMAN. I learned that Hunt had been employed by Mullen & Co.
ever since he resigned from the CIA up until the time he had been
fired by the Mullen Co. following the break-in on June 17.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. It was your information that Mr. Hunt. even while he
was on the payroll at the White House, was in the employ of the

Mr. BITTM.\N. No, sir; I don't think I said that. I said Mr. Hunt had been



employed by Mullen & Co. following his resignation from the CIA.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. When was that ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't recall the specific date when he resigned from
the CIA.

Mr. St. CLAIR. Approximately ? Say the year ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't know. App)roximately a year and a half. But
when he resigned from the CIA, he then became employed by Mullen

&Co.

Mr. ST.CL.\IR. Then he went on the White House ?

Mr. BITT}MAN. Yes, sir; he was on the White House payroll and(l in the
Mullen Co. employ simultaneously.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. So he continued on the Mullen & Co. payroll after he
left the White House payroll. Is that your understanding?

Mr. BITTMAN. That is a difficult question to answer, because I

Mr. ST.CLAIR. AN Well. he was fired July 1972 ?

Mr. BlTT]fANT. No; but I don't think Mr. Hunt aceepts the fact that he
did not work for the White House after late March 1972.

Mr. ST CLAIR. I didn't ask whether he worked for. I said was paid
compensation for a period of time after March 30. You said he was
not paid compensation.

Mr. BITTMAN. To my knowledge, he was not.



Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did he continue to receive compensation from Mullen &
Co. after March 30,1972, to your knowledge ?

Mr.BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

MI. ST. CLAIR. ITP until such time as he was discharged in early July
1972.

Mr. BITTMAN. Whenever that was. I don't know.

Mr. ST. CLAIR.Whenever that was. Thank you, sir.

In addition, I take it, on Mr. Hunt's behalf you made efforts to find
out about the availability of a pension from, arising from his service
with the CIA ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Do you recall in that connection a suggestion that
maybe he ought to go back on the CIA payroll for a short period of
time so as to in some way solidify his claim ?

Mr. BIT I MAN. No, sir.

Mr. Sr. CLAIR. You don't ? Al] right.

Now, you said, sir, that you had received a call from a man named
Rivers of a rather peculiar nature relating to scripts and writers and
the like. Is that right 2

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And you said that in the course of your meeting on July
6, Mr. O'Brien had alluded to a similar type of conversation ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did Mr. O'Brien, in the course of that meeting, indicate
that he was as curious or as surprised by the type of conversation as
you were ?

Mr. BITTMAN. He indicated it was a curious call. I don t recall that he
hung up on Mr. Rivers like I did.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I see. Have you told us. so I can recall what O'Brien



said about a similar call being placed on him ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That is all I recall. It was mentioned in a very cavalier
way.

Mr. KST. CLAIR. Mr. Parkinson. however, later in the day said that
River s was OIV. to talk to.

Mr. BITTMAN. I believe it was that evening, .

Mr. ST. CLAIR. That evening ?

Sir. B ITTMAN. Yes! sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Were you a friend of Mr. Parkinson's incidentally ?

Mr. BITTMAN. The first time I met him in my life was that morning in
the office of Mr. Mardian, but I was aware of his reputation in the
law firm of which he was a partner.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Were you a friend of Mr. O'Brien's ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I had never met him up until that day.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And you had met Mr. Mardian, but I believe only briefly.

Mr. BITTMAN. I believe someone introduced me to him at one time.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. So these were not friends or close professional
associates ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That is right. I had met Mr. Jackson on prior occasions.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. But still only on a professional matter?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CIAIR. Now, when you received this call from Mr. Park



387

inson, you felt that Mr. Parkinson would be authorized to—well, let
me restate it.

You said you knew Mr. Parkinson and respected his reputation, as I
recall your testimony?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And you felt that basically, when he called you and
said that Rivers was all right to talk to, that he in substance was
vouching for him?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Is that right ?

Vouching for something that was legitimate, I take it?

Mr. BITTMAN. Absolutely.

MI. ST. CLAIR. That was what you intended, at least your state of
mind was, that Mr. Parkinson would vouch for something that was
legitimate and you would accept his word for that 2

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. All right. Then I think you told Mr. DOAR that in your
mind, as a result of that call from Ml. Parkinson, you believed, either
then or sometime shortly thereafter, that this was a representative
of a defense fund, so-called, is that right?

Mr. BITTMAN. That was my feeling; yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And YOU told us that as a result of one or more
conferences with your client and certain other events, as my notes
indicate, you concluded that there was in existence a defense fund ?

MI. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. YOU were aware of who the several defendants were in
addition to your client, wer e you not ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.



Mr. ST. CLAIR. YOU were also, of course, familiar with your own
client's general business affairs?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And did you have a belief that your client would be
able personally to pay the legal fees that were likely to occur from
his own funds?

Mr. BITTMAN. That is a difficult question to answer. because I think
the totality of my representation greatly exceeded what OUI—well,
let me rephrase that.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. YOU had to do a lot more work than you thought you
were going to have to do ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That is exactly correct. I don't think anyone anticipated
in early July 1972 how much work would be involved in the criminal
and civil cases.

MI . ST. CLAIR. It may come of interest to you that I am sympathizing
with you.

Now sir, your initial suggestion to him of a retainer was $25,000 in
cash—$25,000, was it not ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir. I never asked for cash.

Mr. ST CLAIR. I am sorry. I didn't mean to infer that you did.

Did you feel from what you know of your client's affairs that he
could afford $25,000 as a retainer ?

Ml. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Out of his own funds ?



Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR All right. Did you think that the other defendants were
in a position to pay substantial legal fees out of their own funds, if
you thought about it at all ?

Mr. BITTMAN. If I thought about it! I would have thought Mr. Liddy
could, being a practicing attorney for some years. But I would
certainly have had some doubt of the Cuban-Americans.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I see. Did these circumstances support your view that
there must be in existence a defense fund ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir, because of the F. Lee Bailey firm and Henry
Rothblatt representing these individuals.

Mr. ST. CL.AIR. Mr. Bailey is not noted for the smallness of his fees,
is he?

Mr. BITTMAN. That is my understanding.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I don't mean to be discourteous. He comes from my
city and in fact I am representative

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't think Mr. Rothblatt is noted for his small fees.
either.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. They were highly regarded in their professions, as you
know ?

Mr. BITTMAN. They had the reputation of being top criminal defense
lawyers.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Now, what other events, other than conversations with
your client, supported your view that there was in existence a
defense fund?

Mr. BITTMAN. I would say prinicipally the enormous publicity that
surrounded the civil suit that had been filed by the Democrats
against the Republicans.

Ml ST. CL.\IR. And you felt that the Republicans therefore were under
some pressure to provide a defense. is that it ?

Mr. BITTMAN. To at least make sure. that these people were



adequately represented, yes, sir.

MI. ST. CLAIR. And was that your understanding from all of the
circumstances and from all of the. information available to you as to
the existence and purpose of this fund ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr STCLAIR. Were you ever told at any time of any quid pro quo for
this defense fund on the part of your client that he would keep quiet
?

Mr BITTMAN. Never. I-'>y anyone.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Would you have had anything to do, sir, with any such
arrangement?

Mr. BITTMAN. No. sir, I would have gotten out of the case
immediately if anyone had ever suggested that l do anything in
behalf of Mr. Hunt that I didn't feel was essential in his behalf.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Do you have any reason to believe—just yes or no— that
Mr. Hunt concealed anything from you as his attorney ?

Mr. BITTMAN can't answer that question yes or no.

Mr. St. C:LAIR. You mean because of an attorney-client privilege ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No; it is just that there were many things that I
learned at later dates and I don't want to suggest that these things
were willfully concealed from me, but certainly I did not have the
totality of all of the facts early on in the representation.
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Mr. St.. CLAIR. I see. Well, at least at the time, did you have any
reason to believe that Mr. Hunt was conc e aling anything from you?

MI. BITTMAN. I would say it took a while to develop the kind of
relationship with}l him where he would tell me additional facts that
I needed to know. I mean I was not known as a Republican. He would
come to my office and see a picture of J. Edgar l Hoover and Bobby
Kennedy on the wall, and I think that it took a while before we
developed the kind of relationship) that was necessary. So therefore,
some of the facts came slowly.

MI-. ST. CLAIR. But eventua]ly, you became reasonably close to him,
did you not ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I did.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And you did a great number of things for him and his
family that probably weren't really called for, is that right?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes; I did, that is right.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. You in fact are a Democrat, aren't you ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I am an Independent.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. All right.

Now, sir, how often would you see Xfr. Hunt during, let's say, the
latter part of 1972 just briefly ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Virtually every day.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. This has always been a matter of some interest. You
say that you were logging about 60 billable hours a week on behalf
of Mr. Hunt ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No sir, on behalf of all clients. I was representing

Xfr. ST. CLAIR. I am sorry, on behalf of all of your clients.

Mr. BITTMAN. I was in charge of approximately 14 protracted
matters during this period of time, the representation of Howard d l
l Hunt being one of them.



Mr.-. ST. CLAIR. I see. Then I misunderstood your testimony. Can you
help us as to approximately how many hours during the latter part of
1972 you would log for Mr. Hunt or members of his family, on an
average, just so w e get a feel for it ?

Mr. BITTMAN. It varied substantially. I would say about one-third of
my time.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Well one-third of your

Mr. BITTM AN. I mean, for example, I started a protracted trial on
October 30, 1972, so obviously during that period of time, I put in
virtually no time. So it did vary But I would say on an average, it
would be about one-third.

MI. ST. CLAIR. And later, in the first part of 1973, up until the time
that you ceased to represent him on an average, could you give us an
idea ?

Mr. BITT. MAN-. From March—after March 23,1973 the time increased
substantially because of the numerous appearances that Mr. Hunt had
before the grand jury, the Senate Watergate Committee, the Armed
Services Committee, the Los Angeles District Attorney, and maybe
two or three that I can't remember.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Well, what about the period from January 1, 1973, up
until March 23 ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I would say that my time would have been substantially
decreased during that period of time. After January 11, which

was the date that he pleaded guilty.



Mr. ST. CLAIR. After January 11, and then up until March 23, 1973,
you devoted small amounts of time to Mr. Hunt, is that right ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes; I really can't give you a percentage, hut it
certainly was not as high as a third.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I observe. if my mathematics is right, that by March
16 or 19, whichever, the accrued legal fees, according to at least
what Mr. Hunt's belief was, were $75,000.

Mr. BITTMAN. I have never made that mathematical calculation in my
life, so I can't tell you about it.

MI. ST. CLAIR. Well, you received a payment of $60,000 ?

Mr. BITTMAN. This April, early April.

Mr. ST. CL.air. That was for services already rendered ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And you had already been paid $26,000 ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, I received $1,000 $20,000, and $50,000 up until
that time.

MI . ST. CLAIR. Would VOU add those up for me ? I can't do it.

Mr. BITTMAN. That is $96,000 that I had received for attorneys' fees

Mr. ST. CLAIR. UP until that time.

Mr. BITTMAN Continuing]. After January 2 or some such date when the
$5()?00() was paid.

Mr. ST. CL.AIR\AIR. And in addition to that, there was then an
arrearage that was satisfied by the payment of $60,000 ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.'. I think generally that is true.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. SO that $150,0(X) represented the services rendered
to March 21

Mr. BITTMAN-. Through March.



Mr. ST. CLAIR. Through March ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did you ever receive compensation for services
rendered, if you rendered any, after the end of March 1973 ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did you bill for it ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I had discussions with Mr. Hunt, but I never billed for
it.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did your firm ever bill for it ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

IMI. ST. CLAIR. YOU devoted a great deal of time on Mr. Hunt's behalf,
did you not, during that period following the end of March

Mr. B1TTMAN. A substantial amount of time.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Could you give us some estimate of the number of
hours, roughly ?

Mr. BITTMAN.-~X. I can't, but I am sure the legal fees that
accumulated after March 1!37;3 must exceed $50,000.

MI. Sl. CL.AIR. For which Mr. Hunt has never been billed, and of
course, has never paid ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That is correct.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Now sir with respect to Mr. Hunt's plea of guilty— just
yes or no—I assume he discussed that with you ?

Mr. BITTMAN. He did.
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Mr. Sl. CLAIR. You, I think, mentioned that in the course of your
examination by Mr. Doar that there was some connection between
that decision and the unfortunate death of his wife ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. Mr. Hunt spoke to me about that very matter on his
way back from Chicago on December 10, 1972, at my home.

MI. ST. CLAIR. And I take it

Mr. DONOHUE}. We will now recess until 2 o'clock because of the
quorum calls.

[Whereupon, at 12:15 p.m., the committee recessed to reconvene at 2
p.m., the same day.]

AFTERNOON SESSION

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will come to order. And Mr. Bittman, I
remind you you are still under oath.

Mr. BI BITTMAN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Chairman before Mr. St. Clair resumes his questioning, can I make
a very short statement to clarify the record ?

The CHAIRMAN. Of course. Proceed.

Mr. BITTMAN. According to my recollection! toward the end of the
proceedings this morning Mr. St. Clair was questioning me
concerning how many hours I was putting in on behalf of Mr. Hunt in
the first 3 months of 1973. And I believe I testified that time that I
was putting in on behalf of Mr. Hunt was substantially curtailed
during that period of time. I reflected on that over the luncheon hour
and I recalled something which I did not recall this morning and that
is that in the latter part of January 19743 Judge Richey lifted the
stay order on the civil proceedings and therefore commencing the
latter part of January 1973, the civil cases again became active.

And in checking a summary that I prepared for myself, I note that I
put in 256 hours of time on behalf of Mr. Hunt during the first 3
months of 1973.

Of course, that time would not include hours that were put in by



other attorneys in my law firm and I wanted to clarify.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. St. Clair.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Thank you, Mr. Chairman

Mr. Bittman, I think at the noon recess I had commenced to ask you
questions concerning MI. Hunt's decision to plead guilty. Am I correct
ill my memory that that decision was based on his family situation
that resulted from the untimely death of his wife ?

Mr. BITTMAN. It was almost solely based upon the effect that the
death of his wife had upon his family and himself.

MI. ST. CLAIR. Now, at some point you told Mr. Doar that you reviewed
your relationship with MI. Hunt with the executive committee of the
members of your firm. Is that correct ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Could I have the question read back, please ?

[Reporter reads prior question.]

MI. BITTMAN. I don't think that's correct.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Well, did YOU—I have a memory that you said that at
least insofar as the fee arrangements were concerned and/or the
manner of payment was concerned, you took that up with some, with
the executive committee of the firm ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I discussed the receipt of the $25,000 OII July 7, 1972



with the entire executive committee but did not the relationship
with Howard Hunt.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. May I ask you, Mr. Mittler attended the first meeting
you attended after you were retained by Mr. and Mrs. Hunt as I recall
i t  ?

BITTMAN. That is correct.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did he continue an association with you in this case?

Mr. BITTMAN. He worked with me very closely throughout my
relationship with Mr. Hunt.

Mr. ST. CL,AIR. I see. And did anyone else in the firm also assist you
?

Mr. BITTMAN. We had as many as five, six or seven lawyers working
on behalf of the various matters at any given time, depending on
where we were. But, I would say altogether during the 9-month
period we could have had as many as 15 different lawyers that at
one point had worked on a particular Hunt matter, motion, pleading
or what have you.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. But Mr. Mittler was sort of your assistant throughout
the entire representation ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, he was a partner and he and I worked very
closely] v, although I was the attorney in charge.

Mr. IST. CLAIR. I see. Well, with respect to the receipt of the
$2S,000, was it the fact that it was paid to you in cash that you felt
should be reviewed with the committee ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Both the fact that it was in cash and the manner of the
payment.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. YOU will have to refresh my memory. What was the
manner of the pavement ?

Mr BITTMAN. Well, the fact

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Down ill the lobby ?

Mr BITTMAN.~~l.vx. A telephone call lo receive the envelope that was



in the lobby.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I see. After reviewing that I assume you told the
committee everything that was appropriate to tell them with
respect to the fee arrangement and the manner in which it was paid
?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr.STCLAIR.tTnd after reviewing the matter, they approved it and
accepted the fun(ls AND(l deposited them in the firm account ?

MR. BITTMA.\N. They did.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did you have occasion thereafter to discuss with
members of the firm your financial arrangements and tile mann]ler
of payment with Mr. and(l Mrs. l Hunt ?

Mr. BITTMAN.-~X. As I indicated before, the receipt of the $20^000
was discussed and(l w as given to the office manager on or about
O(tober 13 1972. And from time to time I would have a discussion
with a member of the executive committee concerning the fact that
the legal fees were building up.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Or he would have a discussion with you about them ?

Mr. BITTMAN. It could well have been that way; yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. But in any event on the $20,000-payment, again I take
it you reviewed the manner of that payment with someone else in
the firm?

Mr. BITTMAN. It is my recollection I discussed it with a member of
the executive committee.



Mr. ST. CLAIR. And you told them all you knew that was pertinent to
the subject ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, that is correct. There wasn't much to know, just
a telephone call with the envelope that I gave to Mr. Hunt.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. In any event the member of the executive committee
of the firm- raised no objection to it and the money was accepted
and deposited in the firm account ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That's correct.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. A11 right. Did you have occasion to discuss with
members of the executive committee of the firm any other aspect of
your relationship with Mr. Hunt, let's say at least prior to March 31,
1973?

Mr. BITTMAN. I could have mentioned to them the receipt of the
85(),0()0 in January 1973 and the $(;0,000 in April 1973.

I don't recall as far as the $20,00() or whether or not I discussed
that immediately with a member of the executive committee. I am
not sure either, although I immediately gave it to the administrator
of the firm who deposited it into the regular firm account.

M1. ST. CLAIR. 011 the $50,000 do you recall IIOW whether or not you
discussed the circumstances of that payment with any member of
the firm ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't recall whether I did or not.

Xfr. ST. CLAIR. I see.

Ml. BITTMAN. Although

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I am sorry.

Mr. BITTMAN. Although because of the way that money was paid I
probably did. I just don't recall a conversation with any particular
individual. If you want me to get into that payment I will.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Well why don't you tell us about that payment?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, one of the matters that we are handling for
Howard Hunt was the administration of his wife's estate, and she



had taken out $250,000 of insurance on the fight, on the fatal flight.
And those insurance policies were turned over to me to be processed
by the firm. And based on conversations I had with Mr. Hunt, he
eventually endorsed in January a $75,()()0 check from Mutual of
Omaha to the law firm of Hogan & Hal tson to pay for $50,,000 in
legal fees. I then had the firm prepare a $25,00() check back to Mr.
Hunt. Now I would assume when I made those arrangements that
someone in the firm w as aware of it. The checks have to be
cosigned! but I just don't recall specifically what, if any
conversation I had concerning it.

Mr. ST. CI,Alil. SO that out of the $150,000 odd of legal fees paid to
Hogan & Hartson. to your knowledge. $50.000 out of that came out of
insurance policy proceeds due the estate of Mrs. Hunt'

Mr. BITTMAN-. I believe $100 000 came out of the estate of Dorothy
Hunt.

MI-. ST. CLAIR. $100,000 ?

Ml . BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr . X 1. CLAIR. Came out

Mr. BITMAN. And possibly $11() ()00.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And possibly $110,000. Can you identify the other
payments of legal fees ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. Yes, sir'.
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Mr. ST. CLAIR. That you describe as coming from the proceeds of the
insurance policy ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well], I just mentioned the $:0,000. I will now move to
early April of 1973, and at that time there was $100,000 in a
savings account at the Riggs Bank which had been used as collateral
for MI'. Hunt's bond. And the surety released his claim on that
savings account after Mr. Hunt went to jail and that $100.000 bond
had been set up as a result of proceeds of the insurance policies. And
Mr. Hunt signed documents releasing $50,000 of that savings account
to the firm for another $50, ()00 of legal fees.

In addition to that, I had been holding a $10,000 cashiers check for
him in the safe in my office. Before he went to jail he gave me that
$10,000 and asked me to hold it for him in the event there was any
family emergency. And I was told to also use that $1(),000 to make
up for $60,000. Since it was a cashier's check from Riggs I don't
know the source of that money.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. But you can identify $100,000 of the total of
$156,000 as coming from the insurance proceeds ?

WII. BITTMAN-. Yes; I can.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And it may be, as I understand your testimony, that an
additional $10,000 as well ?

Mr. BI1TMAN. It could be.

Mr. ST. CI AIR. Might have been paid out of those proceeds ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That's correct.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Has Ml s. Hunt's estate been finally settled ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't know. That matter has been turned over to Mr.
Snyder in Baltimore and I don't know the present posture of it.

MI'. ST. CLAIR. Thank you. Well now, you mentioned this morning that
you had received something on the order of 100 envelopes on behalf
of Mr. and Sirs. Hunt. I)o I get the impression that they were
directing the correspondence of mail to you for their benefit or their
account ?



Mr. BITTMAN. I don't know. There were numerous letters that were
sent to my home and to my office in care of Mr. Hunt and there were
also

Mr. ST. CLAIR. To Mr. Hunt car e of you ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Care of me, that's correct.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I see.

MI. BITTMAN. And as I said this morning there were letters,
envelopes that were sent to Mr. Hunt care of the I-.S. attorney's
office and care of tile Senate Watergate Committee. All of these
envelopes would be given to Mr. Hunt by me unopened.

Mr. ST. C r AIR. I see.

Now, did you receive hand(l delivery of envelopes other than the
three or four that you have testified you received as a result of calls
from a Mr. Baker ?

Mr. BITTMAN. The only other instance that I can recall receiving an
envelope that was hand delivered was at the funeral of l)orothy Hunt
which I atten(led. and at some time during the course of the funeral
Mr. Colson s secretary gave me an envelope, sealed envelope and
asked me to deliver it to Mr. Hunt which I did.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did you ever ascertain the nature of the enclosure?

 4,-s74 0 T4 4
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Mr. BITTMAN. Some time later, I am sure in connection with the
grand_ jury proceedings I learned that it was a letter of condolences
from Mr. Colson to Mr. Hunt.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Thank you. Now, sir, with respect to exhibits 1 and 2 1
that have been marked and received in evidence in connection with
your testimony, can you tell us first whether these are the only
written accountings sent to you by Mrs. Hunt ?

Mr. BITTMAN. To the best of my recollection, that is correct.

Mr. ST. CI AIR. Did you request these ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I did not.

Mr. St. CLAIR. Were you surprised to receive them ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, I was.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did you undertake to reject them or to return them?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, I did not.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Do you know any reason why Mrs. Hunt would feel
obligated to account to you for distribution of funds to the person
she has listed on each of these exhibits ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. The only way I can respond to the question is by
directing your attention to the substance of the first paragraph of
the memorandum dated September 19, 1972, which indicates that
she had been asked by Mr. Rivers to make an accounting.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I understand. But the accounting is not to Mr. Rivers, it
is to Mr. William O. Bittman.

Mr. BITTMAN. That's right. She asked me to show or hand these to Mr.
Parkinson which I did.

Mr. ST. CI AIR. I see. I was going to ask you what you did with them.

Mr. BITTMAN. And they were then put in my file and that is where
they remained until I turned them over to the Special Prosecutor's
office.



Mr. ST. CLAIR. Well, were they shown to Mr. Parkinson or delivered to
him ?

Mr. BITTMAN. They were shown to him and I recall he Xeroxed one of
them. I don't recall if he Xeroxed both.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I see. But you kept then the originals in your file?

Mr. BITTMAN. I kept the originals.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did you do anything else with respect to them, such as
check their accuracy or anything like that ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Non sir. I showed them to Mr. Parkinson, put them back
in my file and that's where they remained

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Do VOU know who made the distributions which are
referred to in each of these exhibits ?

Mr. BIITMAN-. The only knowledge that I have, only specific
knowledge I have is the testimony before the Senate Watergate
Committee and I believe Mr. Hunt testified about this in some detail.
That's the only knowledge that I have.

Mr. ST. CIAIR. And you didn't learn that until he testified in the
Senate Select Committee ?

Ml-. BITTMAN. That's correct.

Mr. ST. Cl A\IR. A;\rellF did you speak—just yes or no—did you speak
to Mr. Hunt about these accountings which when you received them
from his wife?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

1 See pp. 17 and 19.



47

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Do you know what is meant in the Bittman exhibit 2 by
the term "income replacement" 2

Mr. BITTMAN. I believe I do.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. What do you understand that to mean ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That that would be moneys paid to Mr. and Mrs. Hunt for
income that they have lost because MI. Hunt lost both of his jobs and
Mrs. Hunt was also fired by the Spanish Embassy shortly after the
Watergate break-in.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And insofar as Mr. Barker, and Mr. Sturgis, and Mr.
Martinez and Mr. Gonzales are concerned, what do you understand the
term to mean ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, I can't direct myself specifically to them but I
understand that all of the defendants lost their employment as a
result of the Watergate break-in.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. 1 see. And it was your understanding this was
intended to replace the lost income ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Thank you.

Now, sir, directing your attention to an occasion on which Mr. Hunt,
to your knowledge, met with Mr. O'Brien sometime prior to March 16,
can you tell us the circumstances of such meeting ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I recall that Mr. O'Brien wanted to talk to Mr. Hunt with
respect to Mr. Hunt's testimony before a congressional committee. I
don't even recall now if it was the Senate Watergate Committee or
it was the possibility of the Patman committee or some committee
Senator Kennedy was on, but I know he wanted to talk to Mr. Hunt
about that. And based on my recollection he did have such a
conversation with Mr. Hunt outside of my presence in February.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did he make arrangements for the meeting through you
?

Mr. BITTMAN. l don't believe so. As I said this morning it could have



even been a chance meeting because I don't have any recollection of
MI. O'Brien calling me or my calling Mr. O'Brien to set it up. I would
have had no reason to set up the meeting but I do recall such a
meeting took place.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. But Mr. O'Brien would have every reason to make an
arrangement to see your client through you?

Mr. BITTMAN. That's correct and Mr. O'Brien was the attorney for the
CRP at the time.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And in the normal course of events you would expect
that he would make arrangements through you to see your client ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That's correct.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And seek your permission 2

Mr. BITTMAN. That's correct.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Do you recall now that any such arrangements were
made ?

Mr. BITTMAN. It would not surprise me if I did make such a call. I
just don't recall it.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Do you have any recollection of objecting to the
interview ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No; if it was limited to that I would have had no
objection at all.
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Mr. ST.(:LAIR. And do you know whether or not—do you know anything
about whether or not an interview took place or what transpired
during the course of it ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I believe that such interview did take place, that there
was a very general discussion about the testimony by Mr. Hunt, and
that's all I know.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I see. You were not present ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I was not; present; no.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Now, sir, you told Mr. Doar that you believe it was on
March 16 that Mr. Hunt was in your office and requested another
meeting with Mr. O'Brien. Do you recall that testimony?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, I don't think that's exactly correct. You indicated
that Mr. Hunt requested another meeting with Mr. O'Brien. I don't
believe Mr. Hunt requested the first meeting.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Well, I didn't mean to assert that he did request it. But
that he have a meeting with AXE r. O'Brien ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And the meeting, the suggestion of a meeting with Mr.
O'Brien came f r om Mr. Hunt ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR All right. Did he seek—just yes or no—did he seek your
advice with respect to such a meeting 2!

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. As a result of it, I take it that it was sort of an
instruction you received from Mr. T I Hunt ?

Mr. BITTMAN. It was. You have to recall that this was approximately
a week before he was going to jail and Mr. Hunt was very emotional
and was under tremendous pressure during that period of time.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Do you have a record—you do have a record that he was



in your office on that date from 2 to approximately 3 o'clock?

Air. BITTMAN. Yes, I do.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Do you have a record that he was in your office on the
following Monday, the 19th ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Do you have a memory that he was in your office on
the following Monday ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir, I have no reference of any time for Mr. Hunt on
March 19 at all.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And you have made an effort to find out I take it?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, I have. I have reviewed my record.

Mr. ST. CL} IR. Now, with respect to the week ending March 16, do you
recall whether or not MI. Hunt had been in your office on any earlier
day during that week—earlier than the 16th ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I would have to check; I just don't recall.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. You have not checked that ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't recall specifically checking that. I know he was
in my office subsequent to the 16th but not on the 19th because he
and I spent many hours together preparing his statement that he
made subsequently before Judge Sirica at the time of sentencing on
March 23.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I see. But you did satisfy yourself from your records
at least that he was not in your office on the 19th ?
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Mr. BITTMAN. That's right. The reason I made that inquiry is because I
had been asked that specific question.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Right. And you searched your memory as well?

Mr. BITTMAN. That's correct. I have no recollection of talking to Mr.
Hunt or seeing Mr. Hunt on that date.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Is it your best memory, then, that this request of Mr.
Hunt that you contact Mr. O'Brien for him took place on the 16th ?

l.Mr. BITTMAN. Yes sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. A]1 right. Did Mr. Hunt tell you—just yes or no— what
he wanted to talk to Mr. O'Brien about ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And did you convey that information to Mr. O'Brien
when you made the request that he come over to see your client ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Either I stated that to him in the telephone
conversation or when Mr. O'Brien was briefly in my office before he
spoke with Mr. Hunt.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And would you tell us in substance what it was that
you said to Mr. O'Brien that your client had told you was the purpose
of the v isit ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I told Mr. O'Brien in substance that Mr. Hunt was
probably going to go to jail within a week and that certain
commitments had been made to him concerning his living expenses
and(l legal fees and that he wanted to discuss that matter with him.

Sir. ST. CLAIR. Have you finished your answer ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. In substance, that's all that you can recall that you
said to Mr. O'Brien regarding the purpose of this requested visit?

Mr. BITTMAN. That's correct.



Mr. ST. CLAIR. Was this the first time that you had heard anything
about commitments ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. When did you first learn anything about commitments
?

Mr. BITTMAN. During the first few days of my representation of
Howard Hunt.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. From what source or sources did you learn of such
commitments ?

Mr. BITTMAN . Well, we are kind of going in and around.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I understand.

Mr. BITTMAN. But let me—I would like to end it at this point but
based on conversations w ith Mr. Hunt.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Thank you. And I would like to inquire—I don't want to
inquire into conversations—I just want to know where you learned it,
s ir .

Now, sir, did you learn of any such commitments from any other
sources at or about that time ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. ST. Cl AIR. Did you learn of any such commitments from any other
sources at any other time prior to March 16?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. From what other sources and when ?

Mr. BITTMAN. The conversation that I had with Kenneth Parkinson.



Mr. ST.CLAIR. And when approximately was that ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I would say October or November of 1972.

Mr. ST. CLATR. Can you fix the place, or the manner in which you
learned it ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I believe it WAS in my automobile with Mr. Mittler
present and Mr. Parkinson and then a subsequent luncheon that I had
with him on Sunday at the Mayflower Hotel.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. During that same week R

Mr. BITTMAN. I believe it was within the same several day period.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Would you tell us in substance what you were e told by
Mr. Parkinson regarding the so-called committments ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, basically what I asked Mr. Parkinson was that Mr.
Hunt had been informing me that he had received commitments or
assurances that his legal fees and living expenses were going to be
taken care of. And I said, in Mr. Hunt's opinion this has not been done
and he is very concerned about it. I said I don t have any idea of the
specifics of these commitments but I said I would like you to
determine if you can, whether or not such commitments were, in
fact, made to Mr. Hunt, and; f they were made I would like to know it,
and if they were not made, J would like to know it. Mr. Parkinson
said, and I am just stating the substance of the conversation—I am
not trying to do it word by word, which I could not (lo—and I then had
lunch with him at the Mayflower Hotel and he indicated to me that he
had made an effort to find out and he told me that such assurances
had been made to Mr. Hunt and they would be honored.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Do you recall any further conversation on the point ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. That's what I recall.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I take it that during the course of your initial
discussions with Mr. Hunt during which he informed you about
commitments, you saw no reason why you should not continue to
represent Mr. Hunt ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Not because of his background with the CIA and covert
activities and things of that nature. I saw no reason why I could not
represent him under those. circumstances.



Mr. ST. CLAIR. And no reason why you couldn't continue to represent
him in the light of what he said to you about commitments

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

MI. ST. CLAIR. And the same is true of what you learned about these
commitments as a result of your talk with Mr. Parkinson ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That's correct.

Mr. ST. CLAIR I was a little inattentive. Could you tell me the date
again when you had these two discussions with Mr Parkinson ?

Mr. BITTMA.~~N. I would say that it would(l be the latter part of
October or early November of 1972.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Thank you very much. I should have paid closer
attention.

And thereafter, of course, you continued to represent Mr. Hunt and
Mrs. Hunt?

Mr. BITTMAN
 Yes! sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. As long as she lived ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, I did.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Going back then to the occasion on March 16, Mr.
O'Brien did come over to your office as a result of your request, did
he not ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, he did.
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Mr. ST. CLAIR. And did he meet with you before he met with your
client, if you recall ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't believe he did. I believe the conversation that I
have alluded to was in the presence of Mr. Hunt.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And so you have already testified with respect to that
?

Mr. BITTMAN. That's right.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. At some point then, both Mr. Hunt and Mr. O Brien
withdrew to another room ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That's correct.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Was there any particular reason why you separated
yourself from them ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. I have thought long and hard about that, Mr. St. Clair,
and I don't know unless it was just the press of other business.

I really don't recall the circumstances or why I did not attend that
particular conference.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. If Mr. O'Brien testified that you were on the phone
when he came in would that refresh your recollection?

Mr. BITTMAN. It does not refresh my recollection, but it could well
be. I am on the phone 50 t imes a day.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Let me ask you this: was your failure to attend, if you
can recall, a deliberate act on your part ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't believe so.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. In ally event, how long would you say they were
together ?

Mr. BITTM.\X. It s only a guess. Half an hour,45 minutes.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Of that magnitude in any event ?



Mr. BITTM.~N. I am not sure. It could have been 15 minutes. I am
really not sure how long that meeting lasted.

Mr. ST. CI AIR. When they came out, did you have a further discussion
with either or both of them with respect to the conference that we
had had ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. Yes, I did. I believe I testified to that this morning.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And have you told us all that you can recall of that?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Do you recall saying anything to Mr. O'Brien to the
effect that you had warned him that your client was nervous about
going to jai] under his family circumstances ?

Ml. BITTMAN. Well, certainly Mr. O'Brien knew that, and I am certain I
told him that he was more than nervous. He was distraught and very
upset.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I see. And do you r ecall your client in effect directing
Mr. O'Brien to go see Mr. Dean ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. You do not ? You do recall a suggestion by Mr. O'Brien
that Mr. Hunt might call Mr. Colson ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That was a suggestion that based—wells let me go
back. I do recall that conversation where I think Mr. O Brien was
present where he had suggested to Mr. Hunt to write a memorandum
to Mr. Colson and that Mr. Hunt did not want to write such a
memorandum, and therefore, Mr. Hunt asked me to call Mr. Colson to
ascertain whether or not Mr. Colson would see him.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did you get the impression that Mr. Hunt had no real
interest in contacting Mr. Colson but was very interested in having
Mr. O'Brien see Mr. Dean ?

Mr. BITTMAN. The name Dean w as not mentioned.
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Mr. ST. CLAIR. The name Dean was not mentioned ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did you has-e any information to the effect that Mr.
Hunt was going to request Mr. O'Brien to see Mr. Dean ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. When did you fir st learn that Sir. O'Brien left your
office and went to see Mr. Dean 2

Mr. BITTMAN. I would say at the time of Mr. Dean's testimony before
the Senate Watergate Committee or someone's testimony to that eff
ect.

Mr. ST. CL FIR. Well, now, let's see. Mr. O'Brien had talked with your
client for a half an hour approximately, suggested that
communication

be sent to Mr. Colson. Mr. Hunt was not buying that suggestion. Is
that a fair statement ?

Mr. BITTMAN. It is.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. How was the matter left as you observed it then ?

Mr. BITTMAN. It was left that Mr. ()O'Brien then apparently couldn't
do anything to assist Mr. Howard Hunt, and therefore Ml. Hunt wanted
to talk to Mr. Colson. The name I)ean was not mentioned.

And I had no idea at that time, until I am sure months later, that Mr.
O'Brien was r eporting to Mr. I)ean. T just didn't know.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I see. You knew who Mr. I)ean was ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Oh, yes.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. You had never met him, I understand ?

Mr. BITTMAN. To this day I have never met him. Nor have I ever talked
to him.



Mr. ST. CLAIR. Well, now an effort was made to contact Mr. Colson
and the suggestion was not accepted by MI . Colson ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. That's correct.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. But Mr. Shapiro, AIR . Colson s lawyer, did meet with
your client?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, he did.

Mr. ST. CL.AIR. With your knowledge and consent ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Were you present X

Mr. BITTMAN. No.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I)O you know when the meeting took place ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I would assume it would be on March 16 or shortly
thereafter! but I do not know exactly when.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I see. You made some reference this morning to the
fact that Mr. Shapiro's log shows that he met with Mr. Hunt on the
16th at 2 o'clock in the after noon.

Mr. BITTMAN. That's corr ect.

Mr . ST. CLAIR I low do you know that ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Because in preparing Mr. Hunt for the grand jury in late
March, April, and May I went to see all of these people to find out
what memos or what recollection they had with respect to their
conversations with Howard Hunt and it was at that time during those
efforts I learned the specifics of Howard Hunt's meeting with Paul
O'Brien on March 16. I learned of the taped transc ript of the
telephone call between Colson and Hunt in November of 1972 and I
learned of a memorandum that David Shapiro made of his
conversation with Hunt in March.



Mr. ST. CLAIR. In March when ? When in March ?

Mr. BITT MAN. I believe it says March 16, and that's the reason I
believe there is a discrepancy because I believe that memorandum
indicates and he gave me a copy of it, indicates that Howard Hunt
was in his office at 2 o'clock. And my daybook indicates Howard Hunt
was in my office at 2 o'clock and I cannot reconcile the discrepancy.

Mr. ST. CL.AIR. DO YOU know whether or not Mr. Hunt saw Mr. Shapiro
the same day t that he saw Mr. O'Brien ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I do not.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. DO YOU have any personal knowledge of the time when
Sir. l Hunt saw Mr . Shapiro 2

Mr. BITT MAN No, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Your client was in a hurry to see somebody wasn't he?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes; he was.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. All right. You said in getting ready for the grand jury
testimony, getting your client ready that you made an investigation
which included discussions with Mr. Shapiro ?

Mr . BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I)uring the course of those discussions, do you ever
recall Mr. Shapiro asking you when you received the $75,000 or the
payments that turned out to be $75;~~,000 ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I am sure at some point Mr. Shapiro and I discussed
that but I don't know if it was during a sp)ecific period of time that
I attempted to find out from him the substance of the conversation
he had with Howard Hunt.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I)O YOU recall that he has asked you that question on a
number of occasions ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And do you recall what you have answered ?

Mr. BITTMAN. The only answer I could have given him is it would have



been on or about Mar ch 21.

Mr . ST. CL.AIR. I didn't ask you what it could have been. What is your
memory as to what you said to Mr. David Shapiro as to when you
received that payment ?

Mr. BITTMAN. It would have been on or about March 21.

Sir. ST. CLAIR. On or about ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir-, because I am not positive of the date.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I see. Well, could it have been March 20 ?

Mr. BITT MAN. Yes, Sil.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Could it h ave been OI1 the 19th ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I doubt it.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. On the 22d ?

Mr. BITTMAN. NO.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. But it could have been the 20th ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I would say that it could have been but I would say
more than likely it was on the 21st.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did you follow your client s testimony before the
Senate Select Committee ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did you help him prepare for that testimony ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.
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Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did you ever discuss that testimony with him prior to
his so testifying ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Oh, on many occasions. I represented Mr. Hunt before
the grand jury on 8 occasions and I am sure the Senate Watergate
Committee staff on another 8 or 10 occasions.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Am I correct in my memory that your client, Mr. Hunt,
testified that the payment was made on March 20 ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I have reviewed his testimony within the last month or
so and he testified to March 20 based on a date that Sam Dash gave
to him and said "isn't that the date" and I believe Mr. Hunt's
testimony was well, if that's the date that's the date.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Well, do you think Mr. Dash made that up, or that your
client gave it to Mr. Dash in an interview ?

Mr. BI1]TMAN. NO; I don't think Mr. Hunt knows the date.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I didn't ask you that sir. I asked you did you think Mr.
Dash made the date up or your client gave it to him in a hearing or an
interview ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I am not suggesting Mr. Dash made it up.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. All right.

Mr. BITTMAN. My guess would be

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I am not asking your guess, please.

Mt. BITTMAN. Well, I have to guess is that Mr. I)ash obtained that
date from someone else.

Mr . ST. CLAIR, Like who, you ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. Fred LaRue.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. All right. He didn't get it from you?

Mr. BITTMAN. NO, sir.



Mr. ST. CLAIR. Could he have gotten it from Mr. LaRue?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't know. All I know

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Or from

Mr. BITTMAN. The testimony reflects that the date was given to Mr.
Hunt by Sam Dash. I don't know from whom MI. Dash received that
date.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Your client testified in substance, did he not, in
agreement with Mr. Dash's suggestion, that the payment was made on
the 20th ?

Isn't that right ?

Mr. BITTMAN. He accepted Sam Dash's suggestion, that is correct.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And he accepted that under oath ?

Ml. BITTMAN. Yes, he did.

Mr. JENNER. Mr. Chairman, the record of the testimony is the best
evidence as to what Mr. Hunt said on that occasion when he was
examined before the Senate Select Committee.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Mr. Chairman, I will be glad to furnish the committee
with the pertinent portions of the transcript. I think it is page—I
will be happy to furnish it.

It is 908) and something. I forget now.

The CHAIRMAN. Counsel will supply that then.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Yes; I will.

Now, you said you spent a great deal of time preparing Mr. Hunt for
grand jury testimony ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.
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Mr. ST. CLAIR. Grand jury testimony commencing approximately when
2

Mr. BITTMAN. Within several days after he went to jail.

Mr. ST.CLAIR. So that would be about the first of April of 1973 ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir. It would be, I think he testified before the
grand jury on three occasions in late March.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. All right, late March, W26, 27, something like that.
When was he incar cerated ?

Mr. BITTMAN. March 23.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. .&11 right. So sometime after March 23 he testified
before a grand jury; is that right ?

Mr. BITTMAN.-&N. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. To your knowledge, did Mr. Hunt decline to answer any
questions ?

Mr. BITTMAN. He read a statement to the grand jury on his initial
appearance, and was subsequently given immunity and I believe after
he was given immunity he testified fully. But, I am sure as you kno
Mr. St. Clair, I was never present at the grand jury while he
testified.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I quite understand. You were outside of the room,
weren't you (2

Mr. BITTMAN-. Yes; I was.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did you ever learn from any source that Mr. Hunt
attempted to secrete any information ?

Mr: BITTMAN. Well, I know from the prosecutors that there was
certain information that Mr,. Hunt was very reluctant to testify to.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. But did he tetify to it ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Ultimately he did; yes, sir .



Mr. ST. CLAIR. And this was after he received $75,000, $60,000 of
which you received as legal fees ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I did not receive $60,000 of the $75,000.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Well, it was after the receipt of &75,000, whatever
its disposition ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Thank you.

May I have just a moment, Mr. Chairman ?

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. [ Short pause.]

Mr. ST. CLAIR. When do you say you now recall that you started to
work with Mr. Hunt on this statement that he was to send to the
grand jury or read to the grand jury ?

Mr. BITTM.~N. It was within
 a few days before he was sentenced.

Mr. ST. GL FIR. Before he was sentenced ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. That would be then before he received the $75,000?

Mr. BITTMA.&N. It would be. at or about that time.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did he make any change in that statement after he
received the $75, ,1)()0, in the subst ance of it ?

Mr. BITTM IN. I am sure he did not.

Ml-. ST. CLAIR. Did not ?

Sir. BITTMAN. T)id not.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Thank you. I have nothing further, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. JENNER. MI. Chairman, I have a few questions.



The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Jenner.
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Mr. JENNER. Mr. Bittman, were you present when Mr. Hunt pleaded
guilty before J udge Sirica

Mr. BITTM AN. Yes, sir.

Mr. JENNER. And in the course of that proceeding before Judge Sirica,
when you were present, did(l Judge Sirica advise Mr. Hunt in your
presence of each of the charges and counts ill the indictment and(l
quote f rom t he indictment ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. JENNER. And did this occur:

The COURT. I have already identified briefly to you the nature of the
other counts. Do you concede that your client is familiar with all of
the elements and the other counts besides the conspiracy count ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Your Honor, I know that he is familiar with all of the
elements.

The COURT. Have you gone over them carefully ?

Mr. BI TTMAN. I have.

The COURT. He understands what the elements are that must be
proved by the government beyond a reasonable doubt as to each count
that he is indicted under?

Defendant IIT STY Yes, Your Honor.

The Court. Now, in connection with the elements of the offense
which the government msut prove beyond 2 reasonable doubt as to
each one of the counts in which you are charged, did you commit each
one of those elements of those crimes, Mr Hunt?

Defendant HUNT. I did, Your Honor.

The COURT. Knowingly and intentionally and unlawfully did you do
that?

Defendant HUNT. Yes, Your Honor.



The COURT. Now, in your own words I would like you to tell me from
the beginning just how you got into this conspiracy, what you did,
various things that you did so that I can decide whether or not you
are knowingly and intentionally entering this plea Voluntarily with
Pull knowledge of every possible consequence.

Mr BITTMAN. Your Honor, could I make a short comment before Mr.
Hunt responds to that question ?

The COURT. Yes.

Mr. BITTMAN;. Mr. Silbert indicated to me some time ago that under
the authority of the Kelly case, decided in the Fifth Circuit by the
Fifth Circuit it was Mr. Silbert's intention to bring all of these
defendants before a Grand Jury subsequent to their sentencing, so
certainly Mr. Hunt will be required to appear before that grand jury.
In view of that, Your Honor, and in further view of the fact there is a
possibility that what Mr. Hunt will be required to state to Your
Honor, if he responds to your question, he may prejudice the other
defendants in your eyes at the outset of the trial, perhaps your Honor
would not want Mr. Hunt to respond to that question.

The COURT. You see, I don't want Mr. Hunt coming back some day, or
you with some kind of a suggestion that he didn't understand the
elements of the offense, that questions weren't clearly explained to
him or anything like that, which happens frequently, as you know, in
criminal cases.

Do you waive your right to express what you know about this case ?
In other words, I will shorten this by taking your counsel's
suggestion that you are going before the Grand Jury. I don't know
what questions you will be asked. So, if you are thoroughly familiar
with all of the elements of each count of the indictment under which
you are charged, and that you admit that you have committed those
elements of the offense, you know what they are, then w e can
probably save a little time.

Defendant HUNT. Yes, Your Honor.

The COURT. Now,, as to the possible penalties in this case, I am not
indicating at this time, because I don't know myself, what sentence I
will impose in this case or sentences. Do you understand? But, I
think you should know this, this is provided by statute as to the
other counts under which you have pleaded guilty, because first of
all I am going to refer the ease to the probation officer, naturally,



for presentence investigation and a report. We do that in practically
every case, and that might take some time. But, I want you to know
what the sentences are as to each count.



Under Count 1, Title 18 United States Code, Section 731, the
Conspiracy Count, you could be fined not more than 610 thousand or
imprisoned for not more than five years or both. Do you understand
that 8

Defendant HUNT. Yes, sir.

The (:OIJBT. Under Count 2, which charges degree burglary under
Title 22, D.C Code Section 1801(b), you could be imprisoned for not
less than two years nor more than 15 years. Do you understand that?

Defendant HU NT. Yes sir.

The COURT. Under Count 3, under Title 22, D.C. Code Section 1801(b),
second degree burglary, you could be imprisoned for not less than
two years nor more than 15 years.

Do you understand that?

Defendant E{UNT. Yes, Your Honor.

The COURT. l Under Count 4, Title 18, U.S. Code Section 2511 known
as illegally endeavoring to intercept oral communications, that
carries a penalty of not more than $10,000 or imprisonment for
more than Jive years.

Do you understand that?

Defendant HUNT. I do, Your Honor.

The COURT. I Under (:Fount a, Title 18, l .S. Code Section 2511,
unlawful endeavoring to intercept wire communications, carries a
penalty of not more than $10:\ 000 fine or improsonment for not
more than five years or both.

Under Count X, under Title 18, U.S.. Code Section 2.)11, known as
unlawful interception or endeavoring to intercept or procuring the
interception of wire communications which carries a fine of
$10,000 and imprisonment for not more than five years, or both.

And you understand these sentences could run consecutively ?

Defendant HUNT. I do, Your Honor.

The COURT. Has your guilty plea to the six counts that I have



mentioned been induced by promises or representations by anyone as
to what the sentence will be imposed by this Court?

Defendant HUNT. No, Your Honor.

The COURT. Has anyone threatened or coerced you into making this
plea of guilty—the plea of guilty to these counts.

Defendant HUNT. No, Your Honor.

The COURT. Has any promise of any kind been made to induce your
plea of guilty ?

Defendant HUNT. No Your Honor.

The COURT. Are you entering this plea voluntarily of your own free
will because you are guilty and for no other reason ?

Defendant HUNT. Yes, Your Honor.

You were present when that took place ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr.JENNER And those statements were made by the court and those
responses were made by defendant Hunt and by you ?

Mr. BI11)1AX. Yes! sir.

M]-. JENNER. And that occurred before Judge Sirica at the time of his
guilty plea and a request was made on your behalf that he withdraw
his not guilty plea and plead guilty to the indictment on January 11,
1973 ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, of course. initially, with the consent of the
Government! I requested that the court accept the plea of three
counts. The Government accepted that. The Government recommended
that to Judge Sirica. and Judge Sirica would not accept the plea to
three counts.

Sir. JENA ER. But he did on this occasion, did he not ?

Mr. BITTMAN VX It w as either go to trial or plead guilty

Mr. JENNER. Mr. Bittman! I asked you a simple question, did he accept



the plea on this occasion ?

Mr. Bittman. He did. and(l I think that is what I responded.

Mr. JENNER. After what I have read, the following occurred, did it not
?
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The COURT. Have you discussed the entry of this plea fully with your
attorneys ? Defendant HunT. I have, Your Honor.

The COURT. Are you completely satisfied with the services of your
attorney in this case?

Defendant HUNT. Entirely, Your Honor.

The COURT. Mr. Clerk, take the plea.

Did that occur ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. JENNER. Thereupon, Mr. Silbert. stated to the court, immediately
following the direction of the Court to the Clerk to take the plea of
guilty:

Mr. SILBBT. If Your Honor please, may I be heard just before that?

The COAT. Yes.

Air. SILB}ERT. Your Honor, as you indicated earlier this morning,
under Rule 11 the Court must determine itself whether there is a
factual basis for the plea. As Your Honor knows, yesterday the
government made a detailed opening statement and here this morning
Your Honor asked the defendant prior to his entry of the plea of
guilty what he did and based upon the representations of Mr. Bittman
Your Honor withdraw the question as you asked it and rephrased the
question

Your Honor, the government would suggest for your consideration
whether or not you would inquire of the defendant to ascertain and
make sure there is a factual basis for the plea, whether he accepts
the essential accuracy of the facts as outlined in the government's
opening statement.

The COURT. 1 will put that question to you.

Mr. JENNER. He is addressing Mr. Hunt.

The COURT. AS framed by counsel: Do you accept those as
substantially the facts as you know them to be?



Defendant HOST. Substantially, yes, Your Honor.

The COURT. YOU agree with the government's opening statement
insofar as your knowledge of this conspiracy ?

Defendant HUNT. Yes; Your Honor.

The COURT. And your participation in it?

Defendant HUNT. Yes; Your Honor.

Did that occurs

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes Sir.

Mr. JENNER. Mr. Bittman in response to Some questions of Mr. St.
Clair toward the end of his examination of and questioning of you, he
inquired of you as to Mr. Hunt's appearance before the grand jury, I
take it the latter part of March 1973. As I recall you responded that
eventually—and 1 don't wish to characterize your testimony, and if
you wish to restate it so it will be strictly accurate, please do so—
that eventually Mr Hunt told either the truth or the full facts ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That is not what I said, Mr. Jenner.

Mr. JENNE,R. Would VOII please repeat what you said. because I have a
question or two to ask you about it .

Mr. BITTMAN. I said that there were a few areas which Mr. Hunt
wanted indicated to the prosecutors through me, which T did, that he
did not want to testify to. And I told the prosecutors that if they
would go along with this temporarily knowing that Mr. Hunt could
testify on many occasions! that ultimately they would get responses
to all the questions but because of his long career with the C:T & and
things of that nature, there were certain areas that he was reluctant
to testify to.

Mr. JENNER. Have you completed your answer ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, Sir.



Mr. JENNER. Now, you mentioned the prosecutors. Are you referring to
Mr. Silbert ?

Mr. BI BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. JENNER. And that conversation you have now related to Mr.
Silbert, when did that take place with respect to when Mr. Hunt
eventually testified to all the facts ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, I had a number of conversations with the
prosecutor every day that Mr. Hunt appeared before the grand jury, or
days before he appeared before the grand jury.

Mr. JENNER. I)id you repeat that statement to Mr. Silbert on each of
those occasions ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I know it was mentioned more than once, and I know
there was eventually a time when I met with the three prosecutors
and with Mr. Hunt and we went through everything. Outside of the
grand jury.

Mr. JENNER. All right. So that the reluctance was evidenced prior to
the time that Mr. Hunt went before the grand jury, was it not ?

Mr. BITTMAN. In certain areas, that is correct.

Mr. JENNER. How many days before he went to the grand jury did you
first express to Mr. Silbert Mr. Hunt's reluctance, as you have
expressed it ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I am sure it was immediately after sentencing, because
the prosecutors and I immediately had conversations concerning Mr.
Hunt's appearance.

Mr. JENNER. All right. He was sentenced on the 23d ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I am sure we started having conferences immediately
thereafter.

Mr. JENNER. A11 right. He was sentenced on the 23d, was he not?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. JENNER. And you began your conferences immediately?



Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. JENNER. And you expressed this view that you have related to the
ladies and gentlemen of this committee on March 24, 1973?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, it would have been on or about that date.

Mr. JENNER. All right. When did he first go before the grand jury ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't know, but I would assume it would be around—

Mr. JENNER. You mean you don't know or you don't recall ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't recall.

Mr. JENNER. You were representing him, weren't you ?

Mr. BI TTMAN. Yes; I was.

Mr. JENNER. All right.

Mr. BITTMAN. Rut he testified on eight occasions and I don't know the
dates of any of those occasions, Mr. Jenner. But I have the records at
my office.

Mr. JENNER. All I am seeking is your best reco]lection, and I
understand that when you say no, you don't recall at the moment, is
that correct ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That is correct, I don't recall the first date, but I
would think it would be around the 25th or 26th of March. He
testined 3 days in March.

Mr. J} JENNER. It may help you in your recollection that the 23d was
a Friday, was it not ?



Mr. BITTMAN. I don't recall.

Mr. JENNER. Well, I can tell you that it was. Would you assume that,
please ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. JENNER. Al] right. The 24th was a Saturday, the 25th was a
Sunday. He went before the grand jury the week of the 25th. That is
March 2a, according to your present recollection, is that correct?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir; he testified on three occasions during that
week.

Mr. JENNER. During that week. All right. That is three.

Did he go before the grand jury the following week ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't know.

MI . JENNER. You mean you don't recall ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't recall.

Mr. JENNER. Did he go before the grand jury the following week after
that?

Mr. BITTMAN. Mr. Jenner, I don t recall. If it is relevant either to you
or the committee, I would l)e more than happy to furnish these dates
to you. I have the dates but I don t have them in mind.

Mr. JENNER. All you can do. Mr. Bittman, is answer my questions.

M1. BITTMAN. All right, I don t recall.

Mr. JENNER. Did he go before the grand jury in the month of April 2

Mr. BITTMAN. I believe he did.

'.Mr.. JENNER. Did he go before the grand jury in the month of May ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't know.

Mr. JENNER. You mean you don't recall ?



Mr. BITTM.\N. I do not recall.

Mr. JEN-ner. Could he have gone before the grand jury in the month of
May ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. JENNER. Now, do you have a recollection as to when in the month
of March? the week of the 25th, or in April or in May that he began to
testify about the matters that he had been reluctant to testify about
vhen you first spoke to Mr. Silbert on March 24 ?

Mr. BITTMAN. My recollection is that in most of those areas, that
they were not in any way related to the Watergate case and I know
that I mentioned

Mr. JENNER Mr. Bittman, I didn't ask you that question. Your answer is
not responsive. The question I asked you was in which of those
months the last week in March or any time in April or any time in
May, that Mr. Hunt began to testify about the things about which he
had been reluctant to testify when you talked to Mr. Si]bert on the
24th of March 1973 ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I doll t recall.

Mr. JENNER. Mr. Bittman would you please describe to the ladies and
gentlemen of the committee—

Material unrelated to testimony of witness deleted.

I will reframe my question, then, if I may.

Would you please relate to the ladies and gentlemen of the
committee the usual, customary and regular practice of Hogan &
Hartson with r espect to keeping time records of work done and
services performed by members of the firm and associates of the
firm 2
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Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir. generally, the procedures that I follow, and I
assume most of the attorneys in the firm follow, is you keep a
daybook. You dictate from the daybook to your secretary, who
prepares small sheets. She keeps a copy. A copy goes to accounting
and a copy goes to the computer. Each month, we receive a computer
printout which sets forth the name of the attorneys, the amount of
hours and the client and the hourly rate that they perform for each
client during a given month. Those are the procedures.

Mr. JENNER. Now, would you please, and as of the time of your leaving
the firm on the 30th of June. was that practice still in effect ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. JENNER. And it had been in effect, had it, during all of the time
that you were a partner in Hogan & Hartson ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. JENNER. Would you explain your answer, please ?

Mr. BITTMAN. We didn't receive computerized printouts for the first
2 or 3 years that I was a partner. This was a procedure that
developed approximately 5 years ago.

Mr. JENNER. So that at least during all of the relevant times about
which you have been questioned here today, the computerized system
was in effect ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Or. JENNER. Would you give us the names of those partners and
associates of your office who worked with you, as you have said,
under your leadership and direction in handling, rendering legal
services to Mr. Hunt or members of his family as best you are now
able to recall it ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Mr. Jenner, there were at least 15, and I will recite as
many names as I can recall. That is the best I can do.

Mr. JENNER. That is all I am asking you to do, Mr. Bittman.

Mr. BITTM.~~lAn . Austin Mittler.



Mr. JENNER. Is he a partner ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. JENNER. Would you please identify them either way in that
respect.

Mr. BITTMAN. He is a partner.

George Miller, associate.

Curtis von Kann, associate.

Mr. JENNER. Would you spell that, please ?

Mr. BITTMAN. v-o-n K-a-n-n.

Vincent Rocque, R-o-c-q-u-e, associate.

Bill Bradford, B-r-a-d-f-o-r-d; Nubby Jones, partner.

Mr. LATTA. Mr. Chairman, in the interest of time, I would suggest
that the witness give the committee those names so we can go
ahead.

Mr. BITTMAN-. I can obtain those names in 5 minutes, Mr. Chairman. I
just don't recall any more at the present time. But as I said, there
were approximately 15 attorneys at various times that worked on
the Hunt matters.

Mr. JENNER. That is perfectly all right with counsel

The CHAIRMAN. I think that would be sufficient for the committee.

Mr. Jenner, might I inquire, is there a purpose to this? Do we see
something
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Mr. JENNER. Yes, Your Honor.

The CHAIRMAN | continuing]. At the end of this line.

Mr. JENNER. Yes, Mr. Chairman. I think it will appear from the next
question.

If a request were made to Hogan & Hartson for a computer run on all
of {he timecards as you have described)ed them during this period
that you have testified about today for legal services rendered to Mr.
Hunt and members of his family, would the names of all the persons
who worked and the extent of the services they rendered appear on
those timecards ?

Mr. BITTMAN. It would not appear on the computer printout.

Mr. JENNER. All right. They would not appear on the computer
printout. Where would they appear, Mr. Bittman ?

Mr. BITTMAN.\N. In the small sheets that are dictated to the
secretary.

Mr. JENNER. Are those preserved by Hogan & Hartson?

Mr. BITTMAN. I assume they are.

Mr. JENNER. So that if we sought the detailed information on the
services rendered and time rendered by the various 15 lawyers who
worked on the matter, they would appear on the sheets rather than
the computer cards '

Mr. BITTMAN. That is correct.

Mr. JENNER. Thank you.

Would you turn for a moment to the—Lou said you had, on examination
by Mr. St. Clair, a meeting with Afr. Parkinson in an automobile.

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. JENNER. When was that ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I believe it was a late Friday afternoon when I was on



my way home with Austin Mitt]er, who frequently drove home with
me.

Mr. JENNER. I see. What date as you are best able to recall it?

Mr. BITTMAN. It was either in October or November of 1972.

Mr. JENNER. And what was the occasion of your meeting in an
automobile ?

Mr. BITTMAN. As I said, we were on the way home and I called Ken
Parkinson, asked him if he could meet us, because we could not park
at that time of night—I am sure it was in the later part of the rush
hour. The purpose of the conversation was as I stated to Mr. St. Clair.
That was the legal fees were building up and my client had indicated
to me that he had received these commitments that his legal fees
and living expenses would be taken care of. And I wanted Mr.
Parkinson, if he could ascertain it, to determine whether or not ma,
client was accurate in indicating to me that such commitments had
in fact been received.

Mr. JENNER. I thank you, Mr. Bittman.

You testified this morning with respect to the first $25,00f~~the
thousand dollar and the retainer fee of $25,00(} you received was in
due course taken into firm income do you recall that ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes sir.

Mr. JENNER. And that is a fact ?

Mr. BITTMAN. The entire $156^0(>0 was taken into the firm income.

Mr. JENNER. All right. And the net of that after expense was dis



tributed to the partners as net income and taxes paid on it, is that
correct ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. JENNER. IS that true both as to the years 1972 and the year 1973
?

MR. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. JENNER. And each of you, you and your partners received their
regular share according to the partnership agreement or the
executive committee decision, as the ease might be 2

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes sir, it was distributed to the partners depending
upon their distributive share.

Mr. JENNER. NOW, YOU mentioned a trust fund that was established.
When was the trust fund established ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Approximately August or September of 1973.

Mr. JENNER. And what was the source of the funds that were placed
in that trust fund ?

Mr. BITTMAN. General funds of Hogan and Hartson.

Mr. JENNER. Including you ?

Mr. BITTMAN. C)h, yes sir, I have an interest in that escrow account.

Mr. JENNER. Would you turn a moment to Bittman exhibits 1 and 2 ?

I direct your attention to the second page of Bittman exhibit No. 1,
which, Mr. Chairman, I will ask be marked as Bittman exhibit lA.

The CHAIRMAN. 1)0 we have a copy of the exhibit ?

Mr. JENNER. Yes. they were distributed this morning. Each of the
exhibits consists of two pages, the top page being a retyping of the
indistinct original, which is the second page.

Mr. DANIELSON. Mr. Chairman, which one is 1 and which one is 2 ?

Mi. JENNER. NO. 1 is the one of September 19, 1972.



I notice on Bittman Exhibit 1A in longhand, "D. Hunt." Are you able to
identify that handwriting ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I cannot identify it, but I assume that it stands for
Dorothy Hunt and was written by her.

Mr. JENNER. Have you ever seen her handwriting during the course did
you see her handwriting during the course of your long
representation of Mr. Hunt and his family ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I assume I have, sir, but I don't think I have seen it
with enough frequency to be able to testify that that is her
handwriting, but I assume it is.

Mr. JENNER. Did you tell me when I asked you before you began to
testify this afternoon that it was ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I say I assume it was. She did not sign that in my
presence.

Mr. JENNER. I didn't ask you when it was signed.

Was the longhand on that document when it was received by you ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. JENNER. Some of the questions I was going to ask you have been
kindly brought out by Mr. St. Clair.

Did Mrs. Hunt deliver this to you in person ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes,sir.

Mr. JENNER. Was there a telephone call from her or what
communication was there, if any, from her before she came in on
that oc casion ?

See p.. 1.8.
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Mr. BITTMAN. I don't recall specifically, but normally she would call
and ask me if I were going to be home and asked me if it was all
right if she came over to see me, and I very rarely said no.

Mr. JENNER. All right. I take it from that answer that the two
exhibits, Bittman 1 and 1A and Bittman 2 and 2A,1 were delivered by
her to you at your home ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That is correct, on separate occasions.

Mr. JENNER. Yes, of course.

Exhibit No. 1, September 19, 1972, was delivered to you on or about
the date it bears, correct ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. JENNER. And that exhibit 2 was delivered to the date it bears,
which is October q 1972 ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. JENNER. I direct your attention to Bittman exhibit No. 9, to the
bottom line of the list of amounts, which reads, "$1(),000 under
table bail money for Mr. Barker."

What did that mean to you when you read it 2

Mr. BITTMAN. I speculate, but I don't know what it refers to.

Mr. JENNER. My question was what did it mean to you when you read
it ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Nothing.

Mr. JENNER. When Mrs. Hunt brought this to your home and hand
delivered it, was it contained in an envelope or just an open sheet of
paper ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't recall.

Mr. JENNER. In each instance ?



Mr. BITTMAN. I don't recall.

Mr. JENNER. Did you read the document in her presence on either
occasion 8

Mr. BITTMAN. I believe I glanced at it.

Mr. JENNER. And directing your attention to Bittman exhibit No. 1 and
to the second full paragraph, the sentence reading "He concluded that
he would be in touch with me again when he could and repeated that
this amount was all he was able to scrape up on such short notice. I
thanked him."

Do you find that ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. JENNER. To w hat does the short notice refer ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't know.

Mr. JENNER. I)id you ask Mrs. Hunt ?

Mr. BITrMAN. No; I did not.

Mr. JENNER. Did you discuss this matter with anybody other than Mrs.
Hunt after you had received the two documents on either occasion ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir, I showed them to Mr. Parkinson.

Mr. JENNER. Did you have a conversation with him 9

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. JENNER. Where did that conversation take place ?

Mr. B I TTMAN. In his office.

1 See p. 19.

you on or about



Mr. JENNER. On the first occasion, how soon with respect to the date
September 19 did that conversation take place ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't know.

Mr. JENNER. You mean you don't recall ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don t recall.

Mr. JENNER. What did you say to Mr. Parkinson on the occasion when
you delivered—did you say you delivered a copy to him or he made a
copy ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I told him that Mrs. Hunt had been to my home, had
given me this memorandum, indicated to me that she had been asked
to make an accounting of the funds that she had received, and that
she had asked me to show a copy of this to him That was the
conversation

Mr. JENNER. And with respect to BITTMAN exhibit No. 2 l dated
October 2,1972, did you show that to anybody ?

Mr. BITTMAN. To Mr. Parkinson.

Mr. JENNER. And shortly after the date it bears ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. JENNER. A;\ hat did you say to him on that occasion ?

Mr. BITTMAN. In essence the same thing.

Mr. JENNER. And where did these two conversations take place ? In
his office?

Mr. BITTMAN. In his office.

Mr. JENNER. What did he say on either occasion ?

Mr. BITTMAN. On the first occasion, I know that he xeroxed it.

Mr. JENNER. Yes; I appreciate that. You testified, what did he say ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't recall him saying anything.



Mr. JENNER. Saying anything ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No: because I am sure that I talked to him on other
matters as well, because the civil cases were was in constant
communication with him in connection with the civil cases.

Mr. JENNER. I will ask you the question, What did he say about the
Bittman exhibit No.1 dated September 199 1972 ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't recall him saying anything.

Mr. JENNER. What did he say about Bittman exhibit No. 2 l dated
October 2,1972 ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't recall him saying anything.

Mr. JENNER. Mr. Bittman, did you consult any partner or asso ciate
with respect to your receipt of either of these documents ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I seem to have a recollection of discussing it with Mr.
Mittler, but I don't recall discussing it with anybody else.

Mr. JENNER. Is that true of both documents ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes sir.

Mr. JENNER. And tell us! your conversation with Mr. Mittler, if you had
a conversation with Mr. Mittler, with respect to the document dated
September 19, 1972. DO you have any recollection as to what you
said to him on that occasion ?

Mr. BITTMAN. It would have just--in the event I had that
conversation with him, it would have been an indication that I had
received these from Dorothy Hunt with respect to funds that she had
received for bail money, living fees, and legal expenses that she
asked me to show to Mr. Parkinson and I did.

See p. . 19.
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Mr. JENNER. I take it from your responses, Mr. Bittman that you really
don't have a recollection and you arc rationalizing at the moment ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That is correct.

Mr. JENNER. And that would be true insofar as any possible
conversation with Mr. Mittler is concerned, also with respect to
Bittman exhibit No.2 ? t

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. JENNER. In any event, I take it from your testimony that you did
not discuss the matter with any other partner than Mr. Mittler,
assuming you spoke with him ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That is correct. The reason I believe I spoke with him
is because he and I worked very closely together and it was my
general policy to tell him everything that had happened that he was
not aware of and he would do likewise.

Mr. JENNER. I see. Well, you are still rationalizing. You do not have a
recollection at the moment that you did, is that correct, sir?

Mr. BITTMAN. I do not have a clear recollection that I did, but I
probably did.

Mr. JENNER. Mr. Bittman, did you enter the—was there any entry on
your time sheet for September 19 or your time sheet for October
22'— October 2, 1972, that referred to either of these documents or
the visit by Mrs. I Hunt to you on the occasion she delivered the
documents to you ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't recall. I would doubt it.

Mr. JENNER. I have no further questions Mr. Chairman. Thank you.

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you.

Mr. Donohue ?

Mr. DONOHUE. May I reserve my time, Mr. Chairman ?

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Hutchinson ?



Mr. HUTCHISON. No questions.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Brooks ?

Mr. BROOKS. No questions, Mr. Chairman.

Unless, Mr. Chairman, I wondered, did counsel advise these
gentlemen as to what the tax consequence of these payments would
be ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I have had such discussions with Mr. Hunt and
Congressman, I have no idea of what was communicated to the other
individuals.

Mr. BROOKS. What did you recommend to Mr. Hunt ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I recommended that he discuss this matter fully with a
tax attorney before he files tax returns. I am not a tax attorney.

Mr. BROOKS. No further questions Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. McClory ?

Mr. MCCLORY. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Bittman. would you tell me, what were the other subjects
unrelated to Watergate to which Mr. Hunt went before the grand jury
subsequent to his plea of guilty in his own case ? I)id that relate to
the Plumbers or something like that ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I believe Ellsberg was one of them. the Ellsberg
breakin. And there were two or three others, Congressman, and I

See p.. 19.
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knew someone was going to ask me that question, and for the life of
me, I don't recall the other areas. But there were two or three and I
discussed this very candidly with the prosecutors and told them it
was Mr. Hunt's desire not to get into these areas, but that I was
confident that eventually he would.

I might add that during this period of time, there were articles
appearing in the Jack Anderson column—at least this is my
recollection verbatim grand jury transcripts. That is a matter that
Air. Hunt was very concerned about.

Mr. MCCLORY. Now, did you know all about these things before and
just not want to relate them, or when did you first learn about
Hunt's other activities?

Mr. BITTMAN. I learned about them very slowly. Most of the areas I
didn't know anything about. Some of the areas I knew very little
about. And as Mr. Hunt was testifying before the grand jury, since I
spent many hours with him, I learned as much as he told me at that
time.

Mr. MCCLORY Were there any investigations going on at that time
that you know of or any criminal charges that were threatened as far
as he was concerned?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. MCCLORY. Now, getting back to the date of March 21 about which
you testified, you mentioned that, you testified that you met earlier
with Mr. O'Brien and Mr. O'Brien met with Mr. I Hunt in your office,
and they discussed securing some money for Ml. Hunt to take care of
his commitments.

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. McCLORY. And then did, at any time did they talk about or did
either of them talk to you about getting money from the White House
?

Mr. B BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. MCCLORY. And you never heard the name of Mr. Dean mentioned at
that time ?



Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. McCLORY. And in your, in discussing the subject of Mr. Hunt
calling his old friend, Mr. Colson, didn't t you talk about getting
money from the White l House ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. MCCLORY. Did you ever hear anybody mention the President
interested ill this or directing anything or the President's name
mentioned(l in any way ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. McCLORY. An important question here relates to the time of the
discussions between Mr. O'BI ien or Mr. Dean or Mr. I,aRue and Mr.
Mitchell and so on relative to procuring the $7,000 that arrived in
your mailbox that evening. Now, you must have had some
conversations, did you not with Mr. Hunt or Mr. O'Brien or someone
about when these conversations took place in demanding that money
or requesting the money ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. No sir. I had absolutely no knowledge at the time of
any such conversations. I didn't even know who Fred LaRue was.

Mr. MCCLORY. And you don't know whether the conversations oc



curred on that day,-, earlier that day or the day before, or the time
of day?

Mr. BITTMAN. My knowledge is limited to the testimony that was
before the Senate Watergate Committee.

Mr. M( CLORY. And what time of day was it that you received the call
about tile money going to be delivered to your mailbox ?

Mr. BITTM.&N. It would have been around 9 or 10 o'clock at night.

Mr. MCCLORY. Then the money arrived later on that night ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. MCCLORY. You, however, didn't communicate with Mr. Hunt until
the following day, is that correct ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. That is correct.

Mr. MCCLORY. Now, did you have any conversations with Mr. Colson
about the subject of executive clemency for your client, Mr. Hunt ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. MCC1 FRY. Never at any time ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. McCLORY-. And do you know whether he had any such discussions
with did he tell you about any discussions or are you able to report
to me about that .?

Mr.. BITTMAN-. No, he stated to me that he would do whatever he
could to assist Howard Hunt personally. whet her he was in or out of
the White House. The tenor of that conversation that took place
would be what, if anything, could be done in the event Howard Hunt
receives a substantial sentence, because I was personally concerned.
and I so conveyed(l to Mr. Colson, that I didn't think Mr. Hunt, based
on his serious family problems and his own medical problems could
stands could take jail for a very long period of time, and I was very
concerned about it. I expressed that cone ern to Mr. Colson.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.



[Material unrelated to testimony of witness deleted.]

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Kastenmeier.

Mr. KASTENMEIER. Mr. Chairman, I do have a question.

In connection with these two exhibits, perhaps I have missed
something in the testimony, but I am a little bit at sea as to why
Mrs. Hunt would send you these memoranda. Are we not to conclude
that she would have understood that you would have understood what
she meant and intended and conveyed in both these memoranda?

Mr. BITTMAN. Congressman the only way I can respond to that is by
saying that Mrs. Hunt knew that Mr. Parkinson had vouched for Mr.
Rivers at the outset. Therefore, I would have to presume from that
that when she was dealing with Mr. Rivers and he asked Mrs. Hunt to
make an accounting, that she felt these accountings should go to
him. That is speculation on my part but that is what I believe.

Mr. KASTENMEIER. But the memorandum really is to you.

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, it is. I don't know why she did that.

Mr. KASTENMEIER. The reason I am troubled with it is because
September 19, when you received this I would have thought if you
wondered why she did it this way! why you would not have said to
her, look, Mrs. Hunt! don't send me this memorandum send it to Mr.
Riv ers or someone else: I have nothing to do with this I don't know
this content.
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But 2 weeks later, she sent another memorandum, which rather
suggests that she was doing it right as far as communicating with
you; s .is fashion and communicating the sort of information she was
communicating to you.

Mr. BITTMAN. All I can do is speculate. It could be that Mr. Rivers
suggested to her that it go to Parkinson. That is pure speculation. I
don t know.

Mr. KASTENMEIER. Excepting she was your client.

Mr. BITTMA:f. Yes, she was.

Mr. KASTENMEIER. You were presumably advising her during this
period, yet you accepted the memoranda the second one in particular.

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. KASTENMEIER. Without complaint or clarification or anything
else, presumably.

MR . bittman. That is correct.

Mr. KASTENMEIER. Well. I am still perplexed. Thank you.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Smith ?

MI. SMITH. Mr. Bittman on Bittman Exhibit No. 2,1 which is a
memorandum from Mrs. Hunt dated October 2, 1972, the last money
item shown is "$10,000 under table bail money for Mr. Baker"—"Mr.
Baker . "Did you know to what that r eferred ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I do not know specifically, but I can speculate what
that refers to. I don't know specifically.

Mr. SMITH. A;what would be your speculation ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. It would be that when the original Watergate
defendants were in jail, I know they had a great deal of difficulty
obtaining a bondsman to put up the type of bond that the court
wanted. This was all before I got into the case, of course, the case
of July 3. It would seem to me based upon that knowledge, that this
was an additional fee that had to be paid to the bondsman for



writing the bond.

Mr. SMITH. Thank you very much.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Edwards ?

Mr. EDWARDS. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Bittman, there was some discussion about Mr. Hunt's
misstatement of the date of the delivery of the $75,000 before the
Senate committee where Ml. I)ash offered the date of the 20th and
not the 21st. Have you, yourself, ever stated or testified that the
$75,000 was delivered on the 2(0th ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don t believe I have. I believe whenever I have been
asked that question, I have said it has been on or about that date.
And I didn't mean to indicate that Mr. Hunt misspoke. All I am trying
to suggest is—

Mr. EDWARDS. No, you answered my question, yes. But you have
always made it very clear that it is the 21st, is that correct ?

Ml . BITTMAN. I believe it is the 21st. but I am not positive.

Mr. EDWARDS. You mean you don't have that in your date book you don
t have documentary. evidence to hack up that that money was paid on
the 21st ?

Mr. BITTMAN. What I do have in my daybook is a reference to a call

See p.. 19.



or a conference with Howard Hunt on the morning of the 22d. That is
the only reference that I have.

Mr. EDWARDS. Thank you.

Mr. BITTMAN. Now, that could mean to me that I received the call the
night of the 21st and I called him the morning of the 22d, so
therefore, that is the reason why I believe it was the 21st.

Mr. EDWARDS. Thank you.

Mr. BITTMAN. But I have no independent recollection.

MI. EDWARDS. One last question.

On the March 16 meeting, Mr. Hunt and Mr. O'Brien in your office. I
think you testified that Mr. Hunt was very upset, that perhaps he was
even suicidal. that he was about to go to jail that he was really in
very bad condition, is that correct, on that day ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I didn't say he was suicidal. I said he was very
distraught and depressed.

Mr. EDWARDS. Then scratch the word "suicidal." But then you didn't
accompany him as his attorney down to the meeting w ith Mr.
O'Brien, is that correct ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That is correct.

Mr. ED)WARDS. And even after finishing the telephone C al]. you didn't
go down to see waht was going on ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. No, sir. You have to recall, Congressman, that I had a
discussion with Mr. Hunt prior to his conversation with Mr. O'Brien
and—well. I just can't

MI. EDWARDS. I)id he tell you that he was going to tell Mr. O'Brien
that he was going to review; his options and that he had done seamy
things for the White House ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I!NO, sir.

Mr. EDWARD)S. What would you have done if he had told you that?

Mr. BITTMAN. I would have been very concerned. and I would have



strongly advised him not to talk to anybody about it. I didn't learn

those terms until the grand jury proceedings in which I went to Mr.
O'Brien to find out what his recol]ectioll was of those conversations
because Mr. Hunt's recollection was not very clear.

Mr. EDWARDS. But you think, though that as his attorney, you should
have been in the room ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I would say knowing what I know now; yes, sir.

Mr. EDWARDS. Don't VOU think it would have been the responsible t
thing to do ?

Mr. BITS MAN-. I would say based on the facts that I know now, yes.
Based on the circumstances that existed at that time, I exercised my
best judgment.

Mr. EDWARDS. Thank you.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Sandman?

MI-. SANDMAN. Only a couple of questions.

I)id Mr. Hunt, to your knowledge! threaten anybody that if he didn't
get the money that he wanted, he would pick up other options, as Mr.
Edwar ds asked ?

MI . BITTMAN. N o! sir.

MI. SANDMAN. Did he instruct you to put any pressure on these people
to keep their commitments ?

Mr. BITTMAN. He asked me—well! let's say that following conversa
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tions with Fir. Hunt, I did have conversations with Mr. Parkinson and
Mr. O'Brien about the status of the legal fees, and I have already
testified to the conversation I had with Mr Parkinson concerning
whether or not the commitments were made.

But as far as asking Mr., Mr. Hunt asked me—my answer is negative—
ever asked me to threaten anybody or pressure anybody, the answer
is no.

Mr. SANDMAN. Testimony was taken here yesterday that the request
made by Mr. Hunt was that he wanted $60,000 plus &75,000 a total
of $135,000. Did you know anything about that ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. I did not at the time g no, sir. Those figures were not
given to me until months later. I should not say months later; at
least a month later or sometime later.

Mr. SANDMAN-. From what you said, you weren't even aware of the
amount requested, or were you ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I was not aware of the amount requested.

Mr. SAND3IAN-. All right. Now, the last question. Did Mr. I Hunt make
any efforts at all on any of these people to get executive clemency ?
To your knowledge ?

Mr. BITTMAN. To my knowledge, he did not.

Mr. SANDMAN. All right. Now, did you do anything in his behalf to get
executive clemency, or a promise of it at some future date?

Mr. BITTMAN-. No. The most I did is at Mr. Hunt's request, have a
conversation with Char les Colson to find out if he could be called
upon to help in the event Mr. Hunt received a substantial sentence.
Mr. Colson did in fact, shortly thereafter, write a long letter to the
probation officer. I did not ask Mr. Colson to write that letter, but he
did.

Mr. SANDMAN-. I have no other questions.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Hungate ?

Mr. HUNGATE. No questions, Sir. Chairman.



The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Railsback ?

Mr. RAILSBACK. Mr. Bittman, I want to give you a chance to further
elaborate as far as the March 20 or the March 21 date. I want to
refer to the Senate Watergate testimony and ask you if this is your
recollection of the questions that were asked and the answers that
were given l)y Mr. I)ash and(l your client, Mr. Hunt. This conversation
took place on Monday, September 24, 1973. This was the afternoon
session.

Stir. DASH. And do you remember when your received that? Would it
refresh your recollection if the record would show that you received
it on March 20th?

Mr. HUNT. I would have said the 20th or the 21st. If the record shows
the 20th, that is perfectly satisfactory.

Fair. DASH. Just a few, a couple of days before the sentencing.

Sir. HE-NT. Yes, sir.

Is that your recollect ion of

Mr. BITTMAN. That is the col]f)quv that I was referring to in response
to a question posed to me by Mr . St. CLAIR.

Mr. RAILSBA(K. IS it further your recollection that in response to a
question by the prosecution before the grand jury! that MI. HUNT'S
answer was, when asked approximately the same question that it
was on or about the 20th 2

Mr. BITTMAN. I was not before the grand jury, and of course, the



date of March 21 really was not of that great significance during
that period of time. It is my recollection during this period of time
that Mr. Hunt did not know specificaly what date it was.

Mr. R.AIL SBA( K. Let me just ask you if, of your own knowledge—do
you have any knowledge that at all interview prior to the Senate
Watergate Committee testimony, that Mr. Hunt ever informed one of
the staff or anybody, for that matter connected with the Senate
Watergate Committee that the events that we have referred to took
place on the 20th 2

Mr. BITTMAN. Congressman, I just can't answer that question. It
could well be. I have been with Mr. HUNT before the Senate Watergate
Committee on just numerous occasions where they questioned him
for hours and(l hours and hours, and I just don't recall if he ever
specifically said the 20th or not. I don't have that kind of a
recollection, I am sorry y.

Mr. RAILSBACK. OK, thank you.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Conyers ?

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Bittman, let me test your credibility. Are you under
examination or investigation by the bar association 2

Mr. BITTMAN. Not to my knowledge.

Mr. CONYERS. Are you an unindicted coconspirator in the Watergate
coverup matters

Mr. BITTMAN. I r ead that in the newspaper, Congressman, but I have
not been so informed.

Mr. CON YERS. I don't have any further questions, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. BITTMAN-. I might say I don't know what that would have to do
with my credibility.

Mr. CONYERS. Well, we might still find out what it has to do with
your credibility, even based on this answer, sir.

I don't have any further questions.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Wiggins?



Mr. WIGGINS. Mr. Bittman, my notes indicate that your notes indicate
that your client's decision to enter a plea of guilty was "almost
solely based upon the death of his family and its effect upon himself
and his family"--the death of his wife, I beg your pardon-—"and its
effect upon himself and his family."

Am I correct, first of all, in that quote ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I believe that is correct. I mean certainly another
factor that was taken into consideration was the overwhelming
nature of the case that the Government had against him. I mean
certainly that was considered. But he was aware of that before I had
the conversation with him on December 10. So therefore I think the
death of his wife was the motivating factor of that decision.

Mr. WIGGINS. Had it not been for the death of his wife, would you
have gone to trial ill this case. ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes. sir, and I w as prepared to go to trial.

Mr. WIGGINS. MI. Bittman, the grand jury which was meeting late in
March 1973 was investigating what subject so far as you know 2

Mr. BITTMAN. Watergate.

MI-. WIGGINS. So far as you know do you have any reason to believe
at all that your client failed to testify fully and accurately before
that grand jury?
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Mr. BITTMAN. Well, again, I was not in the grand jury.

Mr. WIGGINS. But I am asking you if you have any reason to know that
he did not testify fully and accurately before the grand jury ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. WIGGIN S. YOU do have reason to know ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. WIGGINS. State your reason, please.

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, it is based on conversations with him.

Mr. WIGGINS. And under the circumstances, you cannot disclose those
conversations ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I just don't see how I can, Congressman. I would have
no reluctance to, but I don't see how I can.

Mr. WIGGINS. IS your former client at this time faced with perjury
charges arising out of his testimony before that grand jury'

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir, and I might say that ultimately, to the best of
my knowledge, he testified fully and honestly to all questions that
were asked.

Mr. WIGGINS. Did the plea of guilty which was entered have anything
to do with testimony before that grand jury? Indeed, it could not,
because the grand jury testimony followed the plea. as I remember.

Mr. B1TTMAN. I might say this, that in October 1972, all counsel for
the Watergate defendants were informed by the prosecutors that
under the authority of the Kelly case, after the Watergate trial was
over with, whether they were convicted, acquitted, or what have
you, they would be immunized and taken before the grand jury to
testify fully as to what their knowledge was. So everyone, including
the defendants, had that knowledge from October 1972 on.

Mr. WIGGINS. Did your client know of your conversations which you
described as candid conversation, with the prosecutor about these
several areas in which he did not wish to testify 8



Mr. BITTMAN. Was Mr. Hunt aware of my conversation with the
prosecutors ?

Mr. WIGGINS. Yes.

Mr. BITTMAN. I believe he was.

Mr. WIGGINS. What did he say to you about those conversations, if you
can tell us ? Did he agree or not with your discussing these matters
with the prosecutor ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, of course, the thrust of my conversation with the
prosecutors Congressman, was that they defer certain matters to a
later date. Mr. Hunt did not testify before anybody up until March
1973 ill his life, and at that time, he was 56 years old. With his
background with the CIA and the OSS, I knew it would take time
before ho would feel comfortable about testifying about matters and
particularly that related to covert activities.

Mr. WIGGINS. Were YOU representing Mr. Hunt at a time when he was
called to appear before a grand jury in connection with the Ellsberg
matter?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. WIGGINS. DO you have any reason to believe that he did not
testify fully and accurately before that grand jury with respect to
any matter before it?

Mr. BITTMAN. No; 1 do not. The immunity that I arranged for him was
contingent upon his complete truthful testimony.



74

Mr. WIGGINS. So far as you know, are any per jury charges pending
against your client with respect to any testimony he offered before
the so-called Ellsberg grand jury?

MI. BITTMAN. No sir'.

Mr. WIGGINS. That is the only question I have.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Eilberg ?

Mr. F,ILBERG. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Bittman, I am not clear on the use or disposition of the $75,000
that was delivered on March 21. Would you go over that again, please
i

Mr. BITTMAN. You mean what was done with it ?

Mr. EILBERG. Yes.

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't know what was done with it, Congressman.

Mr. F,ILBERG. Did you I retain it as counsel fees i.

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir. The last *;110,()00 in fees that I received from
Mr. Hunt was by check. The $75,000 that apparently was in the
envelope that was delivered to me was given to him and to this day,
I don't know what he did with it.

Mr. EILBERG. Are you aware that this committee had testimony
yesterday indicating that that 875,00() was intended to be used as
legal fees for you or TOI' your firm ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That might be. All I can testify to are what the facts
are as I know them. That money did not come to me as legal fees in
any manner, shape, or form.

Mr. EILBERG. So that the individual who delivered that money to you
did not carry out the purpose that he had in mind, apparently.

Mr. BITTMAN-. Perhaps he could have used it as reimbursement to Mr.
Hunt as legal fees. I don't know. But I never received one nickel of
that $75,000.



Mr. EILBERG. With respect to other cash, you said you received only
$46,000 in cash ?

BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. EILBERG. What about the original payment of $1,000? In what
form was that ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Cash, sir'.

Mr. FLIT BERG. So you received more than $46,000 ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir! $46,000. $1,000, $25,000, and $20,000.

Mr. EILBERG. I see. Can you tell us a little bit more about the
character of the 100 envelopes that you received at your home and
your office ?

Mr. BITTMAN. They were all kinds of envelopes all shapes, sizes.
Some that had return addresses on them, some didn't. I would just
put them in an envelope and periodically give them to Mr. Hlmt.

Mr. EIL BERG. How did they come to you ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I assume because of publicity in the newspaper
surrounding the fact that I was representing him.

Mr. F,ILBERG. Did you open any of them at all ?

Mr. BI TTMAN. Never.

Mr. EILBERG. Did any of these contain any cash ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't know.

Mr. F,ILBERG. Did you ever discuss the contents of any of these with
your client?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, I did.
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Mr. EILBERG. What did he tell you ?

Mr. BITTMAN.Well, let me tell you w hat I told the prosecutors. That
on one occasion, he mentioned to me that many people were just
seeking autographed pictures and things of that nature. I think this
was the general tenor of some of the envelopes. It is not as ominous
as it might appear.

Mr. ~~,ILBERG. Mr. Bittman, we have heard testimony that envelopes
were delivered to your residence, other envelopes, with cash in
them. Do you know anything about that '

Mr. BITTMAN. Other than what I have testified to?

Mr. EIIBERG. Yes, sir.

Fir. BITTMAN. Absolutely not.

Mr. EILBERG. One other question. In your conversation with Charles
Co]son where he said he would do anything that he could and he
subsequently wrote a letter, can't we fairly assume that he was
carrying out his effort to obtain a lighter sentence or clemency or
commutation, if you please? Isn't that a fair interpretation?

Mr. BITTMAN-. It v. as not a fair interpretation to me at the time.

Mr. EILB)RG. Yet you did go to him for help in behalf of your client,
who you felt had a commitment, is that right ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well there is more background to it than that. There
was an estrangement between Mr. Colson and Mr. Hunt during this
period of time quite a bit of period of time. The only reason I went
to see Mr. Colson w as because Mr. Hunt asked me to. And when Mr.
Colson said these nice things about Howard Hunt. that is, when Mr.
Hunt asked me to go back to see him and said, could we call upon him
or could he be of some assistance in the event he received a
substantial sentence. It w as in that context.

Mr. EILBERG. No further questions, Mr. Chair man.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Dennis ?

Mr. DENNIS. Mr. Bittman, you have testified that this $75,000



payment in March of 1973 was on or about the 20th or the 21st of
March, that you are not certain which, but you incline to the 21st. Is
that correct ?

Mr. BITS MAN. Yes, it is, Congressman.

Mr. DENNIS. And will you state once more why it is you are inclined
to the 21st ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Because I have a notation in my daybook on March 22d
which indicates that I had a conference with Howard Hunt at
approximately 8 o'clock or 8:15 in the morning.

Mr. DENNIS. On the 22d ?

Mr. BITT MAN. On the 22d.

Mr. DENNIS. All right.

Mr. BITTMAN. Now, that reference would indicate to me that I
received the envelope the night before and that that was a notation
that he came to my home to pick it up.

Mr. DENNIS. You have no independent memory other than that as to
what you talked to him about that morning ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Other than what memory I have and I have no similar
type references for any other (lay.

Mr. DENNIS. And that is the sole reason why you incline to the 21st
over the 20th ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. That is the only reason.
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Mr. DENNIS. Reference has been made by Mr. Railsback, who read the
testimony as to MR. Hunt's testimony to Mr. I)ash in September 1973
before the Senate Select Committee. I)id it come to your attention
that in the preceding July of 1973, Mr. Hunt stated to the grand Jury
that in his judgment, this payment was made on OI' about March

Mr. BITTMAN. Congressman. I have never had access to Mr. Hunt's
grand jury testimony. I don't know what he testified to before the
grand j ury concerning that date.

Mr. DENNIS. And(l you have not talked to him about that particular
matter, then ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. I have, and as I mentioned in my testimony earlier,
without getting into a specific conversation, I don't believe Mr. Hunt
knows what date it was.

Mr. T)ENNIS. But at any rate. what he said to the grand jury you do
not personally know ?

ISIS. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. DENNIS. Now, when Mr. Parkinson went back and said he would
check on the commitments and then came back and told you that he
had checked and there were commitments did he say who had made
the commitments or what the commitments were ?

Mr. BITTMAN. He did not say who made the commitments. He did
indicate that it would cover legal fees, expenses, replacement
income, and he might have said, rehabilitation I am not sure about
that.

Mr. DENNIS. And did you ask him who had made the commitment ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I did not.

Mr. DENNIS. Did he tell you who he had checked with ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. DENNIS. And did you make any inquiry as to that 9

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.



Mr. I)ENNIS. Now you stated, I think this morning that you felt and
still]] feel that you had good grounds for your motion to suppress the
evidence obtained from the search of Fir. Hunt's safe, is that

correct ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I testified that I felt the search was illegal.

Ml . DENNIS. That is correct. That is what ) you said.

And(l following from that, am I correct in; or do you believe that you
had a reasonably good ground for that motion to suppress the illegal
search ?

Mr. BITTMAN. N o, sir.

Mr. T)ENNIS. You do not think so ?

Mr. BITTMAN. The reason I do not think so is that after I saw the
information that the Gov e  rnment showed  to me that they
represented was all the information taken from the safe it would
have rendered the thrust of the motion moot. The only thing that I
would have successfully suppressed was a suitcase full of
electronic equipment. The theory of the motion to suppress was to
obtain certain note-)ooks that Mr. Hunt had in there that I assumed
the Government used in its investigation and prosecution to develop
leads that what I sought to achieve e was to taint the entire
Government's case. Those notebooks were not there.

Mr. DENNIS. So that in fact you became convinced what you are saying
is you became convinced from talking to the (government government
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seeing what they had that there w as nothing in the safe that you
could suppress that M as relevant to the charge ?

Mr. BITTMAN. With the exception of that suitcase of electronic
equipment which was nothing but cumulative evidence based on my
overall anal y sis of the strong case that they had.

Mr. DENNIS. And therefore did you come to the conclusion that the
motion to suppress was not important to your defense ?

Mr. BITTMAN. It would have been important to the defense had Mr.
Hunt gone to trial, because even if I could have suppressed just a
suitcase at least I would(l have achieved something.

Mr. I)ENNIS. Well, you might, as you say, still have succeeded in
tainting the case for the prosecution ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir. Not based on what I reviewed in the U.S.
attorney's office. It would not have tainted anything. The taint
theory is that the Government has to utilize evidence, names or
other evidence based on illegal search and then based upon that they
develop leads and followup. All I had was a suitcase and that could
not have tainted any other evidence that they had against Mr. Hunt, to
my knowledge.

Mr. DENNIS. Then you might have suppressed the suitcase and that's
a l l ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That s right.

Mr. DONOHUE [presiding]. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. Waldie.

Mr. WALDIE. Yes. Mr. Bittman, when Mrs. Hunt gave you these two
exhibits, No. 1 and No. 2, the two memos,l she was then your client,
was she not?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. WALDIE. And were these given to you in your capacity as her
counsel?



Mr. BITTMAN. Well, I assume so, yes, Congressman.

Mr. WALDIE. That was your assumption at the time they were given
to you?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, I mean she wouldn't have given me anything else
in any other capacity.

Mr. WALDIE. I would think not. And you delivered them to Mr.
Parkinson ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. WALDIE. Pursuant to your role as counsel ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, pursuant to her instructions.

Fir. WALDIE. But that was as your role as counsel for Mrs. Hunt ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. W.ALDIE. You were following your client's instructions, and I pr
sume in reading these documents you had an obligation, and
obviously as a careful attorney fulfilled the obligation of counseling
her as to whether she herself was involved in any incriminating or
questionable activities?

Mr. BITTMAN. No: I did not believe that that was appropriate. These
accountings which I received to me were absolutely consistent with
my strong feeling that I had from the outset of my representation
that these moneys came from a defense fund. and there is noth ing
inconsistent with these accountings and that defense fund(l theory

See pp,. 17,19.
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which I stated to my own partners on July 7, 1972 and stayed with
me until the Senate Watergate testimony.

Mr. WALDIE. I see, all the way up to the Senate Watergate you
believed in the defense fund theory ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes; I did. Rightfully or wrongfully.

Mr. W.ALDIE. So where your client said Mr. Rivers "was able to scrape
up" on such short notice, that did not seem inconsitent with your
understanding of the high-powered Republican defense fund(l?

Mr BITTMAN
. No, it did not.

Mr. WALDIE. It did not. Now

Mr. BITTMAN. I mig ht add! I might add

MI. LATTA. Mr. Chairman ? Mr. Chairman 2 I am going to object to
that question because it is not accurate when he said Republican
defense fund. That sounds like the liberal press.

Mr. WALDIE. That s what he identified it as, Mr. Latta, if you had been
listening carefully.

Mr. LANA. If he wants to r ephrase h is question——

Mr. W.ALDIE. Let s clarify the matter. Is that not what you described
the defense fund as, a Republican defense fund ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I described it as what I thought was a defense fund set
up by prominent Republicans.

Mr. WA LDIE. All right. Does that satisfy you, Mr. Latta ?

Mr. LATTA. Yes; that r educes it tremendously.

MI. WALDIE. I see.

All right, Mr. Bittman, when you took these to Mr. Parkinson, was Mr.
Parkinson's role consistent with your understanding that this was
consistent with a defense fund of prominent Republicans?



Mr. BITTMAN. Yes sir.

Mr. WALDIE. What did you think Mr. Parkinson's role was in that
defense fund ?

MI-. BITTMAN. I thought that he was in effect a—I don't know how I
should put it—a conduit or that he was the one that was distributing
the funds from the fund.

Mr. WALDIE. I)id you think the fact that he was connected with (?RP
had anything to do with the defense fund of prominent Republicans ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. No. I think my strong feeling that these funds could
not have come from the Committee To Re-Elect the President or- the
White House, I think led greatly to my conclusion.

Mr. WALDIE. But you felt that this defense fund people gave the
money to Mr. Parkinson as a conduit to distribute ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes; that is exactly what I thought.

Mr. WALDIE)IE. And whom did you think MI. Parkinson would
distribute them to, to MI S. Hunt, your client ?

And that's why she accounted to him ?

Mr. BITTMAN Well, Mr. Parkinson was the one that told me that
Rivers

MI. WALDIE. Yes; I recall that.

Mr. BITTM.\N [continuing]. Was ()K to talk to and it all gets back to
that.

Ml . WALDIE)IE. It sure does. I recall that.

Mr. BITTMAN. And if I was correct there was a defense fund, it all
seemed to tie in to me. I mean, I now am aware that I had a very
erroneous assumption, but that nevertheless is
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Mr. WALDIE. I understands

Mr. BITTMAN. Was my strong feeling at the time.

Mr. WALDIE. And when you called Mr. O'Brien to convey to him the
need of Mr. Hunt to discuss additional moneys, were you under a
similar delusion that Mr. O'Brien then was a conduit for this defense
fund of prominent Republicans ?

Mr. I31 TT.~~r.~N. Yes, sir.

Mr. WALDIE. And so that when y ou sent Mr. O BRIEN down into the
room with Mr. Hunt and did not join him, was it because you did not
want to overhear what that conversation was ? You wanted to be
away from those gentlemen so they could talk in confidence ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. I have no recollection, Congressman! of purposely
avoiding tht particular meeting.

Mr. WALDIE. Did Mr. Hunt request you not be present when he spoke to
Mr. O'Brien ?

Mr. BITTMA v N. I am sure he did not.

Mr. WALDIE. It seems so strange for an attorney to permit another
attorney to discuss with his client outside of his absence matters of
enormous importance, as it later turned out, though at the time I
gather you felt they were rather insignificant matters that did not
require your attention and(l presence. ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I made a decision at the time that it wasn't necessary
for me to attend.

Mr. DONOHUE. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. Fish.

Mr. WALDIE. Mr. Chairman, may he answer the last question ?

Mr. DONOHUE. I m sorry but X our time has expired.

Mr. WALDIE. All right.



Mr. I)ONOHUE. Mr. Fish.

Mr. FISH. Thank VOU: Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Bittman, I understood that it was on the representation and the
authority of Mr. I-'arkinson that you gave credence to Mr. Rivers ?
From my notes however, you did not show W}ho introduced you or
authorized Mr. Baker, then allegedly Mr. Baker was a person you could
deal with

Mr. BITTMAN. No one did introduce me to Mr. Baker.

Mr. FISH. And so then you just received calls from him asking if you
were going to be home and just did you receive a package, you just
went ahead and did that 2

MI. BITTMAN. That's correct.

Mr. FISH. Without getting any authority ? Am I correct that there
were a total of four deliveries through this Baker call and the
subsequent deliveries to your home ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I am not certain how many deliveries there were, but I
think there were approximately four.

I would say three or four.

Mr. FISH. Now, if I could take you l)ack to that time in your office, I
believe the 16th of March when Mr. Hunt and Mr. O'Brien met, do I
understand that it is your recollection that after those two
gentlemen talked in another part of your law firm that subsequent to
that meeting Mr. O'Brien did not say to you, recount his conversation
with Mr. Hunt to you in terms of the. commitment and in terms of the
figure of $60,000 for legal fees and $70,000 for a 2-year period of
sustenance ?



Mr. BITTMAN. I have absolutely no recollection of Mr. O'Brien
mentioning any amount of money to me.

Mr FISH. Mr. Chairman. I would like to yield to Mr. Dennis at this
point.

Mr. DENNIS. I thank t he gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Bittman, had you gone to trial would YOU have pursued the motion
to suppress ?

Mr BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. DENNIS. But as a matter of fact, because of the guilty plea there
was no hearing and it was never determined; is that correct ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That's correct. I can go into that. There are a lot of
reasons why I didn't pursue it and I will be happy to.

Mr. DENNIS. But as a matter of fact, the guilty plea was entered
without a final hearing or disposition on that motion; is that true ?

MI. BITTMAN. That's correct.

Mr. DENNIS. When Mr. O'BI ien was in your office 011 March I 16 did
he say anything about Mr. Hunt stating that he had done seamy things
for the White House or that he would have to reconsider his options
i! his commitments weren't met or anything of that kind to you ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I have no recollection of Mr. O'Brien mentioning that to
me, sir.

Mr. DENNIS. If Mr. ()'Brien has so testified, would you say to the
committee that he was not cor r ect in his statement ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I would say he is mistaken.

Mr. DENNIS. Did there come a time Mr. Bittman in August of 1973
when you terminated your representation of Mr. Hunt ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir-.

Mr. DENNIS. And was that done at anyone's suggestion ?

Mr. BITTMAN. It was based upon a conversation that I had with Mr.



Cox and Mr. Neal, Special Watergate Prosecutor s office.

Mr. DENNIS. So your termination of your representation of Mr. Hunt
was based on conversation with the Special Prosecutors; is that corr
ect ?

Mr. BITTMAN. It was based upon a conversation but it was a voluntary
decision by me. I was not required to step down.

Mr. DENNIS. Well, why did you step down after that conversation?

Mr. BITTMAN. Because. they felt that it would appear, it had—I am
trying to think of Mr. (Fox's exact words, that it had the appearance
of a possil)]e confli(t of interest. That's what he told me.

Me. DENNIS. In what respect?

Mr. BITTMAN-. The fact that Mr. Hunt and I may be. called upon to
testify to certain conversations, and that some people might suspect
that I am such a dominant force that he would be inclined to testify
in a cer tain manner to protect me.

I might say since that time there has been no discrepancies in my
testimony and Mr. Hunt's.

Mr. I)ENNIS. The suggestion being that you were both witnesses
perhaps to matters that Mr. (Fox was inter ested in ?

Mr. BIT T SIAN. Yes, sir. That's correct.

Mr. T)ENNIS. And was he throwing out any suggestion at the time that
he might be contemplating charges against you as well as against Mr.
Hunt ?
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Mr. BITTMAN. Absolutely not.

Mr. DENNIS. That was not the nature of the conflict of interest?

Mr. BITTMAN. It d( finitely was not. It was the ap)l)ealallce of a
possible conflict of interest. Those are the words that Mr. Cox
stated to me at that time.

Mr. DENNIS. And again what did he claim this conflict was, Mr. Cox ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That Mr. Hunt and I would testify to certain
conversations and that Mr. Hunt's testimony was critical to those
conversations and that if he was represented by another lawyer and
Mr. Hunt testified in the same manner he always had, that it would
not appear that there might be a conflict then if I were advising him
with r espect to those conversations.

Mr. DONOHUE. The time of the gentleman from New York has expired.

Mr. Flowers.

Mr. FLOWERS. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Bittman, you were employed to represent Fir. Hunt in initially—in
his behalf on potential charges that might arise out of the Watergate
break-in ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Both civil and criminal, Congressman.

Mr. FLOWERS. Yes, sir. I understand that. And that m-as the extent of
your employment by Mr. Hunt ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, there were other things that I subsequently per
formed for him but that was the basis of tile initial representation.

M1'. FL,O\VERS. The initial representation. The other things were all
connected therewith though, were they not ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. FLOWERS. In that connection! you, I gather, appeared at pleadings
for him in both civil and criminal matters accompanied him to the
grand jury, met with attorneys for the Government as well as



attorneys for the plaintiff and other defendants in both civil and
criminal,i l cases ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir, that was done on a very frequent basis.

Mr. FLOWERS. Over a period of some 8 or 9 months?

I\II. BITTMAN-. Yes, sir.

Mr. FLOWERS. Noxv. during that period of time, Mr. Bittman, did other
memb)ers of your firm appear with you in these more or less public
forums ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. I would say Mr. Mittler was always with me. He was
another p artner, and from time to time, depending upon the
magnitude of the matter, one or two associates might he there as
wel] .

Mr. FLOWERS. And the other firm time was done in either research or
consultation with various members of the firm who were more
intimately involved in the cases ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir', voluminous legal papers were filed in both the
civil and the criminal cases. I mean I think that the pleading file al
lone is a file drawer and one -half .

Mr. FLOWERS. The c ivil case, Mr. Hunt was named as an individual
defendant along with the Committee To Re-E,lect the President and
other parties in the case filed by the I)emocratic Committee ?



Mr. BITTMAN. He wasn't named initially, but subsequently the
complaint w as amended and he was named a defendant.

Mr. FLOWERS. He was named—well, the extent of your legal services
is only in defending Mr. Hunt ? It was not in any way the,
representation of the CRP ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Oh, that's correct. I was only representing Ml. Hunt.
That was clear to everyone involved.

MI. FLOWERS. .&11 right. Thank you, sir. No further questions, Mr.
Chairman.

Ml. l)o>-ollt-E. Ml. Mayne.

Mr. MAYNE. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Mr. Bittman, I am down here at
the end.

I believe you testified that it was your strong feeling that Mr. Hunt
would have proceeded to trial had it not been for the tragic death of
his wife ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. MAYNE. And that in any event you were certainly fully prepared
for trial ?

Ml}. BITTMAN. Yes, sir, I was prepared as I could be.

Mr. MAYNE. Well, I am getting a somewhat different impression now.
I thought when you addressed yourself to this when answering Mr.
Wiggins' question that you stated quite confidently that you were pr
ep)al ed for trial ?

Ml. BITTMAN. I was prepared for trial, no question about it l)ut it
was a ver y difficult case.

Mr MAYNE. When had you made your trial preparations ?

Mr. BITTMAN.~~N. I would say we started as soon as we received a
copy of the indictment, and between 24 hours I had a meeting with
six attorneys in my office giving them various assignments.

Mr MAYNE. Well, and what time frame of work ?



MR. BITTMAN-. Well, it was a continuous thing, Congressman. It was
continuous. That's all I can say. We then immediately filed pretrial
motions. I think we filed some 14 pretrial motions and discovery
motions to obtain certain things from the Government and certain
information. We were interviewing witnesses We went down to visit
the prosecutors and examine the documentary and the physical
eviden(e they had in their possession. This was all being done during
this

period of time.

Mr. MAYNE. Excuse me. I didn't mean to inquire into all of the things
that you did to prepare. I just wondered when you had completed your
preparations ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, I think anyone that has defended a defendant in a
criminal case knows that you never complete your preparation

Mr. MAYNE. That sounds more like it.

MI. BITTMAN-. But I felt I w as ready for trial as well as I could be
at that time.

MI. MAYNE. Of course you testified that you had learned .3 or 4 weeks
prior to June or to January .3 that there wasn't going to be a trial as
far as Mr. Hunt was concerned ?

Mr. I3I TTMAN?V. 011 I)ecember ] () I learned that.

MI-. MAYNE. Thank you. I + yield back the l)alan(e of my time.

Mr. T)o>T()I IITE. AI1. Mann..

Ml. MANN. No questio)lls. Thank you.



Mr. DONOE{UE. Mr. Hogan.

Mr. HOGAN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. BITTMAN, on or about March 16, 1973, was it your impression
that Mr. Hunt was in desperate financial straits ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. HOGAN. In other words, he had ample resources to support
himself at that time from his insurance money or other sources?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well]l, he had the insurance money, and I know he
received a pension from the CIA. But, of course, no one knew what
the legal fees and other expenses would be in the future and, of
course, no one knew how long he was going to be in jail. He did have
four motherless and fatherless children at that point.

MI. I HOGAN. An(l also on OI' about March 16, 1973, the fees run up in
your defense of Mr. Hunt, as I understood from your testimony, were
current at that time ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Through the end of March—I mean, let me put it this
way, with the payment that he made in early Ap)lil we were just
about at the break-even point. We might have been about $5,0()0 or
$6,00() behind but virtually at the break-even point.

Mr. HOGAN-. So it is safe to assume then that at least at that point
you W(  not pressing him for payment of attorneys fees ?

~~.Mr. BITTMAN. That's correct.

Mr. HOGAN. So when it was stated by Mr. () Brien that Mr. Hunt
mentioned the need for $75),00() in attorney's fees do you have any
idea on what Mr. Hunt based that figure R

Ml. BITTMAN. Well, now, I am confused. When I said I wasn't pressing
MI. Hunt for attorney's s fees, I meant after the $60 000 payment.

Mr. HOGAN-. Which came before March 16 ?

Ml. BITTMAN. No, it came after, came in early April. But certainly I
had discussions with Mr. Hunt about attorney's fees prior to that
time.



Mr. HOGAN-. Well now, did he have then ample basis for the $75,000
figure that he mentioned, that he is reported to have mentioned to
Mr. O Brien?

Mr. BITTMAN-. No figure was mentioned to me Congressman that I

can recall].

Mr. HOGAN. Yes, I understand that. But, you don't have any idea on
what Mr . I l unt could have base d this $75),000 figure ?

Ml. BITTM.\N. W ell, based on my conversations with him testimony
given before the Senate Watergate Committee I assume he was
basing it u})Oll serving 2 years in jail.

Mr. HOGAN. But getting back to the point, that of arrearage at that
point in time with your firm ?

Ml. BITTMAN. Well then I gather VOUI question is at approximately
March 16 what did he owe to my law firm ?

Mr. HOGAN-. Right.

Mr. BITTMAN. I would say approximately $45,000 or $50,OOO, maybe
a little more.

Mr. HOGAN. Thank you. And I think you also testified that you didn't
get any of that $75 000 as pal t of your fee ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

was not his amount



Mr. HOGAN. NO)h,BITTMAN your testimony this morning, I am confused
about this escrow fund which your film estab)lislsed. Could you
explain why your firm established the escrow fund ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes sir-. It was a concern by the partnership that some
evidence might come out for example)lc, at the Senate Watergate
(Committee testimony! that the funds that had been pai(l Hogan and
Hartson were tainted and initially it was felt only to escrow the
$46,000 because that rep)lesented the cash payment(nt. But after a
discussion at a partnership meeting they finally voted and said let's
escrow all of it even though $110,000 was paid to the firm by check
and that escrow is still in e existence today.

Mr. 1 HOGAN. There was never—was there any discussion at any time
l)etween you and Ma. Hunt or you and Mrs. Hunt or you and your
partners or you and anyone else about the use of money from this
escrow fund to pay for the supp)ort of Mr. Hunt while he is in prison

or for the support of his family while he was in prison ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Oh, absolutely no)t. I believe the escrow fund was set
up, Congressman Hogan, after I ceased representing Mr. Hunt. It had
nothing to do with the representation of Mr. Hunt at all.

Mr. HOGAN-. Thank you very much. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. I)onolllTE. Mr. Sarbanes.

Mr. SARBANES. Mr. Bittman how did Mr. and Mrs. Hunt happen to come
to your house on the third of July to seek your r representation ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Early that day, (?Congressman, I received a telephone
call from an attorney in Los Angeles who asked me if I would be
interested in representing Howard Hunt or if I would be available to
r epresent Mr. Howard I Hunt. I then called a member of our firm's
executive committee to find out whether or not he would(l have any
problems with my getting involved in that kind of a case.

He said no. Either I called the attorney from Los Angeles or he called
me back and I said no, we don't have any prohibition. I said have M1.
Hunt see me and I will have a discussion with him and I will then
decide whether or not I will represent him. That s how it happened. T
hat was on July 3,1972.

Mr-. SARBANES. What did you understand that at that point that kind



of a ease involved ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well. I knew that certainly it was I political case, it
certainly had a tremendous amount of publicity and(l there were arti
in tile paper about the fact that Hunt had(l disappeared.

Mr. SARB.ANES. Now subsequent to your meeting with Mr. and(l Mrs.
Hunt on the night of July 3 did you then discuss further with your
partners or members of your firm taking the ease or was that
conversation, was that matter simply the one conversation prior
thereto ?

Ml. BITTMAN. No; I am sure that—you see this was the Fourth of July
weekend. I am sure that I had conversations with certain people in
the firm about the fact that I accepted the representation, but I
don't recall.

Mr. SARBANES. You mean following have done that ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Following]loavillg that.

Mr. SARBANES. On the night of the third ?

Mr. BITTM.~~N. Right; but I don't recall who they were.

Mr. SARBANES. Now, is Mr. Mittler a partner junior to you or was he a
partner junior to you in I Hogan and Hartson ?
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Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. SARBANES. SO YOU were the senior man with respect to the repre

sentation of Mr. and Mrs. Hunt ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. SARBANES. Now, I understand that you received a call from a Mr.

Rivers on the morning or on the 6th of July prior to the meeting that
you had with Mr. Parkinson and the other attorneys, is that correct ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That's correct.

Mr. SARBANES. NOW~~ at that point is it your testimony that this
was

just a strange phone call, or did it have some meaning or
significance to

you ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I knew that it related to I felt it related to the

representation of Mr. Hunt because I knew he was a writer, but
I thought it was an effort to blackmail Mr. Hunt, about how much
this script is going to cost and things like that. I thought it was a

blackmail effort, or an extortion effort or what have you.

Sir. SARB.ANES. And then at what point did your view of what the

phone Calls from Mr. Rivers represented change and why?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, based on the representations of Mr. Parkinson,

I felt that it was all right to talk to him and that any threat of a

possible extortion had been obviated.

Mr. SARBANES. Now over the next few months how often would



you have telephone conversations with someone who identified him

self as Mr. Rivers ?

Ml. BITT MAN. Well, there were very few but I would say maybe

four or five or six.

Mr. S SARBANES. Was an envelope delivered subsequent to each of

those conversations 2

Mr. BITTM.\N. NO, sir. Only the envelopes I received that I have

already testified to, and as I testified this morning there is some
confusion in my mind as to whether or not it was IMP. Rivers who
called me in October Or not. I felt it was Mr. Rivers. MI. I,aRue has
testified before the Senate that he made the call, so there is a
discrep
ancy and I can t resolve it.

Mr. S.ARBANES. What did the calls with Mr. Rivers pertain to in

those instances in which it did not pertain to the delivery of an
envelope 2

MI. BITTMAN. Wells I had three or four conversations with him just
about the $;05,0()(l, because he called me and he hung up, then he
called me again and I don't believe that I gave him an amount right
away. I believe he had to call me back again. And then he did call me
back and that's three telephone calls right there. And I do have a
vague recollection of another conversation in whic(h he called me to
find out if everything r was all right and I said that there was
concern within the firm about the manner of payment.

I'm not positive about that. Mr. ITlasewi(z has testified to that and I
seem to have a vague recollection of that conversation.

So, with the conversation in October, that's five conversations right
there.

Mr. SARBANES. And those are the conversations that you recollect?

Mr. BITTMAN. Those are the ones that I can recall, yes, sir.



Mr. I)ONOHUE. The time of the gentleman from Maryland has expired.
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Mr. Butler.

MI . BUTLER. Thank you, Me. Chairman.

Mr. Bittman, I am concerned a little bit because I wasn't aware prior
to today of the substantial accident insurance, I judge that it was on
Mrs. Hunt. Is that a matter of general information ?

Mr. BITTM.\N. Oh,, yes, sir. There was a tremendous amount of
publicity about that shortly after her death.

Mr. BUTLER. About the amount of insurance coverage?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes. sir.

Mr. BUTLER. And then do you feel that Mr. O'Brien was aware at the
time of your meeting with him on March 16 of the amount of this ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Absolutely. He had to be aware of it. There was a
tremendous amount of publicity in the newspaper about that, the
insurance policies.

Mr. BUTLER. You understood that, you think that he was quite
conscious of this amount of money that had come to Mr. Hunt from
these other sources ?

Mr. RITT)IAN-. T am sure, certain that he was aware of it.

Mr. BUTLER. Is it my understanding from your testimony that the
$60,000 which was paid in April was in all probability money which
came from the insurance proceeds?

Mr. BITTMAN. $50,0()0 of that $60,000 came directly from the
insurance policies; $1(),000 represented a cashier?s check that I
was holding for Mr. Hunt at his request and I don't know the source of
that money.

Mr. BUTLER. But that was the security for a bond of some kind?

Mr. BITTM.\5-. Yes sir. The $50,OOO came from a savings account
that had been set up for the bond which came directly directly
traceable from the insurance proceeds.



Mr. BUTLER. Well, now, so we are well satisfied then that the $60()0
does not come from the $75,OOU which you handled on the evening of
March 20 or 21 ?

Aft. BITTMAN. No, it could not have.

Mr. BUTLER. Can you give us some information as to the size of Ml s.
Hunt's estate ?

Were there substantial assets other than the $250 000 ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. My recollection is that it was a very meager, very
small estate.

MI. BUTLER. One more question if I may. I thought I heard this but I
wanted to understand again. The so-called seamy things comment
that's received quite a bit of attention, that was made out of your
presence ?

Mr. BITTMAN. IT was made out of my presence and it was a statement
that I was not aware of until some time later

Mr. BUTLER. But you are satisfied that that statement was actually
made to O'Brien ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. Well I know Air. O'Brien has testified to it. I know
that Mr. Hunt has testified to it so I assume it took place.

Mr. BUTLER. Yes. Thank you. That's what I wanted. Now when did you
become aware of the fact that this statement had been made ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, Mr. Hunt testified before the Senate Watergate

(? om m it tee .

Mr. BUTLER. And that was your first information on it ?

Mr. BITTMAN. And Mr. O'Brien has told me about that conversation
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when he was preparing Mr. Hunt for grand jury testimony probably in
April or May.

Mr. BUTLER. April or May 1973. All right. Thank you, Mr. Bittman.

Thank you, Mr. Chair man.

Mr. DONOHUE. Mr. Seiberling.

Mr. SEIBERLING. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Bittman what was the name of the attorney who referred Mr. I
Hunt to you as a client 0

Mr. BITTMAN. Morton Jackson.

Mr. SEIBERLIN(.. And he was from Los Angeles?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes sir. He's a personal friend of Mr. l Hunt's
represented him in the capacity as an attorney and as a member of a
law firm. I don't know how big it is out there. I didn't meet him. I
didn b know him when he called me.

Mr. SEIBERLING. Do you know how much pension Mr. Hunt received
from the CIA ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir; I do not.

Mr. SEIBERL IXG. Based on your observations of Mr. I Hunt would you
consider him to be an intelligent person ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. SEIBERLING. Would you consider that he had a reasonably or had a
reasonably sophisticated perception of the things that motivate
other people ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I am not sure I un(lerstand that question.

Ml. SEIBERLING. Well, was he reasonably sophisticated about human
nature ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir. Mr. Hunt was an operative and by operative I



mean if he was given an order by a superior he would do it
regardless of what it was.

Mr. SEIBERLING( . Well, that isn t quite the point of my question. My
point is did he understand what motivates people ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I just don't think I understand the question. I don t
think I c an answer it. I'm sorry.

Mr. SEIBERLING. I see. All right. I yield my time to Sir. Sarbanes.

Mr. SARBANES. Mr. Bittman

Mr. BITTMAN. I will be happy to answer it, Congressman, if you can
rephrase it again I am not trying to avoid it.

Mr. SEIBERL IX(.. Well, my only question was was he reasonably
conversant with human beings so that he would un(lerstan(l

Mr. BITTMAN. Well! he was conversant with human beings but he has
lived a very bizarre life with the C:IA for 21 years involved in covert
activities so that s all I can say.

Mr. SEIBERLING. Are you saying he didn't have dealings with other
people ?

Mr. BITE MAN-. He had dealings with other people, but in I am sure a
context that would be far different than you OI- I. And before he
went with the CIA he was with the OSS, worked behind the lines in
China to release prisoners during the Second World War. Everything
he has done has been a different type of existence. So I don't think he
would deal with people the same. way you and I would.

Mr. SEIBERLING. But he had been around 2

Mr. BITTM.\N.()h,11e7S been around.



Mr. SEIBERLING. Thank you. I yield.

Mr. SARB.ANES. Mr. Bittman, do I understand at some point in time
the phone calls from Mr. Rivers ceased and phone calls began from
MI. Baker?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. SARB.ANES. Now, at the time you received the first phone call
from MI. Baker, what sort of identification was made of Mr. Baker or
what did you presume Mr. Baker's role or authority to be?

Mr. BITTM.\N. I didn't have the faintest idea. This individual called
me and I didn t know who he was, and I said who are you" and he said
"This is Mr. Baker." And I said well what do you want?" And he said "I
would like you to deliver an envelope to Howard Hlmt." He said "Will
you be home tonight ?" And I said "Yes: I will." And he said "This is
Mr: Baker. ' And I said "Well. what do you want ?" And he then would
have told me that at a specific time it would have been left in my
mailbox.

Mr. SARB.ANES. And you would go out to the mailbox and collect
these envelopes 011 the occasions of these deliver ies ?

AIR. BITTMAN. Yes.

Mr. S SARBANES. Late in the evening ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes; on three OI' four occasions this happened.

Mr. SARBANES. Where do you live ?

WIN . BITTMAN. I live out in Potomac! Md.

Mr S.ARBANES. And was your mailbox marked ?

Mr. BITTM.\?f. It has my name on it.

Mr. SARBANES. That's what I mean.

Mr. BITTMAN-. Yes. Well maybe it doesn't have my name on it. It has
my address on it.

Mr. S.ARB.\NES. Well, do you recall how many conversations you had
with Mr. Baker ?



Mr. BITTMAN-. I am sure very few I would say three or four.

Mr. S.ARBANES. And did they all relate to the delivery of an envelope
to you for Mr. Hunt ?

Ml-. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Ml . SEIBERL ING. I yield back the balance of my time, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. DONOHUE Mr. Cohen.

Mr. COHEN. T hank you! Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Bittman, as I understand it 011 March 16 you were asked by Ml.
Hunt to contact Mr. O'Brien. that he wanted to talk to him and that
you • wanted to be present at this meeting but the press of business
prevented you is that correct at the time as best you can recollect ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I have to say to the best of my recollection that is
correct. Otherwise I would have normally attended that meeting.

Mr. COHEN. And Mr. Hunt also said for you to call M1. Colson because
Mr. O'Brien couldn't do anything for him. and which you did, and Mr.
Colson said no; he didn't want to talk to Mr. Hunt directly but that Mr.
Shapiro would(l talk to him. his attorney, is that correct ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes.

Me. COHEN. Were you not present at that meeting either ?

Mr. BITTMAN. NO;I B was not.

Mr, COHEN that due to the press of business also ?
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Mr. BITTMAN. I would(l have to assume it was. In fact. I don't even
know when Mr. Hunt saw Mr. Shapiro.

Mr. COHEN. All right, Mr. O'Brien then, as VOI1 know, did testify
before this committee that he related his conversation he had with
Mr. Hunt to you and in that conversation he had been told that Hunt
had done seamy things, that unless the commitments were kept, that
he would have to review his options.

Now, you say that Mr. O'Brien is mistaken in saying he told all of this
to you, only parts of it ?

Mr. BIT TMAN. I have had many conversations with Mr. O'Brien.

MI. COHEN. OK.

Mr. BITTMAN. And Mr. O'Brien has stated to me on every occasion that
I have talked to him that he never told me that Hunt told him at that
time he had done seamy things for the White House.

Now, if he has testified differently yesterday, it is the first time to
my knowledge.

Mr. COHEN-. I don't think he did, he just said that he related a
statement to you. Would you have regarded this statement about the
seamy things, reviewing options as an implied threat ?

Mr. BITTMAN. With my sensitivity I might well have.

MI. COHEN. Now

Mr. BITTMAN. Although I will say this, that if Hunt had threatened
O'Brien, I can't believe Paul O'Brien wouldn't have told me about it
which he never did, because I had frequent dealings with him during
this period of time.

Mr. COHEN. All right now let me ask you your opinion as an expert in
the criminal law field. If Hunt had engaged in extortion, in making a
threat, and you were to be the beneficiary of that extortion to the
extent that you would get counsel fees out of it, would that subject
you to a violation of law or criminal liability ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I would say certainly if I was party to it.



Mr. COHEN. Or beneficiary of receiving; that money through the
extortion ?

Mr. BITTMAN. You have to be more than a beneficiary. I would have to
be a party , to it, and you have to have knowledge of it.

If I had, certainly I would have withdrawn as counsel if I had even
suspected that that was taking place.

Ml. COHEN. If the money from your fees were coming from an
improper source or what your partners called a tainted source. or an
illegal source such as the Committee To Re-Elect funds, would that
have subjected you or your law firm to civil liability for those
funds?

Mr. BITTMAN.\N. That is a difficult question. I would say, I would say
possibly.

Mr. COHEN. That s the reason

Mr. BITTMAN. I can t answer that question.

Mr. COHEN-. But that's the reason you had put the money the
$156,000 into an escrow fund ?

Mr. BITT?~~fA>-. Right. It was a sensitivity by the partners.

Mr. cohen. After the fact, after the disclosures coming out in the
Senate committee ?

Mr. bittman-. With the Senate committee right

Mr. COHEN. Now, as I recall your testimony earlier this morning,
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you had a conversation with Mr. Colson during which time you were
discussing r Mr. Hunt's safe or the safe of the F.S. Government in the
Executive Office Building, and Colson told you to talk to Mr. Dean, as
I recall, and correct me if I am wrong, and you said that you didn't
want to talk to I)ean because he was involved ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. Yes, sir.

Mr. COHEN. Now, when was that conversation that you had with Mr.
Colson ?

Mr. BITTMAN. January 3,1973.

Mr. COHEN. What do you mean, Mr. Dean was involved in what?

Mr. BITTM.\N. In the initial Watergate planning and break-in.

Mr. COHEN. And you knew this, I take it, as a result of your
conversations with y our client ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well l)ased OII the hearsay information of my client.
Mr. Hunt never had any personal knowledge of anything. It is al]
hearsay.

Mr. COHEN. So. it is all hearsay but you didn t want to talk to Mr.
I)ean for that reason. Now, wh en you had your meeting with Air.
Colson you said that you expressed your concern to him that Mr. Hunt
could not stand a long-term incarceration ?

Mr. BITTMAN Yes, sir.

Mr. COHEN. What did you think Mr. Colson could do ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, I can tell you what was in the back of my mind.

Aft. COHEN. If you would.

Mr. BITTM.\N. And I felt that if Howard Hunt received a substantial
sentence I would not have hesitated, and indeed I felt strongly, feel
strongly that I would have had the obligation to attempt to obtain a
commutation of that sentence

AI 1. ( OHEN. Because Of SII . ( Colson S l)OSitiOI1 ?



Mr. BITTMAN. No. Well, certainly his position was critical.

Mr. COHEN-. If I could

Mr. BITTMAN. But you have to file to get a commutation or pardon,
you have to file a petition with the Attorney General and three
affidavits to accompany it. And I felt v er y strongly at the time,
because of the death of his wife, serious medical problems his
children had, his own medical problems, his 25-year service with
the country, the type of offense, that if he received a 90- or 30-year
sentence that that would be outr ageous and I felt an ob)l igati on to
do something.

Mr . COHEN. To tell Mr. Colson this 2

Mr. BITTMAN. I did not tell Mr. Colson this because I wasn't going to
do anything\:

Mr. DONOHUE. The time of the gentleman from Maine has expired.

Mr. Danielson.

Mr. D.ANIELSON-. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Bittman, I direct your attention to the $75 000 that has been the
subject of a great deal of testimony here. It is my understandingthat
neither you nor your firm ever took any part of it as income or for
any other purpose or at all ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. That's correct. in the broadest possible sense.

Mr. DANIELSON. How do you know there was $75,000 in the envelopes
?
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Mr. BITTMAN. The reason I know that is because Howard Hunt
testified to that in the grand  jury and before the Senate Watergate
Committee.

Mr. DANIELSON. But until that time, did you know there was $75,000
?

Mr. BITTMAN. Not until he told me.

Mr. DANIELSON. I understand that on occasions you said the envelope,
and on other occasions you said envelopes, plural.

Mr. BITTMAN-. That's right.

Mr. DANIEI SON. Would you explain ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I seem to have a vague recollection that there were
four envelopes. Now, I could be completely mistaken—that's why
there is some confusion.

Mr. DANIELSON. And there is no significance except you are not sure
of the number, is that right ?

Mr. BITTM)I XN. That's right. Otherwise, I am not aware of any
significance to it at all.

Mr. DANIELSON. You commenced representing Mr. Hunt somewhere
near the fourth of July of 1972 ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir; on July 3, 1972.

Mr. DANIELSON. All right, July 3. Pretty close to the Ith. You were
representing him, then? in September and in October of 1970 ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, slr.

Mr. DANIELSON. For your information in September of 1972, the
House Committee on Banking and Currency which is under the
chairmanship of Wright PatmaIl, was considering an investigation on
some of the matters related to Watergate.

Mr. BITTMAN. That's right.



Mr. DANIELSON. At or about that time, did you or anyone known to you
visit any member of the House Committee on Banking and Currency
and point out to them in substance and effect that if you commenced
hearings you are going to jeopardize the civil rights of these
individuals in the worst way and they will never get a trial, in
substance and effect ?

Mr. BITT:Nl.\5ı'. I did not, nor did anybody on behalf of Mr. Bunt, do
that although I was requested to do it.

Air. I)ANlEI SC)N. You were requested to do it ?

Ml . BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Fir. I)ANIELSON. By whom?

MI. BITTM.\N. I~el;netll Parkinson.

Me. I)ANIELSON. He is the g entleman from the Committee To ReE,lect
the President ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir. He called me up and suggested to me that it
might be in order to contact certain Congressmen and inform them
that Mr. Hunt!s constitutional rights might be in jeopardy if they had
open hearings and I said, thanks a lot, and that was it. At a later
date, Mr. Parkinson called up Mr. Mitt]er to ask when I was out of
town to ask him if we did it, and Mr. Mitt]er said no. So, it was never
done.

Mr. DANIELSON. Did you have any other contacts with anyone else
with respect to that subject ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. DANIELSON. And Mr. Parkinson's contacts were only with yourself
and Mr. Mittler, so far as you know ?
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Mr. BITTMAN. So far as I know

Mr. DANIELSON. Very well. Directing your attention to the memos
which are Bittman exhibits No. 1 and No. 2. No. IA and No. 2 & l when
you turned those over to Mr. Parkinson this is the same Mr. Parkinson
to whom you have just alluded to the CRP ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. DANIELSON. Did he make any comment when you turned them over
to him ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. DANIELSON. Except for the fact that he made a Xerox of at least
one of them—maybe two of them—did he give any other noticeable.
visible reaction?

Mr. BITTMAN. I have thought long and hard about that, Congressman,
and I cannot recall any statement that he made when he looked at
those two memorandums.

Mr. DANIELSON. Nor any other reaction that you note: is that correct
?

Mr. BITTMAN. No. sir.

Mr. DANIELSON-. Would it be a fair inference that he was not
surprised to see them ?

Mr. BITTMAN. If he had been surprised, or if he was aghast, I am sure
I would(l have r emembered the incident.

Mr. I)ANIELSON. And you do not remember the incident?

MI. BITTMAN. I do not remember any reaction at all.

Mr. I)ANIELSON. And lastly. on this $7 ).000, on your fees

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes. sir.

Mr. I)ANIELSON. It is my understanding that the fee received by cheek
in April could not have been derived from these $75.00(), if any



moneys such as $75,000 were in an envelope ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. I have been asked that question many times. It is
impossible. The reason why it is impossible is because S5() 000 e
came from a Riggs cashier check directly from the savings account
which was set up as a result of the proceeds of the insurance
polices, and the 810.000 cheek I had been holding for some time for
Mr. Hunt in my safe.

Mr. DANIELSON. Anyway, we can definite]y exclude that AT5,000
from your conversation ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir, absolutely.

Mr. DANIELSON. And last, did you ever talk personally or by telephone
with John Dean ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Never in my life have I spoken to John I)ean.

Fir. DANIELSON-. How about Mr. Moore  who was his assistant?

Ml. BITTMAN-. No. sir, I have never talked to him.

Mr. DANIELSON  WIT . IC]lrlie]lniall ?

Fir. bittman. No Sil.

Mr. DANIELSON
. Mr. HALDEMAN ?

Mr. bittman. NO, sir.

Mr. T).X>-IELsos. Mr. Higby ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No.

Mr. I)anielson. Thank you. Or Mr. Strachan. Excuse me ?

Mr. bittm.~~fAs. No, sir.

1 See pp. 17, 18, and 19.
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MR. DANIELSON. No other questions.

Mr. I)OXO}IFE. MI. Knott.

Mr. I~~crrsr. ^.Mr. BITTMAN, why did tile Hunts come to your home
when you had the original meeting instead of to your office, or was
there any particular reason you know of ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes. They were being harassed at their home by the
press.

Mr. LC)TT. And therefore you felt that by coming to your home that
night perhaps they could avoid

Mr. BI TTMAN-. No: it was a very trying experience for me but
because of the trauma that they were going through I agreed to that
arrangement. They did not avant to come downtown. On a couple of
occasions they came downtown and it was bedlam with reporters
chasing them down the street and what have you and therefore in
most instances they came to my home in the evening.

Mr. LOTT. Did you receive any subsequent calls from the Mr. Baker
after March 1973 ?

Mr. BI TTMAN. Oh, I am sure I did not.

Mr. LOTS . You did not ? And 110 subsequent deliveries ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No. No, sir.

Mr. LOTT. And when you completed or ended your services as counsel
for Mr. Hunt in August of 197X, there had not been any subsequent
payments of your legal fees since of April of 1973 is that correct ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. That's the last payment, yes, sir.

Mr. LOTT. I yield to Mr. Cohen.

Mr. COHEN. Thank you for yielding.

Mr. Bittman, I would like to pursue the last question that I was
asking you about your concern being expressed to Mr. Co]SaIl i f your
client received a 25-year sentence, that he certainly could not



endure and I asked you whether or not you felt because of MI. Colson
s position within the White House structure that this would be
beneficial or helpful to your client.

Mr. BITTMAN. Certainly if I filed an affidavit it would be helpful. He
was a man that had an excellent representation he was a friend of
Howard Hunt's he was a friend of the family, he had given Mr. Hunt
this employment opportunity, and when he—if I would need three.
affiants, certainly I would like him to be one of them, but I never
discussed that with him.

Mr. COHEN. I understand. Commutation or clemency?

Mr. BITTMAN. Clemency is a new word. I am really talking about
commutation or a pardon.

Mr. COHEN. The reason I asked the question is I recall the last time
that you appeared before the committee, you were dealing with
another matter, but you were representing a client, as you recall], a
Mr. ARrolfson, and you had received a phone call from another
attorney representing some Members of Congress who indicated that.
indicated that their clients might be willing to help out your client
and in l,your testimony before the committee you understood that
language to be a quid pro quo, in your opinion. And the question that I
would have for you, in your approach to Mr. Colson, can't the same
language essentially be construed as a quid pro quo that you were
seeking ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, because I was unaware of any quid pro quo.



Mr. COHEN. You were not aware of any 8

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.- Tomorrow I would go back to Mr. Colson and do
the same thing that I did then.

Mr. COHEN. Prior to your client even being sentenced ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, I am saying-—I mean I would have that kind of a
conversation on behalf of Mr. Hunt.

Mr. COHEN. But your client hadn't even been sentenced at that point R

Mr. BITTMAN. That's correct.

Mr. COHEN. One other question. I)id Mr. McCord's letter of March 26
have any impact upon your client '8

The letter that was addressed to the court? l)id this change his
testimony in any way before the grand jury proceedings ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No,, I am not aware of any change that that could have
created in his testimony.

Mr. COHEN. Thank you.

Mr. Lorr. I yield the balance of my time.

Mr. DONOHUE. Mr. Drinan.

Mr. DRINAN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Mr. Bittman, you indicated that
you met Sir. Parkinson in October or November of 1972 Do you recall
if those meetings were before the national election?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. 1)RINAN. You met him for luncheon at the Mayflower on a Sunday.
I)o you recall that you talked about the election 8 Was it before or
after?

It seems to me that one could recall such an event.

Mr. BITTMAN. Congressman, I honestly do not recall whether it was
before or after the election.

Mr. DRINAN. Did Mr. Hunt ask you to go and see Mr. Parkinson on one or
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Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir'.

Sir. DRINAN. Why did you go ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Because I had these conversations about commitments
and I thought I should find out for myself whether or not he had, in
fact, been given commitments.

Mr. I)RINAN. Did you report the r esults to Mr. Hunt ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. DRINANX With respect to commitments AII'. LaRue said yesterday
or the day before that he made the payments "to conceal the fact
that the break-in was an operation of the CRP." I)id you feel at some
time that the commitments to your client could have been for that
purpose ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. DRINAN. When you had lunch with Sir. Kenneth Parkinson, was
that before or after he asked you to contact the Banking and
Currency Committee?

Oil. BITTMAN. I think Oh boy. It was all about the same period of
time, and I would just be guessing, Congressman, if I attempt to
answer that question.

Mr. DRINAN. Why did you have lunch with him 011 a Sunday ? T hat's
most unusual.

Mr. BITTMAN. I seem to recall a letter that he also sent to me and the
date September 30 just pops into my mind, and it all relates to inter



viewing members of the Banking and Currency Committee but I can t
do any more with it.

Mr. L)RINAN. Was the only purpose of your having lunch with him at
the Mayflower on Sunday, an unusual time, to try to find out about
the commitments?

Sir. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. L)RINAN. What did you find out a

Mr. BITTMAN. I found out that Mr. Parkinson said that commitments
had, in fact, been made to Mr. l Hunt.

Mr. L)R1NAN. MI. LaRue told us "If these commitments were not kept
the defendants might have made statements that would involve CRP.
" l)id you get that impr ession at any time f r om Mr. Hunt 2

Mr. BITTMAN. Never at ally time.

Mr. 1)RINAN. With regard to the plausibility of the demand for money
for living expenses, MI . Hunt had a CIA pension that must have been
at least $12,0()0 to $10,UOU a year after ~~)1 years. There were
other assets, perhaps a house. How much total did he get from the
insurance company alter he had paid his legal fees !

Mr. BITTMAN. Wel], it would be $250,OOO, less taxes, less either
$100,00() or $110(),(i()ti that he paid in legal fees.

Mr. 1)INAN-. Mr'. Hunt COU1(1 have paid all of his legal fees himself
could he not 8 Why was it necessary

Mr. BITTMAN. I wouldn't say that he could have until after his wife
was killed.

Mr. 1)RINAN. What was the point therefore, of the commitments?

Mr. BITTMAN. The commitments——

Mr. DRINAN. He had sufficient funds to take care of his children for 2
years, he had sufficient funds after the insurance to pay his legal
expenses.

Mr. BITTMAN. In my opinion, if his wife had not been killed he would
not leave had sufficient funds and these commitments were made to



Mr. Hunt before I even began representing him.

Mr. 1)RINAN. You went and had lunch to make certain that the
commitments were made or were followed. Do you think that the
fact that they kept saying these are for living expenses and for legal
fees, is that plausible a

Mr. BITTMAN. It. was plausible to me.

Mr. DRINAN. Thank you. I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. DONOHUE. Mr. Froehlich;.

Mr. FROEH;LICH. No questions.

Mr. DONOHUE. Mr. Rangel.

Mr. RANGEL. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. BITTMAN, in reviewing your activities. that is receiving these
telephone calls and envelopes and giving it to Mr. Hunt, is it your
present belief that you could have possibly unwittingly been used in
a conspiracy to obstruct justice ?

Mr. BITTM.~N. There is no doubt in my mind, Congressman that I was
used. No doubt about it. I am sure they used Dorothy Hunt before she
was killed and they used me after she was killed. And I might say
very unwittingly.

Mr. R&NGEL. And when you say they, who are you referring to a

Mr. BITTMAN. To whoever made all of these arrangements to pay
these funds for whatever purpose they might have had.



Mr. RANGEL. And you were under the impression that Mr. Hunt had
worked for Mr. Liddy ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. RANGEL. And you also knew that Mr. Hunt had an office in the
White House ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir, in the EOB, S—338.

Mr. RANGEL. And he had a safe there which he used for his personal
things?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. RANGEL And you were thinking that these moneys that were
coming in were coming in from a defense fund that Republicans,
prominent Republicans, were behind is that correct?

Mr. BITT)IAN. F,xactlv! and I so reported to six of my partners on July
7. 1972.

Mr. RANGEL. And you thought because, you thought it would have some
effect on the re-election of the President of the United States 2 Is
that correct? I mean you—it never entered your mind that the
Democrats were doing this, did it ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No.

Mr. RANGEL. And so. obviously the re-election of the President,
President Nixon, made you think of prominent Republicans ?

Mr. BITTM.\N. Yes! sir. Yes. sir. It was probably the main campaign
issue at the time.

Mr. RANGEL.. Right. Now, did you ever discuss this defense fund with
any prominent Republicans ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No! sir.

Mr. RANGEL. And you weren't too concerned really as to who they
were. Mr. Bittman, if you wanted to find out, you never made any
inquir ies as to who Mr. Rivers was ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir. T was well aware of the existence of a defense



fund in other prominent cases during this period of time.

Mr. RANGEL. And you knew that Mrs. Hunt was dealing with Mr. Rivers,
but you never made any inquiry from her as to who this Mr. Rivers
M"tS ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don t think she knew any more than I did.

Mr. RANGEL. And it would not I really u pset you too much if your
client was talking with Mr. O'Brien, and he is about to go to jail? and
he is nervous, he is upset and he wants money, he is concerned with
the sentence and if he wants to have a conversation with Mr. O'Brien
to say I want some action now, or I will have to review my options,
that is consistent with his demeanor A hen you left him. Is that
correct

Mr. BITTMAN. No: it wasn t.

Mr . RANGEL. Or when he left you ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No.

Mr. RANGEL. Was he upset ?

MI. BITTMAN.He was distraught and upset, but there was no
discussion about seamy things at the White House or reviewing
options. That was thrown in there and, therefore, I have to

Mr. RANGEL. I know, but he was upset and concerned about going to
jai l, r ight ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. Yes; he was, and leaving his family.

Mr. RANGEL. And you felt Mr. O'Brien was someone who was involved
with the commitments! at least he could relate this concern about
this commitment, right ?
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Mr. BI i TTMAN. Yes.

Mr. RANGEL. So, it would be normal for him to put some pressure on
Mr. O'Brien; is that correct? If he thought he had something to put
pressure on him with ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I was unaware of any pressure that was being applied
by anybody.

Mr. RANGEL. I know, because you weren't in the room.

Mr. B ittman. Well

Mr. RANGEL. Let me ask you this

Mr. BITTMAN. I wasn't aware before we had the conversation or
afterward.

MI. RAN-GEL. ()f these prominent Republicans, you were aware that
Mr. Liddy had worked in the White House ?

Mr. BITTMAN. At some point.

Mr. RANGEL. At some point, and there did come a time when you spoke
with Mr. Colson on two occasions and one of those occasions, one of
those occasions was in the White House; is that correct ?

Mr. BIM MAN. In his office in the F,OB.

Mr. RANGEL. And then there was another occasion where Mr. Colson
referred you to Mr. Dean, and you refused to follow up on that
because you thought that Mr. Dean was involved in the break-in?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well! he suggested, he said if you want to learn about
the break-in of the safe, why don't you talk to Dean. That's what
happened.

Mr. RANGEL. So you wouldn t follow through with that ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I said "No, I didn't want to talk to Dean."

Mr. RANGEL. So, there was as a sense in your mind that an operative,
your client, Mr. Hunt, who had this White House office and White



House staff, and a close relationship with Mr. Colson, you didn't
reject the idea that he could have been an operative for the White
House; did you?

Mr. BITTMAN. Who was an operative for the White House ?

Mr. RANGEL. Stir. Hunt. He had an office in the White House, and a
safe in the White House.

Mr. B1TTMAN. He always told me he was employed by the White
House.

Mr. RANGEL. I see, and did it ever occur to you that the people that
set up this defense fund were White House people ?

Mr. BIITMAN. No, sir.

Mr. RANGEL. The only problems

MI-. BITTMAN. Let me rephrase that. Certainly, it occurred to me, and
I had discussions about it and they were rejected because it was
inconceivable to me, knowing what a hot political it was, that the
White House would dare pay $1 to assist any of these seven
defendants.

Mr. RANGEL. I see.

Mr. BITTMAN. So it did occur to me and I rejected it.

Mr. RANGEL. OK. You rejected it based on the only Republican that you
dealt with, which was Mr. Colson ? You were referred from the White
House Special Counsel to the President, Mr. Dean, Counsel to the
President, and your client has a White House office with a White
House staff and you were referred to Dean who was

Mr. MCCLORY. Mr. Chairman a



Mr. RANGEL. Let me ask you this. You cannot dispel the thought—— Mr.
McCLORY-. You said he dealt with Mr. T)ean, and(l he has stated
specifically he did not deal with Mr . I)ean.

Mr. RANGEL. I withdraw that. But, you did deal with Mr. Colson?

Mr. BITTMAN. I—

Mr. DONOHUE. I might suggest that the time of the gentleman from
New York has expired. But, we will permit the witness to answer the
last question.

Mr. BITTMAN. Mr. Chairman, I can't answer that question.

Mr. RANGEL. The last question was you cannot dispel the thought that
the White House was aware of the commitment as well as the fund i

Mr. BITTMA:9-. I have absolutely no knowledge that the White House
was aware of it or had any involvement with the fund.

Mr. RANGEL. You can't dispel that thought, can you ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I can't dispel that—

Mr. DONOHUE. The Chair will now recognize Ms. Jordan.

Ms. JORDAN-. Mr. Bittman, you, in response to a question propounded
to you, do you have reason to believe that your client, Mr. I Hunt,
failed to testify fully and accurately before the grand jury, you said
yes. You then stated that your client testified fully and accurately to
all questions asked.

Mr. Bittman, do you intend to leave the inference with this
committee that your former client, AII. Hunt, has information which
would be material and relevant and(l perhaps should(l be known by
the grand jury, but did not give that information to the grand jury
because he wasn't asked ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No; that is not correct at all. I think that every ounce
of information that Fir. Hunt ever had in his life has been pulled
from him. I just don't like the way the state of the record is. This is
one of the problems that a lawyer has when he is called to testify
before a committee and asked about his client's grand jury
testimony. This is a very difficult situation.



What I am trying to say is that eventually, with full knowledge of
the prosecutors, Mr. Hunt, to my knowledge, testified fully and
completely. II1 the early stages of the grand jury investigation,
because of his unusual background as a covert operator, there were
certain areas that he did not want to get in to and did not testify
fully about. But I don't want to go on record her e as saving that my
client went before the grand jury and perjured himself knowingly
and willfully and what have you. I don t know what the state of the
record is, but good God, I hope that is clear.

Ms. JORDAN. But you were always available to be counseled(l—to
counsel Mr. Hunt when he appeared before n grand jury and if he
became reluctant in answering any questions. would(l he not leave
the room and consult with you and then return and answer the
question fully and accurately 2

MI. BITTMAN. Well. I don t know what his eventual answer was. I
appeared with him in connection with eight grand jury appearances.
From time to time, he would come out and consult with me, and I am
sure when it was all over with that the prosecutors were satisfied
with his testimony and indicated to me that they would recommend
to
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Mr. MCCLORY. Mr. Bittman, I just want to be sure that your testi

mony is clear and that there are no inaccuracies or any even
apparent
inaccuracies that appear in the record. I think that perhaps in con
nection with questions asked you by the gentleman from New York,

Mr. Rangel there may be some misunderstanding.

It is my understanding from your testimony that insofar as you are

concerned, you did not have any contact with the White House with
respect to the payment of any moneys to you or no one told you that
moneys were being paid from any source in the White House ? Is that
correct 2

Mr. BITTMAN. That is absolutely correct, Congressman.

Mr. MCCLORY. And further with respect to the subjects that were

not disclosed to the grand jury in the first instance, is it not a fact
that Mr. Hunt not only worked for the CIA, but he worked for Mullen
& & Co.?

Mr BITTMAN. Yes. sir.

Mr MCCLORY. Which in turn had contracts with the CIA, as I
understand it, to do certain intelligence-type work, and that he M as
engaged by Mullen & Co. at the same time he was employed in the
White House 2

Mr. BITTMAN. That is correct. The principal focus on items that Mr.
Hunt did not want to testify about initially were non-Watergatetype
items

Mr MCCLORY. And these were

Mr. BITTMAN. They were principally in that category.

Mr. MCCLORY. These were the sort of supersecret things that he was
doing as an intelligence operator?

Mr. BITTMAN. He was involved with the intelligence narcotic traffic,



things like that.

Mr. Mc( CI ORY. Yes.

Mr. BITTMAN.-&N. I had a specific discussion with the prosecutors
that if they asked questions in that area, Mr. Hunt w ouldn't testify,
did not want to testify. This is what I was—I hope I didn't create a
misapprehension.

M1 . McCLORY. He was not concealing anything as far as Watergate
elated incidents were concerned is that correct ?

Do you know ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well with respect to the hearsay information that he
had about the involvement of others that was testified to at a later
date, but not initially.

Mr. MCCLORY. I thank the gentleman for yielding.

The CHAIRMAN N . Mr. Thorton ?

Sir. THORTON. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I would like to ask one
question pursuing those just mentioned by the gentleman from

I l l ino is .

You did testify earlier I believe that one of the things which Stir.
Hunt had some reluctance initially in testifying to was the Ellsber..7
matter.

MI-. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. THORNTON. I have no further questions. I yield to the gentleman
from California.

Mr. WALDIE. Mr. Bittman, may I just ask this 2
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In your response to Mr. Rangel and your response to Mr. .McClory
and in your response)to me, it is your understanding that at no time
were you dealing with the Committee for the Re-Election of the
President or the White House in any of your dealings involving

Hunt, is that correct?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, that is not correct. I had extensive dealings with

the CRP in connection with the civil cases. I mean almost on a daily

basis.

Mr. WALDIE. Well, in terms of making arrangements to receive
money, it is your understanding when you dealt with Parkinson or
O'Brien

Mr. BITTMAN. It was in a different capacity.

Mr. WALDIE. They were not w orking for the CRP ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir, that is correct.

Mr. WALDIE. They were working as conduits for this mystical
Republican fund, or mythical Republican fund ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, it turned out that way.

Mr. WALDIE. Yes; but you never at any time dealt with attorneys for
that fund other than attorneys that you knew were employed at the
time by the Committee for the Re-Election of the President ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That is correct.

Mr. WALDIE. But you made a very clear distinction in your mind that
when they were dealing with you on that subject. they were not
dealing with you as attorneys for the Committee To Re-Elect the
President ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That is correct.

Mr. WALDIE. Was it your understanding that in fact, they did not
share that information with their superiors on the Committee To



ReElect the President ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't know if I ever thought about it. As I said before!
Congressman Waldie, it was inconceivable to me that one nickel
would come from the CRP because of the reporting requirements.
That may have been hypernaivete on my part, but that is what I felt.

Mr. WALDIE. Well, perhaps. Did you include Mr. Mardian in that blanket
of supernaivete ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir, because I only had the one conversation with
Mr. Mardian.

Mr. WALDIE. What did you think Mr. Mardian was representing at the
time of that conversation, just CRP?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. WALDIE. YOU did not discuss anything about Mr. Hunt with Nil.
Mardian?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, I did discuss Ml-. Hunt with Mr. Mardian? but he
was general counsel to the CRP and I testified this morning about
the break-in of the safe, the status of the civil suit, things of that
nature. So I did discuss Mr. Hunt with Mr. Mardian.

Mr. WALDIE. But not the commitments ?

Mr. BITTMAN. NO, there was no discussion of commitments at that
July 6,1972, meeting.

MI. WALDIE. Then just one last question. You finally determined that
these gentlemen in fact were not—by the way, did these gentle
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men ever represent to you when they were dealing with you in this
capacity that they were not representing CRP but were represent-

ing a defense fund ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I gather by "the gentlemen" you mean Ml . Parkinson

and Mr. O'Brie n ?

Mr. WALDIE. Yes.

Mr. BITTMAN. N o, sir.

Mr. VV/ALDIE. So they didn't t mislead you at all ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, as I said, I had my own conclusion as to where

this money was coming from. It turned out to be erroneous.

Mr. WAI DIE. What was that based on ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, I can go through the factors. I went through

the factors before, the fact that F. Lee Bailey's firm was involved,

Henry Rothlblatt was involved, conversations with my client.

Mr. WALDIE. I understand all that.

Mr. BITTMAN. The publicity, the civil suit. There were a number

of factors.

Mr. WALDIE. But didn't you think it inconsistent that attorneys for

the Committee for the Re-Election of the President would be repre
senting this group of individuals and never mention it to you ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No,, sir, not after Mr. Parkinson called me on the

evening of July 6.

Mr. WALDIE. And you never asked them if in fact, when they were



dealing in that capacity, they were representing the fund rather than
the Committee for the Re-Election of the President 2

Mr. BITTMAN. As I said, perhaps I was a very naive lawyer, but

it was maybe because of what has happened in the past, maybe I
should have been aware that certain campaign funds violate the law.
But I am not aware of any criminal cast attacking a Democratic or

Republican fund for failing to report accurately up to that time.

Mr. WALDIE. You said you were also aware of other funds in exist

ence, defense funds at another time ?

Mr. BIN TMAN. Defense funds, yes sir.

Ma. WALDIE. Name one that was operated as this mythical Republi

can defense fund was.

Mr. BITTMAN. Berrigan's.

Mr. WALDIE. The Berrigan's was operated secretly and payments

made the way these payments were made ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I can name three or four funds, Mr. Waldie. I don t

have any idea how they were run. I have never been involved in a

defense fund in any way in my life.

Mr. WALDIE. why did you think this was—were you told that this

was a defense fund ? Did anybody tell you that in the world ?

Mr. BITTMAN. other than my client, Howard(l Hunt, the answer to

that is "No," but I have had many discussions with partners of mine

that I think agreed with my position at the time.

Mr. W.ALDIE. I have no further questions.



Mr. BITTMAN-. Like I said, this was discussed freely within the firm

as to the source of the money back on July 6 after I began
representing;
Ml. Hlmt. Perhaps if a lot of people had told me at that time that I

am dead wrong, perhaps it would have been in my best interest.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Mar aziti ?
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Mr. 'A\IATtLXzlrI. I have no questions, Mr. (Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. Ms. Holtzman a

Ms. HOLTZZIAN-. Thank you, Fair. Chairman.

You stated, MI. Bittman, that on the 16th OI the 19th, whenever Mr.

Hunt came to your office and subsequently had a conversation with
Mr. O'Brien, that he was very distraught about the matter of commit
ments. Isn't t that correct #

Mr. BITTMAN. No; he was distraught principally about going to jail

and this was on the 16th, not the 19th.

Ms. HOLTZMAN. Was he distraught about the need for money and

commitments '#

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, he was, because he knew he was going to go to
jail. He didn't know for how long.

Ms. HOLTZMAN. Why don't YOU just answer my question ?

Mr. BI TTMAN. I am trying to.

Ms. HOLTZM.\.N~~. The question is was he distraught about tile
question of money and commitments on the 16th or 12th when he
came to your office 2

Mr. BITTMAN. Among other things.

Ms. HOLTZMAN. You met with him, at least your records reflect, then.
on the 22d of Marc h, is that correct 8

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't recall testifying that my records reflect that it
may have been on the 22d, 1: but I probabl y did.

Oh,, excuse me, I was thinking of preparing a statement for Judge Sir
ica.

Ms. HOLTZMAN. Then you met with him on the 22d of March, is that



correct ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I met with him ab)out 8:30 a.m. on the 22d.

Ms. HOLTZMAN. U as he distraught about money at that time or
commitments ?

Mr. BITTMAN. 1 (loll t know. I only saw him ab()Ut 15 seconds.

Ms.. I HOLTZMAN . Did he express any concern about commitments ?

Mr. BITTM.\N. During that 15-second conversation ?

Ms. HOLTZM.~N. That is right.

Mr. BITTMAN. No.

Ms. HOLTZMAN. Did he subsequently, after the 22d of March, talk to
you about his need for commitments? I)id he reflect any distress
about that subject ?

Mr. BITTMAN . Yes,? I had subsequent conversations with him.

Ms. HOLTZ .\ S-. When was that ?

Mr. BITTM[AN. Well, I mean I have indicated that after that, in early
April, he l)aid my firm $60,000. I certainly had a discussion with
him about that. :

Ms. HOLTZMAN-. Was he distressed at that point about failure to
meet commitments and the need for money when he paid you that
money in April ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes.

Ms. HOLTZMAN. He was? What did he say to you about his distress?

Mr. BITTMAN. Let's just say that I had conversations with Mr. Hunt
about—many conversations about commitments and legal fees that he
paid.

Ms. HOLTZMAN. No, Mr. Bittman, that wasn't my question. My
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question was after the 22d of March, was Mr. Hunt distressed about
commitments and the payment of legal fees and did he express that
to

you ?

Mr. BITTMAN. The answer is yes.

Ms. HOL Tzzf.~N. And the date of that ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't recall.

Ms. HOLTZMAN. I)o you have any sp)ecific recollection that he ex

pressed to you a similar kind of distress that he had(l on the 16th or

19th of March thereafter ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I would say it was similar. I met with him every

day. I was in jail with him every day.

Ms. HOLTZMAN. My question isn t what you would say. My ques

tion is do you have a specific r ecollection with respect to that ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I had—yes, I do.

Ms. HOLTZMAN. Now, Mr. Bittman, you testified previously that one

of the reasons that you did not think that there was a AX hite House
or CRP involvement in the funds, that they were involved as a source
of the funds, was because they had issued press releases denying

their involvement in the Watergate break-in. Is that correct ?

Mr. BITTMAN. That was one of thereasons I mentioned

Ms. HOLTZMAN. I)idn t you subsequently

MI. BITTMAN. But that w as not the principal one

Ms. HOLTZMAN. But it was as a reason



Mr. BITTMAN. Yes.

Ms. HOLTZMAN-. Didn t you subsequently- become aware of the fact

that there was White House and/ol CRP involvement ill the break-ill
/

Mr. BITS MAN. Much later. I mean the e earliest I would have

Mr. I)ENNI6. Mr. Chairman, I doll t get this. That is what we are

trying to find out, whether it is White House involvement.

Ms. HOI TZMAN. I am talking about the witness' state of mind and

that is what I am going into with respect to what he thought these

funds were for. I think the question is perfectly proper.

When did you first become aware of that, Mr. Bittman ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Of what R Of others being involved ?

Ms. HOLTZMAN. Higher ups,« yes.

Mr. BITTMAN. I would say probably October November)el .

Ms. HOLTZMAN. I)id that make you

Ml'. BITTM.\N. But as I testified(l e/llliel, Air. Hunt had no personal

knowledge at all. To this day, he has no personal knowledge of the

involvement of anyone else.

Ms. HOLTZMAN. I didn't ask YOU about Ml. Hmlt. I asked youwhat

your awareness was.

Mr. BITTMAN. Any awareness I have is coming fromMr. Hunt
. I

don't have any awareness from anyone else.



Ms. HOLTZMAN. I understand. Whatever your source of awareness

was, did that make you rethink the possibility that these fund(ls
that
Mr. Hunt was receiving and that were being delivered through you

could have come from the White House or from CRP ?

MI . B I T TM A N . No .

Ms. HOL1 ZM.AN. It didn t make you rethink that ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No.

Ms. HOLTZMAN. I believe you testified in response to—
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The C:HAIRMAN. The time of the gentlelady has expired.

Ms. HOLTZMAN. 311. Chairman, 1 was interrupted and I would like to
just finish the question, please.

Mr. FROEHLICH. Regular
 order.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr.

Ms. HOLTZMAN. Mr. Chairman, the witness was arguing with me and I
wanted to get my question finished.

The CHAIRMAN. 1\ ell, that happens all the time.

Mr. Latta ?

Mr. LATTA. I will yield to the lady so she can have her question.

Ms. HOLTZMAN. I very much appreciate Mr. Latta yielding to me.

Mr. Bittman, in response to MI'. McClory, I believe you stated that Mr.
Hunt was reluctant to testify initially about the hearsay matters he
had regarding the Watergate bleak-ill. Is that correct?

Mr. BITTMAN. That is correct.

Ms. HOLTZMAN. I)id you communicate his reluctance initially to the
prosecutors with r espect to that area of testimony ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes.

Ms. HOLTZMAN. Thank you.

I yield back to Mr. Latta.

Mr. BITTMAN. And if you interpreted any of my comments as arguing
with you, I apologize. I did not intend to do so.

Mr. LATTA. Mr. Chairman

The CHAIRMAN. Ml. Latta.



Mr. LATTA. Mr. Bittman, I didn't intend to ask any questions. I think
you pretty thoroughly covered this this afternoon and this morning.
But you did raise one question that I w ant to nail down specifically,
because I know how some of these things get out in the papers.

You mentioned commutation in a matter dealing with Mr. Colson
where he had written a letter. I want to ask you whether or not that
would imply any commutation promises by the President of the
United States?

Mr. BITTMAN. Absolutely not. The letter of December 31 was written
by Mr. l l unt, not by me.

Mr. I,ATTA. Mr. l Hunt wrote the letter that you passed on ?

Mr. BITTM.~~N. No, Mr. Hunt wrote a letter to Mr. Colson when I was
out of town asking Mr. Colson to see me. I then received a telephone
call on January ;3, 1973, indicating that Mr. Colson would see me.

Mr. LATTA. At no time did you have ally conversation with Mr. Hunt.
or Mr. Colson where a promise or expectation of commutation from
the President of the United States was discussed ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Certainly not with Mr. Colson.

Mr. LATTA. How about Mr. Hunt ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. That a promise of executive clemency had been made ?
No, sir.

Mr. LATTA. That is all, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Owens ?

Mr. OWENS. Mr. Bittman, you have testified that the $60,000 paid in
attorney's fees in early April did not come from the $7:i,000 which
you have, I think, acknowledged was paid through you to Mr. I Hunt,
either on the 20th or the 21st. Is that a fair summary of your
testimony ?
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Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. OWENS. Could you state how you know of your own knowledge
that the $60,000 which came to you did not come from those sources
?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir. We were the ones that arranged the savings
account set up at Riggs Bank in which the bonding company was a
joint signator on it. So we had personal knowledge that the $100,000
came directly from the insurance policies, because we arranged it.
We made all the arrangements. We had the insurance policies, we
received the checks, we deposited the checks at Riggs in a savings
account and made the arrangements with the bonding companies.

Mr. OWENS. You controlled, in essence, the account ?

Mr. B ITTMAN. Yes, w e controlled it.

Mr. OWENS. Though it was in the name of Mr. Hunt ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Mr. Hunt and the bonding company jointly and that
savings account was put up as collateral for Mr. Hunt's release on
bond. There was a $10,000 check I received from Ml. Hunt to hold in
the event there was a family emergency, for me to hold

Mr. OWENS. I understood the $10,0+)0 statement you made earlier.
Would it have been possible for Mr. Hunt to deposit the sum of that
$75,000 in that account ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir.

Mr. OWENS. Did he have the power to do it ?

Mr. BI TTMAN. I am sure he would have the power, but he didn't do it.
There was only $100,000 in the account.

Mr. OWENS. You know of your own first-hand knowledge that there
were no additional funds deposited ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir; I have seen the savings account booklet.

Mr. OWENS. If Mr. Hunt had testified to the grand jury that he had
paid that $60,000 to you out of the $75, 0()0 he had received through



you, would that—that would then be contrary to your understanding?

Mr. BITTMAN. It would be contrary and it would be a mistake and I am
sure he would be the first to recognize it.

Mr. OWENS. I would refer members of the committee to book III~~
part 2, item 71.6, where before the grand jury, Mr. Hunt testified in
response to the question, "What did you do with the $75,000?" Mr.
Hunt replied: "I had the checks issued in the amount of $60,00() to
Mr. Bittman and I placed the rest of the money, made it available to
the household for the household expenditure."

Were you aware t hat Mr. Hunt had so testified ?

Mr. BITTMAN. In the many times that I have testified with Mr. Hunts
he makes mistakes, because he has testified probably for a thousand
hours. That is a mistake, pure and simple.

Mr. OWENS. Were you aware that he had made that statement to the
grand jury ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No sir. I have never seen any of Mr. Hunt's grand jury
testimony.

Mr. OWENS. I was fascinated earlier about your statement that Mr.
Cox—referring, I suppose, to the special prosecutor——

Mr. BIM MAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. OWENS. Former Special Prosecutor once removed—that he
su(rgested that you step down from representation of Mr. Hunt
before the Watergate grand juries because of a possib)le conflict of
interest 2
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Mr. BITTMAN-. Because of the appearance of a possible conflict of
interest.

Mr. OWEN S. Based upon a dominant

Mr. BITTMAN. No, because of the appearance of a possible conflict of
interest. Those were the words of Mr. Cox.

Mr. OWENS. But you stated something about a concern that you might
appear to have a dominant influence over Mr. Hunt 2

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, I think that was one of his concerns

Mr. OWENS. Was that based upon the fact that you had extracted
$156,000 in attorney s fees over that brief period of time ?

Mr. BITTMAN. It had nothing to do with it.

Mr. OWENS. What was it based upon, to your knowledge R

Mr. BITTMAN. It was based upon the fact that Mr. Hunt might be
called upon to testify to certain occasions and he felt it would
appear to be better that Mr. Hunt would be represented by separate
counsel in connection with those conversations so people could not
say that he is tailoring his testimony to my testimony because I am
advising him

Mr. OWENS. All right. As you know, we have very little time. Could
you elaborate on what conversations were of special concern on this
matter ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I can t recall of any. In fact, it turned out that I am
unaware of any conflict at all. I think Mr. Cox today would be the
first to admit it.

Mr. OWENS. You have no idea what conversations Mr. Cox was
referring to ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don t recall any right now.-. But none did exist. It was
the appearance of it.

Mr. OWENS. What was the reason that the initial payment of $25,000
which you received in cash from the top of the phone book



downstairs in the lobby was put into trust initially ?

The CHAIRMAN-. The time of the gentleman has expired, but the
witness may answer the question.

Mr. BITTMAN. That w as a suggestion made by one of the members of
the executive committee.

Mr. O VENS. Is there a reason ?

The CHAIRMAN . The time of the gentleman has expired.

Ml. Mezvinsky ?

Mr. MEZVINSKY. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Bittman, I am interested in this escrow account. We have the
firm of which you were a partner depositing $156.000 into an
escrow  account. As I gather. it is the after effect—it is the
afterfact feeling that possibly this money could he tainted, or there
is something wrong with this money that they have to put it into an
escrow account of $156,000 ?

Mr. BITTMAN. As I indicated earlier, there was concern about the
source, sources of the initial $46,000 that was received in cash.

Ml . MEZVINSKY. But this is $156;,()()0.

Mr. BITTMAN. I am aware of that. And there was a partnership
meeting discussing this. And the final conclusion by the partnership

was, well! rather than just put in $46,000 let s escrow the entire
$156,000. And a vote was taken and it was done.
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Mr. MEZVINSKY:Y. So what is the status of the money, then i It stays

in escrow until when ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Until the partnership votes to release it.

Mr. MEZVINSKY. And the general reason for putting it in escrow

is because of the questionable sources of the funds?

Mr. BITTMAN. Right, and I think they felt that, during the period

of time of the Senate Watergate testimony, would be that if any
questions were asked about any portion of the fee that we received,
that it might be questionable, that the firm's position is, well], they

will put it in escrow.

Mr. MEZVINSKY. Now, why did you leave the firm or why did you

resign, Mr. Bittman ?

Mr. BITTMAN. There are a number of different reasons why one

lawyer leaves one firm and joins another.

Mr. MEZVINSKY. I have asked

Mr. BITTMAN. Many of those are personal reasons and I don't

think it is relevant to this inquiry.

Mr. MEZVINSKY. Do you have an arrangement, since part of those

$156,000 fees would be part of your partnership, was there some
arrangement when they put it in escrow regarding any terms that

you ma} have had ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir, that escrow which was set up in approxi



mately August or September of last year has nothing whatsoever
to do with my departure and I have the same interest in that escrow
account based on my interest in the partnership at the time the
funds

were put in escrow.

Mr. MEZVINSKY. You mean you still have an interest in the escrow

account ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Oh, yes, because the funds were distributable income

to the partners and I paid tax on it. I have already paid tax on my
portion of that escrow fund. So has every other partner in the
firm. So I still have a small interest in that, whatever my interest

was at the time it was set up.

Mr. MEZVINSKY. So obviously, you and the firm believe that that

$156)(>,()00 was questionable as far as its legitimacy! is that
correct ?

Mr. BITTMAN. NO, I don't think that is a fair statement. I think

it was an ultra-conservative decision made by the firm because of

publicity concerning H;4(; i 1()() which was paid to the firm in cash.

Mr. MEZVINSKY. NOW~~ I have a l)oint on the—vou said you handled

the estate of MI S. Hunt.

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. MEZVINSKY. You also indicated in response to a question regard

ing the advising of the questionable tax consequences of income
replacement for Mrs. Hunt that you suggested that they see a tax

counsel.

Mr.ITTMAN. Yes, sir, and I r efer r ed him to a tax counsel. Mr.
MEZVINSKY. Is that in your firm?



Mr-. BITTMAN. NO~~ sir'.

Mr. MEZVINSKY. That is separate from it.

Now, Mr. Bittman, my last l)oint is I was interested in the feeling
that you said you were used, you have the feeling that you were used
in this. You also testified in response to Mr. Doar's questions that



this was the first time that you have ever accepted money in the
manner in which it was presented. L gather now in hind(lSigllt, you
seem to question the use of being used this way. A;What motivated
you, in view of your experience with representing MI. Hoffa—
plosecuting Mr. Hoffa and your long trial experience, what promp)ted
you to think that l)y accepting the money in this way, nothing would
come out and that ill fact, you could continue with little questions
being r aised later 8 I am surprised that you find yourself in this
situation.

Mr. BITTMAN. Well, let me try to answer that question in this way.
As far as the envelopes that were delivered to my home for Mr. Hunt,
I should have questioned it, and I didn t. I did not know there was
cash in those envelopes. You have to l)ut the thing in perspective.

I was working anywhere between 10 and 15 hours a day during the
entire period of time. A telephone call comes in, will you deliver an
envelope to Howard Hunt. I should have told them to go to hell. I
didn't. In retrospect, I was wrong I exercised bad judgment. I will be
the first to admit it.

At the time, it did not seem to me to be a big thing. That is the
reason I don't even recall the dates on which it happened. Had it been
a big thing there would have been a notation in my day book and I
would have had specific references to it.

If somebody called me up today and said, would you
 deliver an envelope to a client under any unusual circumstances,
obviously, T would refuse to do it.

The CH.AIRMAN The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. MEZVINSKY. I have no further questions. I would yield to Mr.
Danielson.

The CHAIRMAN. No, the time of the gentleman has expired red.

Mr. Donohue ?

Mr. DONOHUE. I will yield at this time to the gentleman from
Michigan, mr. Conyers.

Mr. CONYERS. I thank the gentleman for yielding.

I wanted to clear up my question about the possibility of you being



an unindicted co-conspirator in the Watergate coverup). Did you say
you were not such a person or you did not know that you were such a
person ?

Mr. BITTMAN-.Congressman, I said I read in the paper that 19 people
had been so named. But no one and I emphasize no one, has ever
formally e contac ted me and told me t hat 1 have been one of the l 9
notwithstanding the press reports.

Mr. CONYERS. Right, and that is consistent with Federal procedure,
that unindicted coconspirators are not normally informed? Is that
right i

Mr. BITTMAN,~~~N-. No I think it is absolutely inconsistent with
Federal procedures. Normally, when people are named as unindicted
coconspirators. No. l it is done for evidentiary purposes. No.. 2 they
are either n amed in the indictment itself or are named shortly
thereafter in the defendant's motion for a hill of particulars

Mr. CONYERS. But isn t it true that in some cases they are
cooperating and their names ar e not made pub)lic ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No. that is not true. because whenever a conspiracy
count is charged in which there are unindicted co-conspirators and

4l-574 o - 74 - 8
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the person is not named to the grand jury the defendant will file a
motion for a l)ill of particulars asking the names at that time and
the

Government is required to name them.

Mr. CONYERS. I see.

So in your judgment, a person could not be an unindicted co-con

spirator without knowing it ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. Well, without knowing that the prosecutor has so

designated him. In 99 percent of the cases, that is a prosecutorial
function that relates to the use of evidence. It is used for
evidentiary
purposes and I have a case right in my briefcase if you want me to
cite

it for you.

Mr. CONYERS. NO: I just wanted to clear up your response to that

and I think you have.

Thank you very much.

Mr. BITTMAN. When I say evidentiary purposes, I mean that any

conversation that an unindicted coconspirator has is admissible
against any defendant whether he knew about it or not, so the prose
cutor is able to

Mr. CONYERS. I yield to the gentleman from California, Mr.

Danielson.

Mr. DANIELSON. I thank the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Bittman, in response to a question from Mr. Rangel. you said

in effect, "I felt that I was being used unwittingly in part of a con



spiracy to obstruct justice.'

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Not in a conspiracy—I am getting a little tired. Normally, these

things don t get by me.

Not in a conspiracy to obstruct justice, but I was unwittingly used

in having money delivered to me that I didn't know was money and

giving it to my client.

Mr. I)ANIELSON. May I ask my question ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. DANIELSON. My earlier question was had you been asked to go

to Wright Patman s committee members and, in effect. in substance
state that the commenced hearings are going to jeopardize the civil

rights of these people in the w orst way ?

Mr. BITTMAN I rec all that I was asked to do that.

Mr. DANIELSON
Mr, Parkinson asked you. You declined to do it?

AII . BITTMAN. That is correct

Mr. DANIELSON Is that + consistent with your statement that you

might have been unwittingly used ?

Mr. BITTMANN at the time, I did not think Mr. Parkinson's re

quest of me was improper)el. I felt very free to say no. I was not
going to

do it.

Mr. DANIELSON In retrospect, is that consistent with your feeling



of being used unw ittingly ?

Mr. BITTMAN. NO, I me an there was a clear judgment on my part

whether I wanted to do it or didn t want to do it. He didn't put any
pressure on me and say, you have got to do this or hell) other people
or suffer the consequences It was a suggestion that he made. which

I felt free to accept or reject and(l I rejected it.

Ml. DANIELSON. I see. Thank you very much
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Mr. BITTMAN. You are welcome.

Mr. DANIELSON. I yield back.

Mr.DONOHUE Mr. Bittman, on March 16, Mr. Hunt was in your

office ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. DONOHUE. And he spent probably a half hour or three-quarters

of an hour with you?

Mr. BITTMAN. That is what my records reflect.

Mr. DONOHUE. And during that time, he discussed the matter of

his being sent away in a few days. He was concerned about his
fami ly
and what was going to or who was going to take care of them and
how they were going to get along. And he was quite distraught and

excited and concerned about that, wasn't he?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, he was.

Mr. DONOHUE E. And as a result of that conversation and his appar

ent concern about it, he asked you to call O'Brien?

Mr. BITTMAN. That is correct.

Mr. DONOHU E. Now, how did he happen to come to your office that

particular day? Had you called him and asked him to come?

Mr. BITTMAN. I really can't honestly answer that question, because

I don't recall, because during that period of time, shortly before he
was sentenced, we spent some time together to attempt to get his
affa irs
together, problems with his children, that he asked me to handle



some
of these personal problems for him and also to prepare the
statement
for sentencing. It could have been one of several reasons,
Congressman,
why he came to my office. I don't recall sp)ecificallv why he was in

my office on that occasion.

Mr. DONOHUE. On the different occasions that he came to your office

prior to the 16th and on the 16th, of course you mentioned about the

balance that was due your firm for leg al fees, didn't you ?

Mr BITTMAN. I did on occasion. I did not, certainly, on every

occasion

Mr. T)ONOHUE. Did you mention the balance due the firm for fees on
the 16th ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I very well could have, but I have no specific
recollection.

Mr. DONOHUE. And as a result of that discussion about your fees and
about his possibly being sent away for a little while and his concern
about his family, he asked you to call O'Brien?

Me. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. DONOHUE. And did he give you any particular reason for calling
O'Brien rather than anyone else?

Mr. BITTMAN. I don't believe he did.

Mr. DONOHUE. Well, you knew as a result of the different pay

ments that had been made to you at your home that those payments
did not come from O'Brien?

The CHAIRMAN AN-. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. BITT)t.\X. I never thought they did.



The CHAIRMAN[AN-. Mr. BITTMAN T have just a couple of questions.

Mr. Bittman, on your previous testimony. I believe you testified that
on March 18, your desk diary contained no entry reflecting a meeting
or conference with Ml . Hunt. Is that correct ?
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Mr. BITTMAN. It goes beyond that, Congressman. Also, there is
absolutely no reference to any time spent on behalf of l Howard I
Hunt.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there any reference to any entry regarding anyone
else ?

MI . BIM MAN. Oh, yes.

The CHAIRMAN. On March 19 ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. Oh, yes; the day is complete with clients. It must be
an 8- 10-, or 11-hour day. But there is no time for Howard Hunt on
that date.

The CHAIRMAN. In other words, you say that your diary reflects
entries for other clients on March 19 ?

Mr. BITTMAN. Yes, sir.

The CHAIRMAN. Are you sure of that?

Mr. BITTMAN. I am positive.

The CHAIRMAN-. You are positive that your desk diary reflects
entries of meetings with other clients on that date, on the 19th ?

Mr. BITTMAN. I am positive. And it was a complete day.

The CHAIRMAN-. Mr. Bittman, only because I would like to clear up in
my mind the question of these legal fees, did you ever, ill any way—
and there is no suggestion that you did—did you ever pressure Mr.
Hunt for your fees?

Mr. BITTMAN. No, sir. But I did inform him that we would look to him
for payment of the legal fees, that we could not look to his
commitments.

The CHAIRMAN. Well, did you pressure him in the sense that you
understood that the word "pressure" is defined ?

Mr. BITTMAN. No sir.



The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Bittman, in the exhibit l,l September 19—and I
know that you testified that you received these. and(l then you put
them away. I am intrigued by tile quote that, "I received a call from
Mr. Rivers at noon on the above date and arranged to pick up what he
'was able to scrape up on such notice."'

And again that same phrase is used in the second paragraph

Did you by any chance ask Mrs. Hunt who gave such notice ?

Mr. BITTMAN-. I did not have a conversation with Mrs. Hunt about this
memorandum other than what I have testified to. I mean maybe
perhaps I should have been more perceptive and asked her that kind
of question. I think it would have been an excellent question. But I
did not do so.

The CHAIRMAN. Well, thank you very much, Mr. Bittman.

Mr. BITTMAN. You are welcome, MI . Chair mall.

The CHAIRMAN. I am sure that you welcome the conclusion of this
period.

The witness is excused.

[Material unrelated to testimony of witness deleted.]

The CHAIRMAN-. Mr. Mitchell will you please stand ?

Mr. Mitchell, you have the right to r emain silent and not provide any
testimony or information which may tend to incriminate you. But if
you do testify, anything you say here may be used against you in any
other legal proceeding. You have the right to c onsult with an
attorney prior to answering any question or questions. Counsel may
accompany you for the purpose of advising you of your constitutional
rights.

See p.. 17
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You have been provided, I understand a copy of the rules of the House
and the rules of the committee.

Mr. MITCHELL. I have, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN-. Will you kindly raise your right hand ?

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give
before this committee will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing
but the truth, so help you God ?

Mr. AIIT( HELL. I do, sir.

TESTIMONY OF JOHN N. MITCHELL; ACCOMPANIED BY WILLIAM G.
HUNDLEY AND PI AT0 CACHERIS, COUNSEL

The CHAIRMAN. Kindly state your name.

Mr. MITCHELL. My name is John N. Mitchell

The CHAIRMAN. Would you kindly identify your attorneys, please?

Mr. MITCHELL. The attor ney on my left is Mr. William G. Htledley and
Mr. Plato Cacheris is the gentleman in back of me.

The CHAIRMAN. I understand your attorney has a statement he would
like to make ?

Mr. MITCHELL He does, Mr. Chairman, if this is the appropriate time.

The CHAIRMAN. Please proceed.

Mr. HUNDLEY. It is a very brief statement, Mr. Chairman.

I have asked for an opportunity to make a brief statement so that I
can put on the record the reasons I feel so strongly that this
committee, in compelling Jolm 1!. Mitchell'?s appearance and
testimony at this time, is jeopardizing his right to a fair trial. Ml.
Mitchell is a defendant in the so-called Watergate trial scheduled to
comme nce just 2 months from today. This committee, by use of its
subpoena l)ower, I10W proposes to interrogate Mr. Mitchell about
some of the very same matters that al e in issue in that case. This
not only prejudices his trial because of the publi( it} that will



emanate dur ing t he next few months as a result of his testifying
here, but denies Mr. Mitchell his right as a defendant in a criminal
case to remain silent about the Watergate criminal charges until and
if the Government sustains its burden of proof in the district court.

If there was any one absolute right that I would have thoug ht 21
defendant in a criminal case had, it was his right to stand mute and
be completely free from governmental inquiry into those areas that
a grand jury had charged him with and which he had to defend
himself against in a court of law. And the taking or the not taking of
the fifth amendment should not be the factor which determines
whether Mr. Mitchell is compelled to appear and testify before this
committee.

No one is compelled in my judgment, to take the fifth amendment to
insure his right to a fair trial. This was never the intent or purpose
of this constitutional privilege.

It is my understanding that Mr. St. Clair requested the committee to
call Mr. Mitchell to testify about his knowledge of the $75 payment
to F. Howar(l Hunt on March 21, 19(.S. It is further my
un(lelstan(lillg that the committee acceded to Mr. St. Clair 's
request for this purpose. Therefore, with my objection noted and
with the clear understanding that this testimony is being compelled
by committee
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processes Mr. Mitchell will answer all relevant questions about the
$75,000 payment and all questions about his relationships with
President Nixon on any subject matter which is under inquiry by this

committee.

However, as a matter of basic fairness, I would earnestly request
that the interrogation of Mr. Mitchell be confined to these two areas
and that questions not be asked that track the Watergate indictment
charges which are remotely relevant to the subject matter here
under inquiry and highly prejudicial to Mr. Mitchell's right to a fair
tr ia l .

With that statement, we are ready to proceed on the basis that I
have outlined.

The CHAIRMAN. We have already stated, of course, MI. Mitchell, that
you have the right to remain silent and not provide any testimony or
information which('tl may tend to in(rimirlate you. The statement,
however, that your attorney has just presented is noted for the
record. Based on that, we will proceed.

Mr, Mitchell. Mr.(.llailmall.

Mr. SEIBERLING. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry.

Could Mr. Hundley read again the two areas that he has requested,
just so we may have it clearly in mind?

Mr. HUNDLEY. Yes. let me just state them.

We are prepared to answer any relevant questions concerning the
$75,00() p ayment to Mr. Hunt on March 91 1973.

We are also prepared to answer any questions that concern Mr.
Mitchell's relationship with President Nixon in any area that is under
inquiry by this committee. And all of this naturally, we are doing
over objection.

Quite frankly what we would hope to accomplish would be that the
committee—hearing in mind that Mr. Mitchell does have to go on trial
in 2 months in the Watergate case, would try to stay away from
asking a lot of questions about matters that are alleged in that



indictment which we have to defend against in court and which we
are prepared to defend at that time. We realize that the $75,000
paynlellt is one of the charges in that c ase. We arc prepared to
answer r questions about that.

Obviously any questions that concern Mr. Mitchell's relationship with
President Nixon that bear upon the Watergate situation. we are
prepared(l to answer those. But we do think as a matter of basic
fairness that the committee members ought not to stray so that
after 5 or 6 hours here we end up relitigating the charges in the
Watergate indictment.

Now, I realize that you know, is not a precise formula but I think
that al] of the members of this committee are lawyers. l think they
are understanding—that they do understand what I am talking about. I
think the purposes of the committee can be served and vet you know,
to the extent possible I would like to maintain our rights to preserve
our defense until that trial comes.

It is not a situation of taking the fifth amelldlllent. I don t think the
fifth amendment is the appropriate remedy(lv. What it is is I don't
think any governmental body has the right, after an indictment has
been returned. to cause a discovery of a defendant's case

Mr. SEIBERLING. Mr. Chairman, could the record also show at this
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point that Mr. Mitchell has been called at the request of President
Nixon's lawyer Ml . St. Clair ?

Mr. HUNDLEY-. But let me also put on the record that Mr. St. Clair
requested that the witness be called but that it was the committee
that issued the subpena to which we are resp)ondillg today.

Let me also say, and I think Mr. St. Clair would verify this, that Mr.
St. Clair indicated that he would try to confine his interrogation to
the areas that I just suggested.

The CHAIRMAN. I might also, though, want to advise Mr. Mitchell and
his counsel that had there been any suggestion on the part of Mr.
Mitchell and his counsel that there was any intention to plead the
fifth amendment and had this been communicated to counsel for the
Impeachment Inquiry staff then I am sure that, as we did(l in the
case of Mr. Haldeman when this came to our attention, that the
committee did not pursue this any further. We have acceded to the
request of Mr. St. Clair in order to accommodate Mr. St. Clair s
initial request for an appearance by Mr. Mitchell to so testify that he
believed was pertinent.

Mr. HUNDLEY. At the risk of repeating this, the legal point I wish to
make is that I don't think a response of the fifth amendment here is
the proper remedy. I am not too sure it would even be a proper
invocation of the fifth amendment. What I am talking about is that
historically, under our system of the criminal administration of
justice, once an indictment has been returned, other governmental
bodies do not inquire about the very subject matters under issuance.
I can think of no situation before where a criminal defendant has
been brought before a congressional committee to be asked
questions about the very subject matter for which he is going to be
tried. It is a situation where the basic right, in my judgment, that is
being violated here is his right to a fair trial, a right to maintain
intact and undiscovered his defenses until and if the Government can
prove those charges in trial. Only then is there any decision to be
made on our part to testify.

The CHAIRMAN. Well, let's reemphasize the fact that had there been
any such concern which might have been communicated to counsel
who had interviewed and carried on discussions, had this been
brought to the attention of the committee, the committee, as it did
in the case of Mr. Haldeman where a similar request was made and



there was a suggestion of the pleading of the fifth amendment, the
committee did not pursue further its desire in any way whatsoever.

Mr. HUNDLEY. I brought all these. points to the attention of Mr. Doar
and Mr. Jenner, but I did tell them that in view of the legal position I
was taking, I would not advise Mr. Mitchell to invoke the fifth
amendment.

I asked the committee on the legal basis that I outlined to withdraw
its subpena.

I told Mr. Doar if the committee insisted on compelling our
testifying, I would try to limit it as much as I could. I would not
advise Mr. Mitchell to invoke the fifth amendment.

Mr. SARBANES. Mr. Chairman, are copies of the statement which Mr.
Hundley read available for members of the committee so we can see
exactly what it is, the premises upon which he is appearing here ?

The CHAIRMAN-. No such statement is available to the Chair.
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Mr. SARBANES. Can they be made available to the members of the
committee !

The CHAIRMAN I am sure they can be made available .

Mr. HUNDLEY. This is a rather rough copy I have. I will be glad to
make it av ailable for Xeroxing.

Mr. SARB.ANES. And I suggest.Mr. Chairman. that the Committee
desist from pro( ceding with the questioning of Mr. Mitchell until the
statement is ma(le available to the members and we have an
opportunity to review it.

Mr. ED)WARDS. HI r . Chairman. may I ask a question i

TheCHAIRMANl MR. edwards

Mr. EDWARDS Mr. CHAIRMAN if Mr. St. Clair and the members on the
other side of the aisle, at at whose requestMr. Mitchell is here and(l
in view of the statement of Ml. Mitchell's counsel—speaking only for
myself, I should think Mr. Mitchell could be dismissed.

Mr.. McCLORY. May I inquire——

Mr. DE:9-ATIS. Mr. CHAIRMAN

Mr. McCLORY. It is my understanding thatour counsel interviewed Mr.
Mitchell at some length and that an agreement was arrived(l at
between our counsel and counsel for Mr. Mitchell with respect to
there is no such understanding or agreement that has been reached
prior to Mr. Mitchell arriving here

Mr. DOAR. NO, we did not make any such, have any such agreement
with Mr.. HUNDLEY Mr. Hundley stated his position to Mr. Jennel and I
inconnection with the first interview thatwe had with Mr. Mitchell.
He advised us quite clearly that his client did not intend to invoke
his constitutional privilege and that he would(i appear before the
committee.. He m ade the argument that he thought that the
committee should limit its questions to Mr. Mitchell]l with r espe(t
to conve rsations that he had with the Presidents l)ut that he
thought anything(r else beyond that was not relevant to the inquiry.
And(l I explained to Mr. Hundley that it wasn't t for him to define the
scope of the committee s inquiry OI what was relevant or not



relevant to the matters before this committee.

I also explained to Mr. Hundley that this was an inquiry under the
Constitution by the committee of the House ill respect to whether or
not there was sufficient grounds to recommend that the House
exercise its constitutional power of impeachment and that I had no
power to bind this committee to any limited scope of examination.

Mr. MC(CLORY. Let me say this. I think that it is important for our
committee and its reputation to i)e eminently fair with respect to
witnesses and especially when we have a witness who is charged
and who is awaiting trial for an offense.. And since he is here and is
willing to provide testimony which(.h I think would he useful within
the scope and within the range that you have indicated(l, it would
seem to me important for the committee to take advantage of that
testimony and to recognize the rights, the legislative rights that the
gentleman is

asserting through his attorney.

And I would hope that we would do that without getting into a hassle
here or without denying ourselves the advantage of these
conversations which T think would be extremely illuminative. So I
would hope that we would get the benefit of the testimony that he is
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willing to provide before acceding to the suggestions of Mr. Edwards,
which I think is a good one when we get to the point where the
gentleman, Mr. Mitchell, feels that his constitutional rights or his
individual legal rights are being impinged upon.

Mr. HUNGATE Mr. Ch airman

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Hungate.

Mr. HUNGATE. Well, I think all members of the committee have great
respect for the fifth amendment and if it is claimed, it is claimed. I
have trouble subdividing it or taking it in parts. It is either claimed
or it isn't claimed. We just recently declined to waive our ancient
rights as members under the 5-minute rule and I think as members
with the right to question where the fifth amendment is not invoked,
I don't see how I could waive my right to question fully and just
permit testimony on one side of the ease without that indispensable
ingredient we have discussed here so often, cross-examination and
testing the validity of the testimony.

Mr. RAILSBACK. MI. C}lairman

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Railsback.

Mr. RAILSBACK. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that counsel is not
demanding anything. I think he has made a reasonable request. But I
think it is clearly going to be up to each individual member)er to
either comply or not comply with his request. I don t—I certainly
think we ought to go ahead and ther e are a substantial number of
members that

want to hear MI. Mitchell. And I think it is the President's counsel
who did r equest him.

I don't think he is asserting anything or demanding anything, I think
he has just made a request and it is up to us to either comply or not
comply.

The CHAIRMAN. Well. the question is whether or not one is going to
be restricted to the scope of testimony as suggested or outlined by
counsel for Mr. Mitchell. I don t see how, with

Mr. RAILSBACK. I think that is up to us. I think that is clearly up to



us.

Mr. HUNGATE. Mr. Chairman, I decline to waive my rights to question.
I will make that clear.

Mr. DENNIS. Mr.CHAIRMAN

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Chairman—

The CHAIRMAN. MR.Cohen.

Mr.cohen Could I inquire of the Chair as to whether thec hairma
contemplated making these proceedings public as far as testimony
taken behind closed doors in executive session? Because if the Chair
does contemplate making these sessions public, this might very well
have an impact upon Mr. Mitchell prior to his trial. I would like to get
some sort of response from that.

The CHAIRMAN. No the deter mination as to whether OIL not this
testimony will be madepublic and any of the testimony of any of the
witnesses will be a matter that the committee will have to pass
upon.

Mr. DENNIS. Mr. Chairman

Mr. LATTA. Mr. Chairman

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Dennis.

MI. DENNIS. Mr. Chairman, this committee has a very important duty
to perform and, in my judgment, it is our positive obligation to
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get all the evidence we can get. So I would object strenuously to my
good friend from California 's suggestion.

Now, Mr. Hundley has made his statement for the record. and I
understand counsel doing that. It is quite appropriate for him to
make any statement he wishes. But you either take the fifth
amendment or you don't, in my book. Everybody knows what his
constitutional rights are and I think we ought to take this witness'
testimony unless he claims his constitutional rights.

Mr. SEIBERLING. Mr. Chairman

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Seiberling.

Mr. SEIBERLING. As I understood the chairman's statement, he stated
that had we had such a position taken by counsel for Mr. Mitchell
prior to the time he was called or the subpena was issued, that the
decision would have been the same as in the case of Mr. Mr.
Haldeman; namely, not to call him. I wonder whether the situation is
any different merely because he has advanced to the point with
respecting sitting before us ? If it hasn't, then I would suggest that
it is in order to dismiss the witness.

Mr. DENNIS. Will the gentleman yield ?

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to state that the Chair did,
when the request was made on the part of Mr. Haldeman and This
counsel that the committee consider not having him come before
them because there would be a possibility of his being jeopardized
and the possibility of pleading the fifth amendment, that in
accordance with the rules as they are written, I consulted with the
ranking minority member and we both decided that we not pursue it
any further and the recommendation that we made to the committee
was a recommendation that the committee went along with.

I would have been prepared had I known that such a strong statement
suggesting that Mr. Mitchell is here under this kind of compu]sion,
that his rights are being jeopardized as to a fair trial, I would have
recommended again in the same manner as I did in the case of Mr.
Haldeman.

Mr. HUNGATE. Mr. Chairman, may I inquire of the gentleman of Indiana
?



Mr. SANDMAN. Mr. Chairman

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Sandman.

Mr. SANDMAN. Mr. Chairman, may I make a recommendation R

I, for one, made a request that Mr. Mitchell appear clearly for item
No. 13, which is regarded by most of us here as the most important
factor of all, the incident of March 21. And Mr. Mitchell is willing to
testify as to that.

I would suggest this, Mr. Chairman, that tonight, since we are only
going to be in session for maybe an hour or more, why don t we
pursue item 13 and then tomorrow take up from there ?

Mr. HUNGATE. I decline to waive my rights.

Mr. SANDMAN. You are not waiving any rights if you take up item 13.

Mr. HUNGATE.. I have a right to cross-examine.

Mr. SANDMAN. YOU can take up 13 and tomorrow take up all the
others.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Mezvinsky ?
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Mr. mezvinsky. In due respect to the gentleman from New Jersey,

I personally view all these items as significant and I think that
simply
to pick one item out gives a distortion to the significance of this par
ticular testimony. So, I view the right that we have to take the broad
scope that we have in front of us and not simply pick one item. No.

13. I would strongly and vehemently oppose going on that basis.

I think the test has to be whether or not we accept the scope that

counsel has given to us and if we cannot, then I would support the

move by the gentleman from California.

Mr. SEIBERLING. Will the gentleman yield ?

Mr. MEZVINSKY. Yes, I will be glad to yield.

Mr. SEIBERLING. I simply want to take the position that either Mr.

Mitchell is here for all purposes or he should not be here for any

purpose.

Mr. MAYNE. Mr. Chairman ?

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Mayne.

Mr. MAYNE. The fact is that Mr. Mitchell is here under the com

mittee's subpena and he has not invoked the fifth amendment, and I
think we should proceed. It is, of course, the individual
responsibility
of every member and as the gentleman from Missouri has pointed
out,
it is the right of every member to examine as he wishes and if any
member wishes to destroy this witness' right to a fair trial in the
cr im
inal proceeding, that is the power of the individual member. I am go
ing to try very hard to refrain from exercising that power myself.
But



I think we should proceed and get as much evidence as we can.

Mr. HUNGATE. Will the gentleman yield ?

Mr. MAYNE. I am happy to yield.

Mr. HUNGATE. I am sure the gentleman realizes we all want fair

trials wherever we can get them and part of the system is that we
do
have a fifth amendment. It can't be subdivided here. The only ques
tion I have is whether we even—I am sorry he is here if he has to
cla im
it. I hate to even make him claim it, but I think unless the fifth
amendment is claimed, that the members are free to ask such ques
tions as they see fit.

Mr. MAYNE. He has indicated a very, very wide range of testimony

and for that he is willing to make available to the committee, and as
to that which he is not, I think we ought to cross that bridge when

we come to it.

Mr. HUNDLEY. Could I interrupt just a minute? Or perhaps I did

not make that point clear. It is not our intention to take the fifth
amendment on any question. If a particular me mber of the
committee
were to ask Mr. Mitchell a question I thought was irrelevant to this
committee's inquiry, but could jeopardize his right to a fair trial, I
would(l object to the question on that basis and I would expect a
ruling

from the committee on it.

If the committee were to take the position that it was relevant,
albeit

reluctantly, I would instruct Mr. Mitchell to answer the question.

Mr CHAIRMAN. Ms. Holtzman

Ms. HOLTZMAN. Mr. Chairman, I thank you for recognizing me.



And, as I gather, Mr. Mitchellscounsel's position here is that he is

not testifying willingly to any area of the inquiry ?

Mr. HUNDLEY. That is correct.

Ms. HOLTZMAN. And that your basic position is that a defendant



in a criminal trial, until the time of trial, cannot be compelled to be
put in a position to even claim the fifth amendment by any other
governmental body ?

MIX I l UTNDLEY. That's s correct.

Ms. HOLTZMAN. I wonder if Mr. Doar could comment on that legal
position, because I am concerned about it. I think it is certainly one
that the committee ought to consider one way or another. Is there
any body of law that supports the position that a defendant under
indictment cannot be compelled to appear before a governmental
body ?

Mr. DANIELSON. Would the gentlelady yield for a moment ? It relates
to the lady's question.

Ms. HOLTZMAN. I will be happy to yield.

Mr. DANIELSON. I appreciate the. lady having asked the question, and I
certainly join in requesting an answer. I would like to point out on
line 5, page 2 l of Mr. Hundley's statement, he clearly points out that
"with his objection noted and with the clear understanding that this
testimony is being compelled by the committee" that is the context
in which

Ms. HOLTZMAN He has answered me that he was not testifying
willingly in any area, and I wonder if Mr. Doar might comment on
that legal proposition.

Mr. DOAR. I know of no such proposition. and least of all do I know of
any such proposition in an Impeachment Inquiry.

Ms. HOL TZMAN-. Well, in that event, I thank you for that answer.

Mr. JENNER. Sir. Chairman, I know of no such proposition. Mr. Hundley
did not cite any such proposition to either Mr. I)oar or me on the two
occasions that we met and interviewed Mr. Mitchell and I have never
heard of the claim ever having been made by any counsel for any
defendant in any proceeding with which I am acquainted in 44 years
of practicing law.

Mr. HUNDLEY. Could I answer that, Mr. Chairman 2

The CHAIRMAN. w OU may.



Mr. HUNDLEY. The legal principle I rely upon is a constant, it is
imbedded in the criminal law, that actually a defendant ill a
criminal case has an absolute right to stand mute, say nothing once
the charge has been leveled by way of indi(tment or information as
far as the areas that are charged in an indictment.

He has the absolute constitutional r ight not to say one word. The
burden is completely on the Government to prove at the trial, to
sustain its burden of proof and only then only then. does the
defendant have to make any decision as to whether or not he wants
to testify in his own defense. The Government may never prove those
charges now.

Now let me just cite, if I might, one example. When we appeared
before the Watergate Committee when we appeared——

The CHAIRMAN-. The committee. will be in order.

Mr. HUNDLEY. When we appeared before the so-called Watergate
Committee, Mr. Mitchell, at that time. was under indictment in the
Vesco case in New York. The committee agreed(l on the grounds that
I have just set forth not to ask any questions about the Vesco
matter, even though it concerned political contributions that were
under inquiry by that committee.

1 See p. 113.
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Now, when Mr. Mitchell went to trial in that case, he testified
unimpaired in his own defense and he was acquitted. So, it is not a
question of fifth amendment or no fifth amendment. I don t think
that there is any legal proposition that says that a witness is going
to testify in his own defense, as Mr. Mitchell did in Vesco, has to
come in here and invoke the fifth amendment just to insure his right
to preserve intact and undiscovered by the Government his legal
defenses, until the Government proves those charges.

Mr. HUNGATE. Mr. chairman ?

Mr. HUNDLEY. I think that is a very sound legal principle.

Mr. MARAZITI. Mr. Chairman a

Mr. DANIELSON. Mr. Chairman ?

The CHAIRMAN. AII. Hungate.

Mr.HUNGATE. I think we are all concerned in the statement that the
gentleman makes that the committee, ill compelling MR. Mitchell's
appearance and testimony at this time is jeopardizing his right to a
fair trial and I want to ask Mr. Jenner and Mr. Doar, was this
statements have you discussed this matter with Mr. Hundley before?
Have you interviewed MI. Mitchell ?

Mr. I)OAR. We have.

Mr. HUNGATE. Was this statement made to you at any time prior to
today ?

Mr. DOAR. Mr. Hundley did make the statement, but he also made the
statement that if he was called he would answer the committee, the
questions of the con mittee

Mr. HUNGATE. Well, I can only say I regret that the committee didn't
have this precise information to consider before the gentleman was
here.

Mr. DANIELSON. Mr. Chairman ?

Mr. FL OWERS. Let's proceed.



The CHAIRMAN. The committee will proceed.

Mr. Doar.

Mr. DANIELSON. Mr. Chairman I want to ask a question of counsel for
Mr. Mitchell, if I may 2

Mr. DENNIS. Regular order.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Doar.

Mr. DANIELSON. I make a point of order, Mr. Chairman, that we may
very well here be granting immunity to Mr. Mitchell in subsequent
criminal prosecution by not clarifying,, at this time the context in
which he may give testimony. I respectfully request the privilege to
make an inquir y of Mr. l l undley.

The CHAIRM-&N. Mr. Danielson. This is a matter a little too sensitive
to dismiss so easily.

Mr. Danielson.

Mr. DANIELSON. Mr. Hundley I would like to ask you this question. In
the context of your statement, which you did make a point of reading
into the record before we commenced, I specifically direct your
attention to line 3 and 4 On page 2,] "with your objection noted and
with the clear understanding that this testimony is being compelled
by committee process.'?

In the event that members of this committee should ask questions

1SeeP 113.
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outside the scope of the two limited items you have mentioned here,
matters which relate directly to the indictment which your ClientiS
charged with at the present time, would it he counsels or Mr.
Mitchell s intention to raise as an objection or as a plea in bar at the
time of any subsequent criminal prosecution the fact that he has
been compelled to testify?

Mr. HUNDLEY. We would not at any subsequent trial, you know, in a
sense raise the issue that we have sought for and we were granted,
had been granted immunity. We are not here asking this committee
for immunity, but the problem that flows, of course, from forcing
Mr. Mitchell to disclose his defense as to the Watergate charges
would be an issue that I, of course, would raise before the trial
judge. It wouldn t really be on the grounds of immunity. It would be
that, in effect, his right to a fair trial has been destroyed.

Mr. DANIELSON. I appreciate the gentleman s comments and I might
state I fully agree with his understanding of the fifth amendment.
But, you have again used the word of compulsion. You say, being
forced to testify, and you are not relying on immunity but the fact
that he may have been forced to testify might have an impact, all
impairment, on his right to a fair trial, and I understand that counsel
and Mr. Mitchell might raise this point at a later time in a
subsequent criminal proceeding as some type of a plea in bar, a basis
for a motion to dismiss or some related exculpatory type of
proceeding. Am I r ight in that understanding ?

Mr.HUNDLEY basically correct.

Mr. SEIBERLING. If the gentleman will yield ?

Mr. FLOWERS. Let's proceed, Mr. Chairman.

MR. SEIBERLING. I would like to pursue one further question.

Mr. HOG SN . Regular order, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. SEIBERLING. Mr. Danielson yielded to me.

The CHAIRMAN. All right.

Mr. FLOWERS. That was under a point of order, Mr. Chairman. I think
we are exceeding the point of order.



Mr. SEIBERLING. Well, this relates to that point of order

Mr. FLOWERS. We are going to be all night long now. We are already
45 minutes on this now.

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Chairman ?

Mr. SEIBERLING. Well, Mr. Chairman, I too will raise a point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. I I ecognize MI . Brooks at this time.

Mr. BROOKS. MI. Chairman, I don't want to take any time. I would just
like to say that in view of the fact former Attorney General Mitchell
has been called at the request of the Republicans and Mr. St. Clair, I
wonder what Mr. St. Clair felt about this matter at the time. Without
any prejudice, just candidly what do you think about this, because
really I didn't want to trouble Mr. Mitchell in tile first place.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Mr. Chairman, should I respond ;?

The CHAIRMAN. Yes.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I stand by my request that was made to this
committee.

Mr. LATTA. Regular order, Mr. Chairman. Regular order.

Mr. BROOKS. Pardon me, Mr. Chairman. In view of that, Mr. St. Clair,
and in view of Mr. Hundley's statement, what do you think
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about that as a limitation on your original request for Mr. Mitchell as

a witness ?

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I don't recognize necesssarily it being a limitation,

but if it is a limitations I represent the President of the United
States
in these proceedings, and 1 insist that this committee consider my
re
quest for any witness that has knowledge of tile facts.

Mr. SEIBERLING. Mr. Chairman, point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. Well, you will state tile point of order.

Mr. SEIBERLING. Mr. Chairman, 1 would like to inquire of counsel

for Mr. Mitchell whether

Mr. FROEHLICH. Regular order.

Mr. SEIBERLING. 1 would like to state my point of order My point

of order is that the Constitution of the United States states that no
man shall be compelled to be a witness against himself and my
question
is whether it is the position of counsel for Mr. MITCHELL that his
client is being compelled to testify against himself #

Mr. FLOWERS. That's not a point of order, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. SEIBERLING. The Constitution of the United States is not a

point of order 2

Mr. FLOWERS. That's not at issue right now.

Mr. SEIBERLING. I will ask the (Chairman if he will ask if that is

the position ?

The CHAIRMAN. I will ask the counsel to respond to that question.



Mr. HUNDLEY. I just can't answer that question, Congressman. I

am sorry. It s a basic legal position I am taking and I have stated
that
we are not going to invoke the fifth amendment here. The problem
is for the first time, to my knowledge, has a congressional
committee
call, subpenaed as a witness and planned to interrogate this witness
about those very same areas for which he has to defend himself in a
criminal trial at a later date. There just isn't any precedent for this

being done.

Mr. SEIBERLING. Well], the gentleman used the word that the testi

mony is compelled.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Seiber]ing, just a moment, please.

Mr. Counsel, if you feel that this committee compels your client

to appear before this committee, and ill prejudice of a basic right,
did

you not consider the move to quash the subpena ?

Mr. HUNDLEY. I might just say this. We had raised basically the

same position before the Watergate Committee when Mr. Mitchell
w,as
compelled to testify before that committee. They agreed not to ask
questions about the Vesco case because he was under indictment. As
far as Watergate was concerned, they took the position, well, he
hasn't

been indicted yet and they went ahead.

In recent pretrial motions before Judge Sirica, when I raised this

point, Judge Siri( a pointed out that at that time, he, Judge Sirica,
would have no power to take action against a bona fide committee
of the Con gress. He pointed out that the remedy if there is a remedy,
if I am right, would be at a later date when he had jurisdiction over
the case. So, in my judgment. it just would(l have been a futile act



to
move before Judge Sirica to quash the subpena, because he has in
dicated, and I think he is correct, that he wouldn't have the power to

quash a subpena from this committee.
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Mr. RAILBACK. Let s proceed.

MR SANDMAN. lets proceed

The CHAIRMAN. We will proceed.

Mr. Mitchell, however I do note that in your statement, which

is before the committee, having noted the objection, it is with the
clear
understanding that this committee, this testimony compelled by
committee process, Mr. Mitchell will answer all of the relevant ques
tions about the $75^000 payment and about his relationships with
President Nixon OI1 any subject matter under inquiry by this com
mittee. Do you understand the scope of this committee s inquiry ?

Mr. HUNDLEY. Yes. Yes. I believe l do, Mr. Chairman. Yes.

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Chairman, if I can speak for myself I am sure

I do not understand the scope of the inquiry, if I understoo d what
your
question was. I unde rstand this, of course, is the committee OII Im
peachment and it has to do with an action and failure of actions of
the
President. Ho v far y ou go in eliciting facts to arrive at what you
think
is necessary to make that determination, I do not have the
understand
ing of the scope of it. But, I am sure that having looked at this sheet
that I presume was provided to us by counsel, I would gather that
there are many items here that have no relationship whatsoever to
an

inquiry on the impeachment of the President.

The CHAIRM. N . Well, Mr. Mitchell, unfortunately, while we I respect

your opinion in this matter, nonetheless the House of
Representatives,
as you know, has a constitutional right and a constitutional power to
inquire into this matter, into all matters related to the conduct of
the



President of the United States that may bear on impeachability.

And so with that, we believe that this is a very broad scope and as

such, this is why we feel that a restriction which is sought to be im
posed is absolutely not in keeping with our authority to proceed. not
withstanding the fact that I am sure every Member is concerned and
sensitive about the rights of an individual who is presently, as you
are,
under indictment, and doesn t seek and seeks in no way to prejudice

that right.

Mr. MITCHELL. Well, I thank you, Mr. Chairman. I was trying to be

responsive to your inquiry to me.

The CHAIRMAN. Well, we will proceed.

Mr. Doar.

Mr. DOAR. Mr. Mitchell, would you tell the committee your back

ground and experience as a professional man ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I was admitted to the bar in 1938 in the State of New

York, where I practiced la v with a succession of law firms from
1941
on as a partner in the law firms, until 1969, when I became the
Attor
ney General of the United States.

Mr. DOAR. Ho w long did you r emain Attorney General of the United

Mr. MITCHELL. from the 20th of January 1969 to March 1, 1972.

Mr. DOAR. And what position did you take follo wing your resigna

tion as Attorney General ?

MrMITCHELL. Well, I took r two positions. I vent back to the prac

tice of law and on the 9th of April in 1972, I became the campaign di



rector of the Reelection Committee.

Mr. DOAR. The Reelection Committee for President Nixon ?
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Mr. MITCHELL. For President Nixon.

Mr. 1)OAR. And how long did you remain in that position?

Mr. MITCHELL. Until July 1~~ 1972.

Mr. DOAR. And at that time, did you resign ?

Mr. MITCHELL. At that time I resigned as the campaign director and

continued as a consultant to the Committee for the Re-¢lectiorl of
the

President.

Mr. DOAR. And did you continue as such consultant throughout,

throughout the election of 1912 ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes. in varying degrees of activity. They began to

taper off as the responsibilities that I had diminished toward the

election date.

Mr. DOAR. And following the election, did you continue as a con

sultant for the committee ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I was consulted from time to time by people on the

Committee for the Reelection of the President and the finance

committee.

Mr. DOAR. And up to an including what date ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Well, I guess until this date.

Mr. DOAR. I see. Prior to the time that you became Attorney General
of the United States, you were a law partner of President Nixon ?

Mr. MlTCHELL. Yes, sir. I was from January 1, 1967X until I resigned



from the firm in January of 1969.

Mr. DOAR. And can you tell us what role you played in President
Nixon's 1968 election ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I was the campaign director.

Mr. DOAR. During your time of service as the Attorney General of the
United States, what was your relationship with President Nixon ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Well. of course, as the Attorney Gener al, in his
Cabinet and continued on a basis of consultation and advice and with
some social activities.

Mr. DOAR. Prior to the time that you resigned as the Attorney
General, did you participate or make any decision for the Committee
to Relect the President ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I was consulted from time to time by the people who
were organizing the Committee for the Reelection of the President,
and by that I mean the six or seven citizens who organized it, as
well as some of the staff! that they had appointed from time to time.

Mr. DOOR. Were you consulted about the hiring of Gordon Liddy as
general counsel to the committee ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I think the consulting might be, it might be the
appropriate word, but better to describe it the committee was
apparently looking for a counsel. Mr. John Dean brought Mr r. Gordon
Liddy to my office. discussed the retaining of Mr. Liddy as counsel.
We discussed briefly his background, his experiences and Mr. Liddy
then went to the committee where he was hired by Mr. Magruder. I
advised Mr. Dean that I had no reason to disbelieve but what he could
fi l l  the bil l .

Mr. DOAR. At that time, what was Mr. Dean's position ?

Mr. MITCHELL. He was counsel to the President.

Mr. DOAR. Counsel to President Nixon ?

Sir. MITCHELL. That is correct, sir.

41-574 0 - 74 - 9
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Mr. DOAR. Did you have any discussion subsequent to that discussion
with John Dean with President Nixon  respect to Gordon Liddy ?

Mr. MITCHELL. No, sir. The President never got into any of these
areas.

Mr. DOAR. Now, moving forward to the period after the election of
1972, did you move back to the city of New York ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I moved back to the city of New York before the
election in 1972.

Mr. DOAR. Were you living in New York following the election ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I was living in New York before the election and
following the election.

Mr. DOAR. Now, fixing your mind with respect to the period from
November, the election, through the month of March, 1973, were you
living continuously in New York during that period ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir.

Mr. DOOR. And did you on occasion come to Washington to consult
with President Nixon during that period ?

Mr. MITCHELL At least on one occasion. I believe but one.

Mr. DOAR. And what occasion was that ?

Mr. MITCHELL. That was March 22, 1973.

Mr. DOAR. And at whose request did you come to Washington to
consult with President Nixon on March 22 ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Haldeman.

Mr. DOAR. Did Mr. Haldeman tell you that the President wanted to see
you ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes! sir.

Mr. DOAR. Did he tell you that it was urgent that you come to see him



?

Mr. MITCHELL. I don't know as he used the term urgent. When he called
me on the telephone, he asked me if I could come down that
afternoon. I told him that I couldn't. I had other obligations, and the
appointment was scheduled for the following day.

Mr. DOAR. Then that was, the appointment was scheduled for the 22d
and Mr. Haldeman called you on the

Mr. MITCHELL. 21st.

Mr. DOAR. 21st ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. Do you know about what time of day that was ?

Mr. MITCHELL It is my recollection that it would be sometime shortly
after noon. How early in the afternoon, I can't tell. I have no records
to substantiate the call, but as I say, my recollection is that it was
shortly after noon.

Mr. DOAI;. Would you explain to the committee what M as your
practice with respect to maintaining lo, s of telephone calls and(l
records of appointments at that time?

Mr. MITCHELL . At the time

Mr.DOAR. At AI/Irell 21st 22(1 R

Mr. MITCHELL. Well. I think since it may come into play, if you will
indulge me for a moment I would go back up to that.

Mr. DOAR. Surely.

Mr. MITCHELL. Because these logs have become somewhat publicized.
In Justice Department, there was kept a log of every meeting that
was
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held and every telephone call that was completed, and completed is
an important facet of it. unbeknownst to me, this practice was
continued by my secretaries after I left the Justice I)epartment, and
when I was in my law office here in Washington and also in
connection with the personnel that worked for me from the
Committee for the Re-Election of the President.

And this was continued through until the end of the calendar year
1972, at which time I had become actively engaged in the practice of
law.

The practice in the law firm did not lend itself to that type of
logkeeping. It lent more to the billing procedures, time spent with
clients, telephone calls charged with clients, and so the former
practice was suspended and we went to the customary practice that
most law firms carry out with respect to the time and charges for
clients.

Mr. DOAR. So on the 21st of March 1(.)73 and the 22d of March that
period, you didn't have any logs, detailed telephone logs of calls in
and calls out! unless they related to a particular clients business?

Mr.MITCHELL That is substantially correct, sir. Other than, of course,
the toll calls that the telephone company would provide.

Mr. DOAR. But, that only would be for calls out ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Outgoing calls. Counselor, A es, sir.

Mr. I)OAR. Not calls going in. Did Mr. Haldeman say anything else to
you when he called you and asked you to come down that afternoon to
see the President ?

Mr. MITCHELL. It is my recollection that the telephone call was very
brief and he referred to the fact that there had been considerable
consternation over the Executive privilege situation that was
involving the Gray hearings in the Senate Judiciary Committee, and
also in connection with the upcoming select committee activities,
and that this was the subject matter that was desired to be
discussed.

Mr. DOAR. Now, the last time prior to the 21st of March that you had
talked with the President was when?



Mr. MITCHELL. I don't know that I can answer that off hand, Mr. Doar.
But, I have a record here that was provided by the White House in
connection with the Ervin committee hearings and I may be able to
answer your questions more specifically by refreshing my
rec,ollection. There was a call on December 25th.

Mr. DOAB. You had a call on Christmas Day from the President?

Mr. l.MITCHELL. That is correct, sir.

Mr. I)OAB. And how long a call was that?

Mr. MITCHELL. A very short Christmas greeting.

Mr. DOAR. Best wishes call from one friend to another?

Mr. MITCHELL. I believe they were best wishes, yes.

Mr. DOAB. There was no business transacted ?

Mr. MITCHELL. No g not to my recollection, Mr. Doar.

Mr. DOAR. And before that, Mr. Mitchell ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Are we talking solely about telephone calls or
meetings or both ?

Mr. DOAR. Telephone calls or meetings with the President.

Mr. MITCHELL. The prior meeting was one on November 24th, when the
President visited our law offices in New York City.

Mr. DOAR. You spent some time with him, and I remember I believe
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reading about that in the paper, you spent some time with your as

sociates in the firm and President Nixon toured the firm with you ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes; that is correct, and with the other senior part

ners. I would guess that he was there an hour and a half, maybe 2

hours.

Mr. DOAR. Other than those two incidents, one when President Nixon

visited your firm in New York and the Christmas call, you had had
no communication, telephone or personally with President Nixon

since the election ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Well, personally, no. But, that did not exclude the

possibility that other people, such as Mr. Haldeman, might have
conveyed messages back and forth in connection with different
subject

matters.

Mr. DOAR. Is it fair to say that through the period of time that you
worked with President Nixon, that Mr. Haldeman frequently conveyed
messages back and forth between you and the President?

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir, that was the customary channel when I didn't
talk to him directly.

Mr. DOAR. Mr. Haldeman was the President's Chief of Staff?

Mr. MITCHELL . THAT was my understanding of his title. yes.

Mr. DOAR. And, now, did you have another call on Marc]l 21 with
respect to—f rom Fred LaRue 2

Mr. MITCHELL. I had a call in that time frame, Mr. Doar. which I
cannot establish because I have no basis of records for it. Bolt. it
most assuredly was within that period of March ~~1 or sometime
before then. I would have to believe that it was March 21^ I)ut I have



no way of establishing that.

Mr. DOAR. Do you have any way of establishing what time of day the
call was made ?

Mr. MITCHELL. No; other than I have a recollection I received the Fred
LaRue call, whenever I did receive e it before I talked to or before
Mr. Haldeman called me and I talked to him.

Ml-. I DOAR. What is the basis of that recollection ?

Mr. MITCHELL. The recollection that I ha\ e. There is no basis other
than what I recall.

Mr. DOAR. I see. You don't have any records ?

Mr. MITCHELL. No; I have no records.

Mr. I)OAR. Do you know whether Mr,. I,aRue called you or you called
him ?

Mr. MITCHELL I would believe, and it is my best recollection that he
called me, and my telephone records do not show any call on that
particular day of March ~~1. But, my recollection is that he called
me.

Mr. DOOR. When VOU say your telephone records, just so the
committee members are clear about it, we are talking about the New
York Bell Telephone records 8

Mr. MITCHELL. The toll recor(ls of the telephone company.

Mr. DOAR. You don't have any calls on March 21 to the Committee to
Re-elect the President ?

Mr. MIT(CHELL. No, sir. On March 21, my records do not, or the
telephone company records do not show that.

Mr. I)OAR. YOU didn't have any kind of a direct line between your
office and the Committee to Re-elect the President did you?

Mr. MITCHELL. No, sir, I (lid not.
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Mr. DO OR. Now, on that—

M1. MITCHELL. And I might clarify the record, Mr. Doar. I believe

that my telephone records show that I, when I talked to Mr. LaRue,
I talked to a specific number which was not the general number of
the Committee to Re-elect the President. That is my understanding

of it.

Mr. DOAR. What you are telling the committee is that when you

placed calls to Mr. LaRue, you placed them on a private number of

Mr. I,aRue's.

Mr. MITCHELL. A number that he had in the office which was not

the general number of the committee. That is my understanding

of it.

Mr. DOAR. Your records do indicate, I believe, or that is the Bell

Telephone Co. records, that there were three calls placed by you to

the White House on March 21 ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I have them here. I can confirm that. I don't recall

that, as a matter of fact. Yes, sir, that is correct.

Mr. DOAR. And could you tell the committee what your records

indicate for your calls on March 20 ?

Mr. MITCHELL. To whom, Mr. Doar ?

Mr. DOAR. Well

Mr. MITCHELL. You want all of them ?

Mr. DOAR. Well, 1 just want to ask you if you can tell me whether



there were two calls placed to the White House on March 20 ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. And were there two calls placed to Mr. O'Brien on

March 20 ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir there were.

Mr. DOAR. And were there two calls placed to Mr. Parkinson on

the 20th ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. And was there one call placed to Mr. LaRue on the

20th ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. Who was Mr. LaRue ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. LaRue at whatparticular
 time ?

Mr. DOAR. At that time.

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. I,aRue, on the 20th of March, 1973, would I

believe had been the senior remaining personnel in the Committee
for the Re-election of the President, who was there at the time of

helping wind it up.

Mr. DOAR. And have you known him for a considerable period of

time ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I had known Mr. LaRue since the Presidential

campaign of 1968.



Mr. BOAR And had he worked for you when you were the director

of the Committee to Re-elect the President in the 1972 campaign?

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir, he had.

Mr. DOAR. What was his position ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Well], his title was special assistant.

Mr. DOAR. And how many special assistants did you have ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I believe that they probably classified them, at

least two and possibly a third.

placed to Mr. Parkinson
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Mr. DOAR. Is it fair to say that you had a close personal relation

ship with Mr. LaRue?

Mr. MITCHELL. I think we had a reasonably close social relationship,

yes. Not frequently, but frequently enough so I would say it was a

personal relationship.

Mr. DOAR. And then from the beginning of the 1968 campaign up

to and including March 22, 1973, you had a political relationship
with

Mr. LaRue?

Mr. MITCHELL. I certainly did, through the 1968 campaign. After

the administration started in Washington in 1969 I did not see much
of Mr. LaRue. I certainly had no political relationship with him then
until he subsequently became involved with the Committee for the

Re-Election of the President.

Mr. DOAR. Didn't Mr. LaRue work with you, Mr. Haldeman, and

several other close associates of the President at the Pierre Hotel
i n
the transition at the beginning and just prior to the beginning of the

Nixon administration ?

Mr. MITCHELL. He might have been there, Mr. Doar. I don't recall

his having been there.

Mr. DOAR. You were there ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I was there. Mr. Haldeman was there and I doubt

Mr. LaRue was. It had been my impression, as we discussed the other
day, that he had spent his time in Washington in the transition office



down here, but that may not be so.

Mr. DOAR. Just as a matter of interest, were you in charge of that

transition office in New York ?

Mr. MITCHELL. No; the President was in charge of it.

Mr. DOAR. The President was in charge. Now, what did Mr. I,aRue

say to you ?

Mr. MITCHELL. The President-elect, excuse me.

Mr. DOAR. The President-elect. What did the President or what did

Mr. LaRue say to you and what did you say to him on that occasion

that you fix on or about March 21 ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. LaRue as I recall it—it was a relatively short

conversation. He said that there had been requests for the payment
of
legal fees in connection with Mr. Hunt. I believe that he used the
word
Mr. Bittman had requested them. He said that he had talked to John
Dean, or John Dean had talked to him about it. I am not quite sure
what the sequence was, that John Dean had advised Fred LaRue that
the White House was no longer in the business of providing money
and Frecl LaRue asked me what I would do under the circumstances
i f
I were he. There was also, as part of that discussion, a reference
that
might have been pursuant to my inquiry as to whether previous pay
ments had been made to Mr. Hunt or Mr. Bittman in connection with
these legal expenses. and the answer was yes, that there had been.
And
my answer to him was well, if I were you, I would continue and make

the payment.

Mr. DOAR. You said to Mr. LaRue you asked him whether or not



there had been previous commitments made for attorneys fees ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I didn't say commitments. whether there had been

previous payments made.

Now, I don't know whether he advised me of that or whether I had
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made the inquiry. It became part of the discussion, the fact that
payments had been made.

Mr. 1)0AR. Well was this the first time that you had been aware that
previous payments had been made to the defendants, the Watergate
defendants 8

Mr. MITCHELL. No, it was not.

Mr. 1)0AR. YOU had known that before; hadn't you ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I had known it before g yes.

Mr. DOAR. And you, in fact, you were well aware of that back through
beginning in the summer of 1972 ?

Mr. MITCHELL. No, Mr. Doar. I was not aware that any of these
payments had been made until sometime in the fall of 1972.

Mr. DOAR. I see. And did you know where this $75,000 was coming
from ?

Mr. MITCHELL I didn't know where the $75,000 was coming from. I
assumed it was coming from the money that they had had over in the
White House under that $3.50,000 polling fund that they had.

Mr. l)oAR.Is that the fund that was under Mr. Haldeman's exclusive
control ?

Mr. MITCHELL. It is my understanding that the moneys were provided
to the White House by the Committee for the Re-election of the
President to Mr. Haldeman for his staff for the purpose of polling.

Mr. DOAR. Mr. Jenner calls my attention to the fact that you did not
answer the question.

Mr. MITCHELL. Now, which question was this ?

Mr. DOAR. IS that the fund that was under Mr.Haldeman's
 exclusive control ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I don't know whether it was under Mr. Haldeman's
exclusive control or not. It was provided to the White House for purl



oses of polling and Mr. Haldeman, I am sure, would have had charge of
all of that, of the polling that would take place in the White House,
because he was somewhat of a specialist in it.

Mr. DOAR, NOW, did you know how Mr. Fred LaRue had gotten that
money 2 That $850,000 0

Mr. MITCHELL. I presume that he had gotten it from the White House.

Mr. DOAR. Had he told you before that time that he had gotten it from
the White House ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Well, it wasn t a question of his telling me. It was a
question of his discussing with me the existence of the money over
there, and the fact that there was going to be made a r equest that
that money be made available for these purposes which was
sometime be fore that. How far before, I don't recall.

Mr. I)OAR. Did you suggest to Mr. LaRue or to anyone else that this
fund be used to make payments to these defendants?

Mr. MITCHELL. I did not suggest that it be used. It was in an entirely
different context, and Mr. LaRue at some time, and I believe it was in
early 1973told me that money that he had been using for the
purposes of making these payments to counsel and so forth was
exhausted, was there any other money available for such a purpose.

And I recounted to him the fact that this money had been transferred
to the White House. I didn't know whether it was available or
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not, but I suggested that he check with the White House on the
subject matter.

Mr. DOAR. And do you have any knowledge as to why the White House
turned this money over to Mr. LaRue ?

Mr. MITCHELL I have no knowledge on the subject.

Mr. DOAR. Now, did you have any further conversations with Mr. LaRue
that day ?

Mr. MITCHELL. No, sir. My recollection is that was the sole
conversation that I had.

Mr. DOAR. YOU did tell him that it w as all right and make that
apyment ?

Mr. MITCHELL. No; I didn't tell him that it was all right to go ahead
and make that payment. I told him as I testified before, Ml. Doar, he
asked me what I would do if I were he, and I said under the
Circumstances I would make the payment
Mr.DOAR Now did you ( come to Washington on the following day ?

Mr. MITCHELL(.}[ELI,. Yes, sir', I did(l.

Mr. DO.AR. And did you have a meeting with Mr. Ehrlichman and Mr.
Haldeman and John l)ean prior to the time you met X with the
President ?

Mr. MITCHELL Yes, sir. It was not a continuous meeting with the
three other parties, because they were in and out of Mr. Haldeman's
office where the meeting took place.

Mr. DOAR. At that meeting was there any discussion with respect to
this payment to Mr. Hunt for attorneys' fees ?

Mr.MITCHELL. None whatsoever

Mr. I)o.sl~~. You are sure of that 9

Mr.MITCHELL That is my definite answer and(l I am quite sure of it.

Mr DOAR When you met with the President on that afternoon how



long a time did you meet with him !

Mr. MITCHELL. As I recall. it was sometime after 1:30. How long after
I am not sure until very close to—well, between 3:30 and ;1 quarter
to 4 :00, is my best recollection.

Mr. DOAR. And during that discussion with the President, did you
have any discussion with him with respect to this payment to Mr.
Hunt for attorneys' fees ?

Mr. MITCHELL Absolutely not.

Mr. DOAR. Attorneys' fees ?

Mr MITCHELL.. Absolutely not.

Mr. I)OAR. And(l did the Presi(lellt say anything to you about that ?

Mr. MITCHELL. No. sir.

Mr. DOAR. Had YOU at ally previous occasion discussed with
President Nixon the fact that money was being paid to these
defendants 8

Mr. MITCHELL. No, sir.

Mr. DOAR. FOI attorneys' fees for any other purpose?

Ml. MITCHELLL. I have not discussed with the President any payments
for any purp)ose for any of these defendants.

Mr. I)O.AR. YOU have testified before  with respect with what you
have characterized d as the  White House horrors

Mr.MITCHELL If you are making reference to the Senate Select
Committee, I bel ieve that term was used: yes.

Mr. DO)AR. BY YOU ?
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Mr. MITCHELL. By me.

Mr. DC) R. And what did you mean by that 2

Mr. MITE I EI,T,. By the White House horrors ?

Mr. DOAR. Yes.

Mr. MITCHELL. Well, let me see if I can recall all of them at this late

stage.

Certainly there was the Ellsberg psychiatrist break-in, there was

the Dita Beard episode, there was—there were the Diem cables and
there was the Brookings Institute situation. Oh,! yes, I believe that
there were references to statements made to me that there had been
wiretapping undertaken outside of the normal channels of the
Bureau,
Federal Bureau of Investigation, and some miscellaneous
investigations of Chappaquiddick, and I think that covers tile basic
elements

of it.

Mr. DOAR. Were you aware that Gordon Liddy and Howard Hunt

were involved in carrying out some of these White House horrors,

as you described them ?

Mr. MITCHELL. At what time, Mr. Doar ?

Mr. DOOR. In March of 1973 ?

Mr. MITCHELL L. In March of 1973 ?

Mr. DOAR. Yes.

Mr. MITCHELL. I was aware that they had been involved in them.

Mr. DOAR. Do you remember me asking you on Sunday why the



White House authorized the transfer back of the $350,000 to the

committee ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Why the White House authorized the transfer back

to the committee ?

Mr. DOAR. To pay these defendants? Do you remember me asking

that on Sunday ?

Mr. MITCHELL L. It seems to me that you did, and it seems to me that

we got into a dialog about the fact that it wasn t transferred back to

the committee.

Mr. DOAR. Well, then, perhaps we talked about—let me ask you this

question: Can you tell me why the White House authorized the pay
ment of this $350,000, the use of this $350,000 to pay for attorneys

fees and expenses of these defendants ?

Mr. Ml MITCHELL. I am not sure I get the thrust of your question.

Mr. DOAR. Well, the thrust of my question is if you can tell me why

the White House approved the use of this $350 000 to pay attorneys

fees and expenses for the Watergate defendants?

Mr. MITCHELL. I don t know why the White House did it.

Mr. DOAR. I would like to ask you if you didn t on Sunday tell me

that they did that to keep the defendants happy?

Mr. MIX MITCHELL. No. I think, Mr. Doar, this got into the area of sup

posistion, not the fact that I knew this. I think we were discussing
the
possibilities of why they had and this was a supposition on my part.
I have no knowledge of any particular one in the White House having



made an express determination that they were going to turn that
money over to LaRue for the purpose of paying those in order to do
as you have said, what was your expression with respect to the

defendants ?

MI. DOAR. Well, I think it was your expression. Keep them happy.
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Mr. MITCHELL. Well, if it was. it was supposition on my part, be

cause I have no express knowledge on the suject.

Mr. DOAR. Well, do you now recall whether that
 was your expression ?

Mr. MITCHET L. To keep them happy- R

Mr. DOAR. Yes.

Mr. MITCHELL. Well, my supposition would follow through, as I

have just said, and I could adopt that expression of keeping them

happy, as you have related it.

Mr. DOAR. I don't want, I don't want to be unfair about it, but I just

want to relate the conversation, refresh your recollection about that

• conversation.

Mr. MITCHELL. Just so long as we keep the record straight that I
didn't have any knowledge that anybody in the White House made a
positive determination that they were asking to transfer this money
for that particular
 purpose. If we were discussing suppositions, that would have been
my supposition.

Mr. I)OAR. Now, in November of 19729 did you have a conversation
with John Dean in the city of New York around the 15th ofNovember
?

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir. It was on the 15th of November.

Mr. DOAR. And did he come to see you in New York on that date?

Mr. MITCHELL He came up with Mr.—with Secretar y Stans to see me,
and there was a meeting held at the Metropolitan Club in New York.

Mr. DOAR. And at that time, can you tell us whether or not he had a
tape recording with him of a conversation ?



Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, he had a tape recording with him. And my
recollection is that it was a conversation that was recorded by Mr.
Colson of a telephone conversation he had had with Mr. Hunt.

Mr. DOAR. And did you listen to that conversation ?

Sir. MITCHELL. To limited parts of it.

Mr. DOAR. Do you recall what parts you listened to ?

Mr. MITCHELL. NO.. It was very brief. It was a—and I can't remember
the details of it. It was a dialog between Colson and Hunt in which
Hunt was more or less pointing out that he felt that he was being
abandoned by his friends, and Mr. Colson was providing a bunch of
self-serving declarations, and I can't give you the gist of it. It was a
very short segment of it that was played.

Mr. I)OAR. Do you recall whether there was any demand by Mr. Hunt
for money in that conversation 9

Mr. MITCHELL. I don't r ecall it as such. I don't believe that I heard
that part of it. I believe that Mr. Dean's conversation that
accompanied it, if my recollection is correct suggested«rested that
the purpose of the telephone c all from Mr. Hunt to Colson was in
that area. Whether you would phrase it as a demand OI a desire, or
whatever it is, I can't say specifically, because I don't remember the
language of the

conversation.

Mr. DOAR. Well, the substance of the discussion either with Mr. Dean,
or if you heard it on the tape that there was or Mr. Hunt had
expressed a demand or a desire to Mr. Colson for money?

Mr. MITCHELL That is my recollection, Mr. Doar.

Mr. DOAR. And what was your response to that?

Mr. MITCHELL. My response to that was that it sounded like Mr.
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C:olson had a lot of self-serving declarations on that particular tape
and that I wasn't particularly interested in any more of the
conversation and that may have been the basis upon which the
playing of the recorded tape was terminated.

Mr. DOAR. Now, in February of 1973, did Mr. Moore come to see you in
New York?

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, he did. Mr. Richard Moore.

Mr. DOAR. Could you identify Mr. Moore for the committee?

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Richard Moore is—I don't know, a Special Assistant,
I guess, to the President, to the White House. I am not sure of his
title. He formerly had been employed ill the Justice Department and,
of course, was a lawyer by profession.

MI. I)OAR. And did Mr. Moore—what was the purpose of Mr. Moore's
visit to you in New York ill February?

Mr. MITCHELL. As I understood the purpose, it was to discuss the
posture and the activities of the Committee for the Re-Election of
the President, or the personnel of those committees in connection
with the upcoming select committee hearings in the Senate.

Mr. DOAR. During that conversation, did Mr. Moore ask you to help
raise money for the Watergate defendants?

MI. MITCHELL No, he did not put it in quite those terms. My recol
lection was that he was very embarrassed to broach the subject
matter, that he waited until, as I recall, our other conversations
were over, and put it somewhat to the effect, you wouldn't like to
help raise money for these purposes would you.

Mr. DOAR. Kind of a——

Mr. MITCHELL. I think Mr. Moore had been advised previously by other
people, and I believe there is testimony to that effect, that I took a
very dim view of fundraising in any capacity, and particularly for
this purpose.

Mr. DOAR. You didnt regard this as your problem?



Mr. MITCHELL. I did not regard it as my problem whatsoever and I had
never raised any money for anything in the political field or
otherwise in my life, and I wasn't about to start then. And I think I
was a little cryptic with ELI. Moore.

Mr. DOAR. Well, I would like to just confine this to the raising of
money for the Watergate defendants, and I would like to ask you
specifically whether you regarded it as your problem to raise money
for the Watergate defendants?

Mr. MITCHELL. I most assurely did not.

Mr. DOAR. And you made that clear to Mr. Moore?

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, I did.

Mr. DOAR. You submitted your resignation to President Nixon as the
director of the Committee to Re-Elect the President on June 30,
1972 ?

Mr. MITCHELL. It was discussed with the President OI1 June 30. I am
not sure that the resignation was dated the 30th or July 1, Mr. Doar.
I just want to make the record clear it might have been dated July 1.

Mr. DOAR. Did you have a conversation with the President and Mr.
Haldeman on June 30 ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir; I did.

Mr. DOAR. And did you discuss your resignation with the President
and Mr. Haldeman at that time ?
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Mr. MITCHELL. At considerable lengths.

Mr. DOAR. And did you discuss the Watergate matter at that time ?

Sir. MITCHELL. No, sir-.

Mr. DOAR. No discussion of that at all ?

Mr. MITCHELL. No, sir; not to my recollection whatsoever. That was
not the purpose of the meeting, and I recall no discussion of it
whatsoever.

Mr. DOAR. According to a recorded conversation between you and the
President and Mr. Haldeman on that day, Mr. Haldeman spoke as
follows:

Well, there maybe is another facet. The longer you wait, the more
risk every hour brings. You run the risk of more stuff, valid or
invalid, surfacing on the Watergate caper-type of thing.

Do you remember that being said ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I don't remember that being said at all, and I was
surprised when you gentlemen showed it to me on Sunday. I think
that you have to take the total context of that.

I am not certain that the W atergate phrase there e was used except
by way of comparison. But the total context there will show you
quite clearly that it related to an entirely different incident
 that was under discussion.

Mr. I)OAR. Well, in Mr. Haldeman's statement there. according to the
transcript of the tape recording, you replied: "You coul(lll't possibly
do it if you got into a . ' And then there is a stop, and Mr. Haldeman
said: "The potential problem and then you are stuck."

Mr. MITCHELL Mr. I)oar we were discussing the problem
 that I had been having with and was continuing to ha\ e with my
wife. This was the basis, the purpose of the resignation. It is the
subject matter we were discussing, and the balance of that
transcript, or whatever you call it that you have there, makes
eminently clear that was what we were talking about.



Mr. WIGGINS. Mr. Chairman, can we have a page reference please to
the transcr ipt ?

(Material unrelated to testimony of witness deleted.]

Mr. I)OAR. It is the transcript prepared, or it is a transcrip)t of a
recorded(l conversation between thePresident Mr. Haldeman, and Mr.
Mitchell on June 30,1')7:j. It is in the book it is in l)ook ' of the
books that we presented, paragraph 46.1.

The CHAIRMAN . We will rec ess until 10 o'clock tomorrow morning.

[Whereupon, at 7:37 p.m., the hearing was recessed to reconv ene at
10 a.m., on Wednesday, July 10 197 1 ]
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Washington, D.C.

The c ommittee met. pursuant to notice, at 10:13 a.m., ill room 2141,
RaybulIl House Office Building, Hon. Peter W. Rodina, Jr. (chairman)
presiding.

Present: Representatives Rodino (presiding), Donohue, Brooks,
Kastenmeier, F,dwar(ls, Hungate, Conyers, Eelberg, Waldie, Flowers,
Mann, Sarbanes), Seiberling, l)anielson, Drinan, Rangel, Jordan
Thornton, Holtzman, ( Owens, Mezvinsky. Hutchinson, McClory, Smith,
Sandman, Railsback, Wiggins, D)enilis, Fish, Mayne, Hogan, Butler,
Cohen, Lott, Froehlich, Moorhead, Maraziti and Latta.

Impeachment Inquiry staff present: John Doar, special counsel;
Albert E Jenner, Jr., minority counsel, Samuel Garrison III! deputy
minority counsel and :Evan Davis, counsel; Richard Gill, counsel; Gary
Sutton counsel; Bernard Nussbaum counsel.

Committee staff present: Jerome M. Zeifman, general counsel; Garner
J. (:8line, associate general counsel! Alan A. Parker, counsel; l)aniel
L. Cohen, counsel; William P. I)i2c0nz counsel; Arden B. Schell,
counsel; Franklin G. Polk, associate counsel; Thomas E.,. Mooney,
associate counsel; Michael W. Blommer, associate counsel.

Also present: James D. St. Clair, special counsel to the President;
John A. MeCahill, assistant special counsel; and Malcolm J. Howard,
assistant special counsel.

The CHAIRMAN Will the photographers please clear the room.

The committee will come to order. And Mr. Mitchell! 1 merely wish
to remind you that you are still under oath. You understand 2

M1. MIT( HELL. I under stand fully, Mr. Chairman.

TESTIMONY OF JOHN N. MITCHELL, ACCOMPANIED BY WILLIAM
G. HUNDLEY AND PLAT0 CACHERIS, COUNSEL—Resumed



The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Doar.

Mr. DOAR. Mr. Chairman, when we finished yesterday afternoon I was
asking Mr. Mitchell several questions about the meeting he had with
the President on June 30, 1972, and I was asked by several members
if the transcript of that meeting could be before the members. So, I
would like permission to distribute that transcript now because it
is not available to the members. i b is in their books.

The CHAIRMAN. Please do so.

Will you proceed, MI. Counsel and Mr. Mitchell. (1. !
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Mr. I)ANIELSON. Mr. Chairman, while these are being distributed

could Counsel tell us whether we have had these in any form before
?

Mr. DOAR. Oh, yes you have. It has been in the book, book II, para

graph 46.

[Material unrelated to testimony of witness deleted.]

Mr. DOAR. Let me say by way of explanation, Mr. Mitchell, that these

are excerpts from the recording. They do not obviously purport to be
the entire conversation between you and the President. The stars on
the second page indicate that there were selections from two
portions
of the transcript, and this document was delivered by the President
to Judge Sirica in response to that subpena that was issued last
July,
and pursuant to the order of the court of appeals, and that Judge
Sirica listened to the transcript and made this portion of the tran-
script of the tape or the transcript available, portion of the tape and
transcript available to the grand jury. And then Mr. St. Clair, on be
half of the President, furnished the identical material to us, so that
what we have here is all that has been furnished to us of this

conversation.

| Material unrelated to testimony of witness deleted.]

Mr. DOAR. Then I direct your attention to Mr Haldeman's
 remarks

at the top of the first page of the transcript. I)o you have any
recollec
tion, Mr. Mitchell, after reading that, of Mr. Haldeman saying those

words ?

Mr. MITCHELL. None whatsoever. This was a luncheon meeting that.

lasted oh. an hour and a half I guess and the substance of it of



course.
was my resignation for the personal reason that I can get into to the.
extent that you want, and a very lengthy discussion of who would
be a successor. It had nothing whatsoever to do with the Watergate

and I am surprised the word is even in here.

Mr. DOAR. Now, going back to March 20 and 91!19s3, do you have

a recollection of the purpose of the calls that you made to the
various
people that were listed on v our log for that day 8

Mr. MITCHELL. Which date are you talking about ?

Mr. DOAR. 20th and 21st.

Mr. MITCHELL. And which people are you talking about?

Mr. DOAR. Well, I am talking about—we will start with the 20th.

Mr. MITCH IELI . As you know, Mr. Doar, these are not logs. These are

the long distance call records of the telephone company. That's the

only thing I have.

Mr. DO. R. I know - that Mr. Mitchell, I am just asking you if you have

any recollection after looking at those logs of the subjects about
which

you spoke, let us say first with Mr. LaRue on the 20th

Mr. MITCHELL.. No: I have no independent recollection of it. Of

cours e, I have talked to Mr. LaRue frequently (luring that period of

time about many subject matters.

Mr. DOAR. And there were two calls to Mr. O'Brien. Do you have any

r resol]ection of w hat you talked to Mr. O'Brien about 8

MI. MITCHELL. No; I don't be.(allse of the very same reason. We



were talking about civil litigation and any number of other things

during that period of time.

Mr. DOAR. Would the same be
true with Mr. Parkinson 8



139

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes. Mr. Parkinson, of course, was very actively

engaged in that civil litigation, and I arm sure it would have
something
to do with that, OI the possibility of his representation of Mr. Stans
i n

connection with the Vesco matter in New York.

Mr. DOAR. Then there were two calls to the White House. DO YOU

have any recollection of to whom you placed those calls ?

Mr. MITCHELL. YOU are talking about the 21st ?

Mr. DOAR. The 20th first. I have been talking about the 20th.

MI. MITCHELL. 570 j I have no independent recollection of that.

Ml. DEAR. Who did you customarily, in that period, communicate

with in the White House?

Mr. MITCHELL. Oh, any number of people. I can name them for

you. Of course it would be Mr. Haldeman, Al r. Dean, Mr. Ehrlichman,
Mr. Malek and his associates who were staffing the Government, Mr.
Moore, Mr. Garment, my former law partner Miss Woods, any num
ber of people.

Mr. DOAR. And on the 21st there were three calls to the White

House.

Mr. MITCHELL. Well, in that area we had been advised by counsel

for Mr. Haldeman that his logs show that at least two of these calls
and possibly the third one had to do with the arrangement of trans
portation for my going down to Washington the next day, on the

Mr. DOAR. And those were calls in the afternoon ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I would necessarily believe so.



Mr. DOAR. They would have to have been ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Because of the recollection that I have that the call

that--^vhen I talked to Mr. l Haldeman at sometime shortly after
noon

or about noon.

MI. DOAR. Other than that, you have no present recollection of the

subjects or to whom you talked to ?

Mr.MITCHELL. NO? Mr. Doar. As you know, from looking at these

telephone long-distance calls, there were many days when there
were
frequently two, three, or four calls to the White House and to these

other people.

Mr. DOAR. Did you talk with John Dean on the 20th or 21st ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I have no independent recollection of it.

Mr. DOAR. I would like to ask you a question about another subject,

and that is following the 21st did you receive a call from Mr. O'Brien
asking you to arrange a meeting with him, for him w ith Mr.

Haldeman ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I can't tell you of the date, Mr. Doar. whether it was

before or after the 21st! hut I did receive such a call from Mr.
O'Brien

in this general time period; yes.

Mr. DOAR. And could you tell the committee what he asked you to

do?

Mr. MITCHELL. He requested that I arrange a meeting between he,



Mr. O'Brien, and Mr. Haldeman.

Mr. DOAR. And did he indicate to you what the purpose of the

meeting would be ?

Mr. MITCHELL Yes, he did. And, of course, it had to do with the

general subject matter of Watergate, that he wanted to discuss the

matter with Mr. Haldeman.
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Mr. DOAR. Would it he fair to saw that he wanted to discuss the

facts of life about Watergate with Mr Haldeman

Mr. MITCHELL I think as a general area that would i)e fair to say so.

Mr. DOAR. And when YOU say "facts of life." what would that he?

Mr. MITCHELL. I don't know. I don't know what Mr. O'Brien's

knowledge was, or what areas that he would wish to discuss with

Mr. Haldeman.

Mr. DOAR. He didn't mention to you that he wanted to discuss this

matter of payments and the problems with the White House horrors?

Mr. MITCHELL. I have no recollection of the specifics of that. I

think it was more directed toward the total picture. At least that
was

the impression that I got.

MI. DOAR. NOW, did you call Mr. Haldeman and arrange it?

Mr. MIT(CHELL,. I have a recollection of calling Mr. Haldeman and

telling him of Mr O'Brien's request. And I also have a recollection
that Ml. Haldeman was, in accordance with his conversation with me,

agreeable to such a meeting.

Mr. DOAR. I)id you report that back to Mr. O'Brien ?

Mr.MITCHELL,. I don't have any recollection of it, but I could very

well have.

Mr. DOAR. I)id you hear anything further about it ?

Mr. MITCHELL About the meeting ?



Mr. DOAR. Yes.

Mr. MITCHELL. I learned along the w ay. and I presume it would have

been from Mr. O'Brien, that Mr. Haldeman transferred Mr. O'Brien
over to Mr. Ehrlichman. and that O'Brien had the meeting with

Ehrlichman.

Mr. I)OAR. Now, you saw the President on the 22d of March ?

MI. AIII( HELL. Yes, sir.

Mr. OOAR. And following that meeting I will ask you, did you return
to the city of New York ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I did.

Mr. DOAR And when did you next return to Washington ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I am not certain, Mr. Doar, but I believe it would have
been the 28th of MARCH.

Mr. DOAR. And on the 28th of March, who did you see on that occasion
?

MI . MITCHELL. If my recollection serves me right it was l l
Haldeman. Magruder, and Dean, if I have got the right time frame, and
I think I have.

Mr. DOUR. And who arranged that meeting? OI let me ask it this way—

Mr. MITCHELL. I am not certain Mr. Doar.

Mr. DOAR. Let me ask it another way. I)id you set up the meetings

Mr. MITCHELL. I don't recall w ho set up the meeting.

Mr. I)OAR. Had you seen Mr. Magruder in New York on the day before ?

AIR . MITCHELL. I believe so, yes.

Mr. DOAR. And do you have any recollection as to just what happened
on the 28th with respect to who you saw first and how long you



were at the White House, if y ou were at the White House ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I can't give you the exact time frame. I was at the
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W hite House. My guess would be that I would probably be there from
10:30 maybe until noontime, or somewhere in that neighborhood.

MI DOOR. And am I clear then that you say Haldeman, and Magr uder,
and Dean ?

Mr. MITCHELL That is my recollection, yes.

Mr. DOAR. Were all of these gentlemen in the meeting together?

Mr. MITCHELL. No.

Mr. DOAR. Could you just outline your recollection of how that
morning developed with respect to the meeting ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Well, my recollection is that I met with Mr. Haldeman,
and that both of us met with Ml. Magruder, and then l met with Mr.
Magruder and Stir. Dean.

Mr. L)OAR. I see. And then did you see the President that day ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I did not.

Mr. DOAR. Was the President in Washington ?

Mr. MITCHELL I have no idea, or I have no recollection.

Mr. DOAR. Now, after that meeting, did you return to the city of New
York

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir, I did.

Mr. DOAR. And do you recall when you next came to Washington ?

Mr. MITCHELL. It would be some time in the early part of April, Mr.
I)oar. I can't give you the exact date. It may the 10th, but I am not
certain.

Mr. DOAR. Could you tell the committee how this trip w as arranged ?

Mr. MITCHELL. How the trip was arranged ?

Mr. I)OAR. Yes. Were you asked to come to Washington or did you



come ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not recall, Mr. Doar. I was in my Washington law
office, and I had a meeting with Mr. Dean. But, who asked me to see
whom I can't tell you.

Mr. DOAR. I see. And then following that meeting were you just in
Washington for 1 day ?

NINE MITCHELL. Yes, part of the day.

Mr. DOAR. Part of the day. l)id you come back again to Washington the
next few days ?

Mr. MITCHELL Well, if it was the next few days, I came back on
Saturdays the 14th.

Ml. DOAR. Saturday the 14th ?

Mr. MITCHELL The 14th or15th of April, whichever Saturday is.

Mr. DOAR. Well, I can tell you, Mr. Mitchell, that the Saturday was the
14th

Mr. MITC HELL. Well, that was the day.

Mr. I)OAR. And can you tell the committee how you happened to come
to Washington that day ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes. I received a telephone call from Mr. Haldeman, and
he said that the President wanted to see me, WOII]d I come down. I
said yes. I went down, went into the White House. The receptionist
said that Mr. Ehrlichman wanted to see me before I went to see the
President. I went to see Mr. Ehrlichman, and after the conversation

with Mr. Ehrlichman I decided not to see the President and t went
back to New York.

Mr. I)OAR. In that conversation with Mr. Ehrlichman, where did that
conversation take place 8



Mr. MITCHELL. It took place at Ehrlichman s office..

Mr. I)OAR. Did you know at the time that that conversation was
recorded ?

Mr. MITCHELL. No;; but I had a strong suspicion that it was being r
recorded.

Mr. DOAR. Have you had an opporunity since that time to examine that
recording ?

Mr. MITCHELL. No; I have not examined a recording. I have seen a
purported transcript of the conversation.

Mr. I)OAR. And was that purported transcript a fair and accurate
summary of the content of that conversation ?

Fir. MITCHELL. I don't think I have ever examined it with respect to
that aspect of it, but it did cover the general subject matters that
were discussed.

Mr. DOAR. Did you see anyone else on the 14th 2

Mr. MITCHELL. No, sir. I saw no one else. Not Mr. Haldeman not the
President, not Dean. I saw other people walking through the White
House that I knew and recognized.

Mr. DOAR. And did you speak to the President during the month of
April'?

Mr. MITCHELL. No, sir.

Mr. DOAR. Did you return to the White House again during the month
of April to talk to either Mr. Haldeman!l or Mr. Ehrlichman ?

Mr. MITCHELL. No, sir.

Mr. DOAR. So that just to summarize, and to I)e sure that we have the
entire sequence of the meetings between]l you and the President or
members of his staff', assistants to the Presidents counsel to the
President, following a Christmas I)ay greeting from President Nixon
the first time thereafter that you saw him was on the morning or
the afternoon of the 22d of March ?

Mr. MITCHELL. That is my understanding of it my best recol]lection



again, of course, conforms to the information that was prov ided to
us by the White House.

Mr. DOAR And prior to that meeting you had a meeting in Mr. I
Haldeman's office with Mr. Ehrlichman and John Dean and Mr.
Haldeman ?

Mr. MITCHELL Yes. And I also have a recollection that Air. Richard :\
Moore w as in there briefly also.

Mr. OOAB. And then On the 27th of March your recollection is that you
had a meeting with Mr. Magruder in New York?

Mr. MITCHELL. T believ e that to l)e so. yes, sir.

Mr. DEAR. And on the 28th you came to Washington for the morning
and met with Mr. Haldeman; and later with MR Magruder and Mr. Dean
?

Ml. MITCHELL. That's correct Sil.

Mr. DOAR When you were meeting with Mr. Haldeman was Mr.
Magruder(ler with you ?

Mr MITCHELL He was.

Mr. DOAR. All of the time ?

Mr MITCHELL Oh no.

Mr. DOAR. Did you have a private conversation with l Stir. Ha] dem an
'2

Mr. MITCHELL. My recollection is that I had a conversation with Mr.
Haldeman before Mr. Magruder arrived.
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Mr. DOAR. I see. And then the next time you came to Washington

you were at your office around the 1(0th of April where you had a
meet

ing with John Dean in your office, your Washington law office?

Ml. MITCHELL That's my recollection; yes sir.

Mr. DOAR. And then the last meeting was on the 14th where you had

a call t from Mr. Haldeman telling you the President would like to
see
you, and when you got to Washington how did you happen to get into

Mr. Ehrlichman's office?

Mr. MITCHELL. My recollection is that the receptionist at the White

House had been given instructions to ask me to stop up and see Mr.

Ehrlichman when I came in, and I did that directly.

Nfr. DOAR. I see. And he was the only member of President Nixon's

White House staff that you saw that day ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir.

Mr. DOAR. That's all of the questions I have.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Jenner.

Mr. JENNER. 'Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Mitchell, would you tell us where you were, to the best of your

recollection, when you first learned of the break-in at the DNC head

quarters ?

Mr. HUNDLEY. Excuse me. Mr. Chairman. I would like to pose an



objection now. It is apparent to me that Mr. Jenner is now going to
get into what they have put forth in their little summary. scope of
testimony of John N. Mitchell, and they did interview us about this,
they are going to get into what happened out in Califor nia, right
after
the break-in of June 17. I would respectf ully submit that that
is i r re le
vant to any matter under inquiry by this committee. and is highly
prejudicial to Mr. Mitchell's right to a fair trial. because this is one
of
the specific allegations in the indictment. And I would like to make

that objection at the outset.

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Chairman ?

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Cohen.

Mr. COHEN. Could we have a copy of the indictment available 2

Mr. HUNDLEY. I have a copy.

Mr. COHEN. I would like to take a look at it.

Mr. HUNDLEY. Yes. sir. I will bring it right up.

The CHAIRMAN. The objection will be fully noted(l.

Is counsel suggesting that under these circumstances, while he has

the right to claim the fifth amendment, under these circumstance s
that
he is not going to interpose this 2

Mr. HUNDLEY. That's correct. What I am doing is I am appealing

to the Chair for a ruling on the basis of the relevancy. We are not
back
in the period of June 17, right after the break-in. I. of course, am not
privy to all of the evidence that has been presented before this com
mittee, but from what I read in the newspapers there is certainly no
evidence that President Nixon had any knowledge or any c onnection
with the break-in, and there is no evidence that would connect these

events of June 17 with President Nixon.



The best argument I think the committee could make is that it is so

remotely relevant that you want to probe. Offset against that fact is
that we now have here Mr. Mitchell who is a defendant in a criminal
case, and this is one of the specific allegations that w e have to
meet. So,
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to get into this area would be highly prejudicial to his right to a fair

tr ia l .

The CHAIRMAN-. Well, I would merely like to advise counsel that

while he raises this objection, and interposes his objection on the
basis
of relevancy, and the fact that it isn't relevant, and then suggests as
well that it is highly prejudicial, that the scope of this inquiry is
such
that what counsel may consider remote is not considered remote by

this committee.

This committee has wide latitude to inquire into matters that relate

to the conduct of the President of the United States. and those who
were directly associated with  him in the various allegations that
have
been before this committee. And it would appear to the Chair that
while the question of prejudice may be raised in this case, that I
believe that unless he interposes the other right that he may have,
that this may incriminate him in that sense then I believe that I
cannot sustain that objection in the light of the authority of this
com
mittee to inquire and the evidence that is now before it. which does
not have to be entirely relevant, but is necessary, and I believe that

there IS a pertinency.

I would, however, suggest that if counsel, ZV]10 is interposing the

question might for pur poses of being more sensitive to what the
issues
are in this matter and I know that counsel is very c ircumspect(t,
might
consi(ler the question as to whether or not it becomes necessary in
this sense to establish what this committee is seeking to establish
before

it.



Mr. Mc(~~r.oRY. Mr. Chairman?

The CHAIRMAN
. Mr. McClory.

Mr McClory. May- I make a comment before you arrive at a final

ruling with regard to this objection ? It seems to me we have gone
very,
very far afield in connection with this inquiry! and we have got into
an extensive amount of evidence and information that is very very
remote insofar as the purpose of our inquiry. And now we have had
other testimony and we have gone into great detail about these con

versations out in California.

I have interrogated witnesses who have appeared her e before to find

out whether or not there was any connection or any tie-in between
their
conversations and their actio]; out there and the President of the
United States and I would think it would be incumbent on our coun
sel to show the relevancy and to make or give an assurance to this
com
mittee that there is some tie-in between what took place there and
this

inquiry Or the allegations against the President.

Send I don't think that—I think On the basis of that you could rule

and I would hope you would sustain the objection.

MI. DENNIS. Mr. Chairman ?

Mr MEZVINSKY. Mr CHAIRMANI ?

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Counsel.

Ml'. JENNER. Should I respond, Ml. Chairman, to your request?

1 The(' ( CHAIRMAN. Yes.

Mr. JENNER. Ladies and gentleman of the l committee, this is per



tinent to the committee's inquiry a under the r esolution that the
commit
tee undertake to make all inquiry in depth full and complete, with re
spect to whether the committee should recommend to the House and
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the House itself then vote on the issue of whether thePresident
 of the United States, Richard Al. Nixon, should be impeached.

This particular day is the day following, or the very day that the
break-in at the DN(> headquarters took place. It is the day. the
beginning day of Watergate, and the alleged coverup that followed as
to which the committee has received pertinent evidence.

It seems to me, to Mr. Doar and me, that the committee must
undertake to hear evidence with respect to when the matter
commenced, and the knowledge of those who participated on that day
what their knowledge is, to bring that information before the
committee. It is not only pertinent, which is the word used in the
resolution directed to this committee, but it is relevant in a legal
and factual sense as well.

Mr. McCLORY. Could I ask counsel a question ? Is there any dispute
about when this occurred or the events that we are inquiring about
insofar as these individuals are concerned ? What I asked is w hat is
the tie-in between what these persons are doing and the President
of the united States ?

I am trying to get this hearing concluded, and I know the chairman is
too, and it seems to me that we are going to have to get further
extensions if we are going to a lot of peripheral areas, and that's the
thing that bothers me.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Doar.

Mr. DOAR. Mr. McClory, I want to join Mr. Jenner in the statement that
he made. I don't regard the evidence that occurred on the 17th of
June as being peripheral to the committee's inquiry. I think it is
highly relevant.

Mr. Jenner and I have agreed that this witness will not be asked any
questions that are already made a part of the record. Buts in m)
judgment. we would be derelict in our duty to you if we did not bring
these facts out with respect to the matters which you are inquiring
about.

The CHAIRMAN-. Well, the Chair is prepared to rule that while the
objection is one that does concern us and seeks to insure that no
rights are prejudiced, nonetheless I believe that Counsel is



stretching the argument quite a goo(l deal. And all I might advise
Counsel again, that Counsel has the right on behalf of his client to
interpose the fifth amendment if he so desires, where he believes
that he may honestly feel that Counsel for the committee, having
stated the position of the committee, is such that you actually feel
that you want to make that kind of an objection. Otherwise we are
going to overrule

the objection.

Mr. HUNDLEY. Again, Mr. Chairman, I want to state that I am not going
to instruct Mr. Mitchell to take the fifth amendment because the
fifth amendment runs to problems of self-incrimination. As I stated
at great length that is not the problem.

The CHAIRMAN-. The Chair is aware of the argument already made,
and it has been duly notedfor the record. And I believe that the Chair
has r ruled! and the objection is overruled.

Ml. HUNDL)I,EY. Subject then to the compulsion of this committee, Mr.
Mitchell will answer the questions, and so that I need not interrupt
as each specific question is asked. can I have a contiuing objection
to this line of interrogation 2
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The CHAIRMAN . You may make those objections and they will be duly
noted. And I might state that this committee is under a
constitutional authority and r esponsibility to proceed in this area.

Mr. McCLORY. If the chairman will yield just for this comment, it is
my understanding that he wants a standing objection.

Mr. I HUNDL EY. w es. so I don't have to break in.

The CHAIR)IAN. Fine.

Mr. HUNDLEY. And if it moves to another area that I consider ob

jectionable, I will just state it, and then if it is agreed we will have
a continuing objection.

Mr. HUNGATE. Mr. CHAIRMAN ?

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Hungate.

Mr. HUNGATE. I take it that it is a continuing nonclaiming of the fifth
amendments

Mr. HUNDLEY. That's correct, sir

Mr. I)ANIELSON. l didn't quite understand. He is not claiming the fifth
amendment?

Mr CHAIRMAN
-. That is correct. That has been duly stated.

Please proceed.

Mr. JE:NNER. Thank you. Mr. Chairman.

I believe my question was, Mr. Mitchell, when did you first learn of
the break-in at the DNC headquarters ?

Mr. MITC HEI L. Some time on Saturday, June 17.

Ml . JENNER. 1972 ?

Mr . MITC HEI L. 1972.



Mr. JEN?VEI1. Where were you Mr. Mitchell ?

MI. MITCHELL,. I was in California.

Ml JENNER. And(l where in California ?

Mr. MITCHELL,lJ Well, I A -as in a number of places in California.

Mr. JEN NER. On that day I am talking about.

Mr. MITCHELL. A;Well, I was at a hotel in Beverly Hills, and then I
went to a marina motel of some name, I can't tell you what it was,
where there were a number of political meetings going on.

Mr. JENNER. Was that out at the airport ?

Mr. MITCHELL.. That's any recollection, but I can't tell you, I have
been in so many of those joints.

Mr. JENNER. The hotel volt mentioned first was the Beverly Hills I
Hotel, was it ?

Mr. MITCHELL. It was a hotel in Beverly Hills, and I think that's its
name; yes, sir.

Mr. JENNER. And my question was where were you on that day when
you first learned of the break-in at the DN(headquarters
?

Mr MITCHELL. My recollection is that itwas
 at that. what you have referred d to as the mar ina mote l.

Mr JENNER. And(l what time of day was that ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I can't say l)precisely but it was probab)lv about
noontime or shortly befor e noon

Mr. JENNER it your recolle(tion. Mr. Mit(hell, that at no time, at no
point of time prior to that occasion at the airport motel out at the
airport in Los Angeles did(l you receive any information from
anybody or through any other means of the break-in of the DNC

headquarters ?



Fir. MITCHELL. I currently have no recollection of it, Mr. Jenner; no.

Mr. JENNER. From prior evidence e we understand that you and
associates of yours of the CRP were in California in connection with
the President's Campaign For Re-election. Is that correct ?

Mr. MITCHELL. That's correct sir.

Mr. JENNER. Would you tell us who the other members, if I may use
the term team, indicating who came out to California with you. who
they were ?

Mr. MITCHELL. There came out from Washington Mr. Mardian, Mr.
LaRue, Mr. MacGregor, Mr. Porter and a couple of advance men. I can't
tell you what their names are.

Mr. JENNER. Did you say Ml . MacGregor had come out with you ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Excuse me. Mr. Magruder I thought I said.

Mr. JENNER. I could be mistaken. I thought that was a slip of the
tongue.

Mr. MITCHELL. If I said MacGregor, it was Magruder.

Mr. JENNER. Yes; thank you. And when had that party arrived in Los
Angeles on that occasion ?

Mr. MITCHELL. At different times. Mr. Mardian. Mr. LaRue, and myself
arrived on Friday night at some hour. I can't tell you what

time.

Mr. JENNER. All right. Now, were you advised of the DNC break-in by
somebody, or was it by reading something or by what means 2

Mr. MITCHELL. I was advised by the people, some of the people that
were in that party. I can't tell you exactly, but I would say that it
was one or all of Mardian, LaRue and Magruder, possibly more than
one of them.

Mr. JENNER. Is your recollection sufficient to tell the ladies and
gentlemen of the committee as to w ho was present when you were
advised 2



Mr. MITC HELL. The parties that were so advising me and myself. It
could have been all four of us or any combination.

Mr. JENNER. Do you have a reasonably clear recollection that you have
not been advised of the DNC break-in prior to that time ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I have no recollection of it.

Mr. JENNER. And your best recollection at the moment is that you
were first advised of it by either or all of the gentlemen you have
mentioned when you were at the airport motel at the Los Angeles
International Airport i

Mr. MITCHELL. That is my recollection, Mr. Jenner.

Mr. JENNER. Is it possible that you were advised earlier, Mr. Mitchell
2

Mr. MITCHELL. It is always possible: yes. sir.

Mr. JENNER. But your best recollection is it didn't come until that
time ?

Mr. MITCHELL. That's my recollection, because of the events of that
particular day.

Mr. JENNER. All right. Prior to your going to the airport motel on that
day, had you had a meeting w ith campaign people, that is! other than
your team ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Only Governor Reagan who came by the hotel and
picked me up, and we drove over to the political affair at this motel.
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Mr. JENNER. What time, give us your best recollection as to when

Governor Reagan came by to pick you up ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I am not certain, it was sometime between 9 and 10

o'clock. If it is important to the committee I think that I probably
have logs of that trip that can be provided

Mr. JENNER. You think the logs would show, Mr. Mitchell, when

you and Governor Reagan departed for the meeting at the airport

motel ?

~~.Mr. MITCHELL. Yes; I w ould believe so, because. those types of

operations were generally scheduled in advance, and the schedules
would normally be reasonably kept because of the succeeding
meetings

 with larger groups.

Mr. JENNER. That interests me and(1 perhaps the committee. WAS a

schedule of that character kept for every day of your meeting out in

California ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes. r think, if my memory serves me right. there

was a complete layout of the schedule that covered the three or four
events that were held on Saturday, two, threes or four events that
were
held on Sun(lay! and(l, of course, with references to some of the prin
cipals who wou;]d have participated in them.

Mr. JENNER. Would you also have a log of the course of events on

Monday. the 19)th 2

Mr. MITCHELL No; because the 19th was the day set aside for my



ret urn to Washington.

Mr. JENNER. All right. Returning again to the 17th, did you have a

pr ess conference on that day ?

Mr MITCHELL. yes, sir. It had been scheduled in advance, and it

took place at the same motel in los Angeles or wherever it is.

Mr. JENNER. I see. And what time of the day did that occur with

respect to your meeting, the political meetings you have just men

tioned that you had at the airport motel ?

Mr. MITCHELL L. I am not quite certain, Mr. JENNER but I am sure

that this log would again tell. I am not certain whether it was
before
or after a luncheon that was held out there at this same structure
after

the larger political meeting, which came first.

Mr. JENNNER. I see. So that the sequence, as you recall it, is that Gov

ernor Reagan came by and picked you up with others, as the case may
be, and you drove in Governor Reagan's limousine or automobile out

to the airport motel ?

MID. MITCHELL. Correct.

Mr. JENNER. Then the next thing that happened was that you had

a political meeting ?

Mr. MITCHELL Yes, sir.

Sir. JENNER. Would you describe that, please ?

Mr. MITCHELL. It was a relatively large group. I guess 100 or 200

people, discussing the upcoming campaign at which the Governor and



a number of other people and myself spoke.

Mr. JENNER. I see. And then the next event was a luncheon ?

Mr. MITCHEL L That's my recollection, that the luncheon came before

the press confer ence, but I am not certain.

1 See Mitchell exhibit No. 1, p. 181.
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Mr. JENNER. Well, you did
Mr. MITCHELL. This schedule will show YOU.

Mr. JENNER. But I am seeking your recollection. The next event was
the luncheon, so far as you know and recall ?

Ml . MITCHELL .Thats my recollection of it; yes.

MrJENNER. Alld the press c onference followed the luncheon ?

Mr MITCHELL. T]hat. s my recollection.

Mr. JENNER{. That's your present recollection. Now, had the matter of
the break-in at the I)N'( headquarters come to your attention prior to
the time that you had the press conference ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes! sir, it had.

Mr. JENS El{. Had it come to your attention prior to the luncheon ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I am not certain whether it was prior or after the
luncheon t hat 1 ++ as so advis d.

Mr. JENNER. I)id you have a meeting with Mr. Mardian, and Mr. LaRue,
and Mr. Magruder? I)id I leave one out? With you?

Mr. MITCHELL No, I think those were the three that I recall.

Mr. JENNER. All right. Did you have a meeting with them and with a
press relations man by the name of Cliff Miller prior to the time of
your press conference ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I had a meeting with, as I say, al] three or some of the
Magruder, Mardian, league combination. I know that Mr. Miller was
present at this event. He was at that time doing, I think. volunteer
press work or public information work, which]I is his business, for
the Committee for the Re-Election of the President. And it could
very well be that at some point at the motel that those four, plus
myself, did meet. I know that my recollection does go to the point
where Mr. Miller drove back to the Beverly Hills Hotel in the same
car that I did.

Mr. JENNER. Al] right. Now, but you do recall that you had a meeting,



participated in by Mr. Cliff Miller, Mr. Mardian, Mr. Magruder, and Mr.
LaRue prior to the time of your press conference?

Mr. MITCHELL. I am not sure if Mil]ler was there. but I did have a
meeting with the others, I am certain, or some of the others. I am
certain of that.

Mr. JEN NER. What was the subject matter of that conference ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Well, the subject matter was to advise me of the
events that had taken place back in Washington at the Democratic
National Committee.

Mr. JENNER. All right. Was the subject matter of your upcoming press
conference also discussed on that occasion?

Mr. MITCH/IEI.L. Yes. They obviously wanted to advise me of the
events back in Washington; because the=>- anticipated that I would
receive questions about it at the press conference.

Mr. JENNER. And they sought to prepare you in that respect for your
possible questions that might be put to you by the newspaper

r eporters at the press conference 2

Mr. MITCHELL. They sought to advise me w with respect to the
information that they had on the subject matter.

Mr. JENNER. Was the subject matter also discussed at that
conference as to how you should respond to questions that might be
put to you by newspaper reporters respecting the break-in?
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Mr. MITCHELL. I can't get into that specifically. The information

that they had was, of course, very limited at the particular time, but
I
presume that the purpose of the conference was to advise me as to

what they knew so that I would be informed on the subject.

Mr. JENNER. Mr. Mitchell, I believe my question was, was the sub

ject matter of how you should respond to questions by newspaper re
porters respecting the DNCA break-in discussed ?

Mr. MITCHELL I don't have that specific recollection, Mr. Jenner.

Normally in such matters, the people would inform me with respect
to the information, and I would make my OWI1 determination as to
how I would respond to any question that came up in the campaign.

Mr. JENNER. That may well be, Mr. Mitchell, and I don't seek to

question that at all. I just wish to obtain your best recollection as
to

what happened on that occasion.

Mr. MITCIIELL. I have so provided that to you.

Mr. JENNER. On that particular subject, and you have now furnished

your best recollection in that respect '?

Mr. MITCHELL. That is cor rect.

Mr. JENNER. Following the press conference, or 1)v the way were

you asked any questions about the I)N(7 break-in by any reporter dUI

ing the course of your press conference ?

Mr. MITCHELL. No, sir.

Mr. JENNER. Did you return, following the press conference, did



you return to your hotel quarters at the Beverly Hills Hotel?

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir.

Mr. JENNER. Is your recollection refreshed that you were, in fact,

staying at the Beverly Hills Hotel ?

Mr. MITCHELL. If that s the name of the hotel I was staying at, I

was staying at the Beverly Hills Hotel. t hotel in Beverly Hills.

Mr. JENNER. Well it's the same hotel that we discussed w ith you and

Mr. Hundley on Sunday; is that right i!

Jar. MITCHELL. The one diagonally across the street from George

Murphy's home. That's the best way I can identify it.

Mr. JENNER. Well, that is the Beverly Hills Hotel. Did you return

to the Beverly Hills Hotel following the press conference ?

Mr. MlTCHELL. Yes, sir, we did; to prepare for the evening events.

Mr. JENNER. I see. During the course of that afternoon, was the

subject matter of a press release discussed by you with Messrs. Mar

dian, Magruder and LaRue! and Cliff Miller ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, it was.

Mr. JENNER. And you all participated in that conference ?

Mr. MITC}IF]LT. It is my recollection, Mr. Jenner, that all of those

gentlemen participated.

Mr. JENNER. And you--alld you as w ell ?

Ml. MITCHELL Yes: I participated.



Mr. JENNER. And the subject; matter of that conference was what,

s i r  ?

~~-Mr. MITCHELL. The subject matter of that conference was a draft
of

a statement to be issued by me with respect to the break-in at the

Democratic National Headquarters.

Mr. JENNER. And(l do you recall and if you do—wells may I with

draw that. Mr. (Chairman.
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Would you please tell us to the best of your recollection the
substance of that conference and who said what?

Mr. MITCHELL. Well, I am afraid at this late date I have no basis of
doing it other than the fact that there were various comments by the
individuals who participated as to the contents of the press release.

Mr. JENNER. Including yourself, Mr. Mitchell ?

Mr. MITCHELL I would believe so, yes.

Mr. JENNER. But you have no recollection at the moment as to the
particular thrust of any portion of that meeting, conference?

Mr. MITCHELL. I have no—Mr. Jenner, you mean as to what individual
might have recommended what or r eferred to ?

Mr. JENNER. Yes. Yes.

Mr. MITCH IELL. Referred to what ? No, sir, I do not.

Mr. JENNER. Was a press release finally worked out by let me see, the
four or five of you ?

Mr. MITCHELL. There was a press release that was ultimately issued.

Mr. JENNER. And that was issued by you, was it not?

Mr. MITCHELL. It was issued in my name, yes. How- it was issued I
don't know.

Mr. JENNER. Yes. And if we want to speculate about it, it was
probably taken care of by the personnel, the press relations man, Mr.
Miller, so far as—

Mr. MITCHELL,L. I can't say that.

Mr. JENNER. Insofar as filing is concerned. Do you recall the terms of
that or the wording of that press release at all?

Mr. MITCHELL. Not detail, no.().

Mr. JENNER. I see. I am exhibiting to Mr. Mitchell and his counsel



LaRue exhibit No. 2 l which is the press release as testified to by Mr.
LaRue.

(Short pause.]

Mr. JENNER. Have you read it, sir ?

Mr. MITCHELL Yes, sir.

Mr. JENNER. Thank you. Is that the press release ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I believe it is, Mr. Jenner.

Mr. JENNER. Thank you. Upon your return to Washington, which I
believe was on Sunday, the 18th, w( re you in Washington on June the
19th, Monday ?

Mr. MITE HELL. Ml . Jenner, T di(lll't return to Washington on the 18th.
I returnedon Monday, the 19th.

Ml. JENNER. Oh, thank you very much.

Mr. MITCHELL. And I arrived late in the day, at 6 or ST, somewhere in
that area.

Mr. JENNER. I misspoke. You were in Newport Beach on the 18th ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir'.

Mr. JENNER. Did you have occasion to see Washington papers when you
retur ned to Washington on the 19th ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I have no specific recollection of it, but I doubt that's
what I did.

Mr. JENNER. Mr. C:hairman, I will exhibit to Mr. Mitchell, LaRue

1 See P. 212 P. I
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exhibit No. l,l which is a xerox copy of the Washington Post article
appearing in the Washington Post on the l9th of June 1972.

(Short pause.]

Mr. JENNER. Would you column will be sufficient.

Mr. HUNDLEY. While he is reading it, Mr. Chairman, I really hesitate to
interrupt, but as I follow this, it just is apparent to me that this
whole line of interrogation has nothing to do with any subject
matter under inquiry by this committee. A press release that was
issued on June 17, an article in the Washington Post on the 19th, I
very frankly, I just don't see any relevancy.

W Short pause.]

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Chairman ? Mr. Chairman ?

The CHAIRMAN. I understand you have a continuing objection though,
which you have interposed haven't you, Mr. Counsel ?

Mr. HUNDLEY. Yes. I just appended a footnote to it.

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Chairman

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Cohen.

Mr. COHEN. Could I inquire of counsel? I believe yester(lay you
indicated that you requested the Watergate Committee the Senate
Committee to stay away from certain areas and they did so ?

Mr. HUNDLEY. Yes.

MIB. COHEN. And I notice in looking through the indictment that there
was questioning on this very subject matter which is now the
subject of indictment. I wondered if you would just clarifythat. They
did question about the June 19 and the allege(l destruction of
evidence.

Mr. HUNDLEY. The Watergate Committee agreed not to ask any
questions about the Vesco case because Mr. Mitchell was under
indictment. I might add that from the newspaper accounts, Judge
Sirica has written an opinion justifying \ about Mr. Mitchell about



the Watergate and those hearings because Mr. Mitchell was not at
that time a defendant.

Mr. COHEN. Thank you.

Mr. JENNER. Mr. Mitchell! having rea(l that article especial]v the first
column and the bottom portion of the first column I direct your
attention to the quotation that appears at the bottom of that first
column, which you will note, if you look at the fourth full paragraph
of the press rele-.ase exhibit. is a quote from that exhibit. I Did that
article or one in the Washington Star or the New York Times come to
your

attention either on the 19th or the following morning the 20th?

Mr. MITCHELL . I have nospecific recollection of it. Mr.Jenner.

Mr. JENNER. All right. Tahnk vou.

Did vou have any meeting in connection with the conducting of
President Nixon's reelection campaign in the hotel at the Beverly
Hills Hotel prior to Governor Reagan picking you up on the subject
matter of the break-in of the DNC headquarters ?

Mr. MITCHELL.. I don't have any recollection of it, Mr. Jenner.

Mr. JENNER. Mr. Mitchell, do you have a recollection that Mr. LaRue
came to you at approximately 9 in the morning of June 17, where you

read that, Mr. Mitchell, and the first

a See p. 191, pt. I.
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were in a room at a meeting in the Beverly Hills Hotel, and he
signaled to you and drew you out of the room, took you in a room
across the hall, and advised you of the DNC br eak-in ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I recall having quite a few meetings with Mr. LaRue
and Mr. Mardian and Mr. Magruder in a room which was across the hall
from the room I was occupying, but I do not have any recollection of
one on the Saturday morning.

Mr. JENNER. All right. In any event, is it your testimony that at no
time prior to the time that Governor Reagan picked you up did
anybody in your party or anyone else advise you of the DNC break-in
?

Mr. MITCHELL. That's my current recollection Mr. Jenner. It could have
happened to the contrary, but that is my recollection, and I base that
primarily upon my recollection of memory of the meeting that we
had at the airport motel.

Ml. JENNER. l)uring the course of that day, did you have a
conversation with Mr. Mardian respecting his returning to
Washington, D.C.., vis-a-vis the DN(? break-ill ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. mardian ?

Mr. JENNER. Right.

Mr. MITCHELL. I don't recall any, Mr. Jenner. Mr. Mardian was slated to
proceed with our group through the balance of the schedule that
covered Saturday night and Sunday, and Mr. Mardian was scheduled to
go back to Washington with me on Monday. and did so.

Mr . JENNER. Did he go back with you on Monday ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes he did! sir.

Mr. JENNER. Did Mr. Magruder—when was he scheduled to go back ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I can't say when he was scheduled to go back as he did
not go to California with me, and I don't know what his plans were.

Mr. JENNER Do you have a recollection as to when he returned to
Washington ?



Mr. MITCHELL It is my recollection that he returned on Sunday, I
believe.

Mr. JENNER. And whatwas the occasion of his r eturning on Sunday ?

Mr. MITCHELL. As I WAS told, and I can't tell you by whom; Mr.
Haldeman had called Mr. Magruder and suggested that he get back to
Washington and find out what was going on.

Mr. JENNER. Mr. Magruder advised you of that ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I am not certain, AI r . Jenner. whether it was Mr.
Magruder or whether Mr Magruder had left and somebody in the party
told me.

Mr. JENNER. Have you, in fact, directed Mr. Mardian to return to
Washington for the purpose of finding out further facts about the
DNC break-in, and then thereafter Mr. Haldeman called and directed
that Mr. Magruder go back i

Mr. MITCHELL L. I have no recollection of any such discussion. Mr.
JENNER. You don't ?

Mr. MITCHELL . I have a strong feeling that it didn't take place.

Mr. JENNER. That's your present recollection 2

Mr. MITCHELL. That's my recollection; yes, sir.

Mr. JENNER. All]1 right. Now, you proceeded on to Newport Beach the
next day i
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Mr. MITCHELL. Yes.

Mr. JENNER. That is Sunday the 18th ?

Mr. MITCHELL. That is Sunday g yes, sir.

Mr. JENNER Was the subject matter of the DNC break-in discussed by
you with either or all of Messrs. Mardian, Magruder, and LaRue during
the course of that day ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I don't to my recollection, recall having seen Mr.
Magruder on Sunday.

Mr. JENNER. Is that true of the others ?

Mr. MITCHELL. No. I can't—I can't place it, the number of functions we
had. I know that there was one at noontime and one or more in the
evening. I can't tell you whether or not Mar(lian and LaRue were with
me at all of them If we were together, I am sure that we would have
talked about the DCN break-in. DNC, excuse me.

Mr. JENNER. Do you recall if you had a discussion with either or both
of those gentlemen as to whether Mrs. Mitchell should be advised of
the fact of the DNC break-in ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I have no such recollection whatsoever.

Mr. JENNER. All r ight. Now, you flew back on the 19th ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir.

Mr. JENNER. That Sun(lay ?

Mr. MITCHELL . No, that's Monday.

Mr. JENNER. ()r Monday. Thank you. You arrived in Washington I
assume late in the day on Monday ?

Mr. MITCHELL Yes, sir.

Mr. JENNER. And who was with you among your party ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Mardian and Mr. LaRue.



Mr. JENNER. And did you go to your apartment ?

Mr. MITCHELL
 I did.

Mr. JENNER. And w ho accompanied you. if anybody ?

Mr. MITCHELL. It is my recollection that both Mardian and LaRue
accompanied me. hut I am not certain whether they went direct]v
with me or whether they arrived later. But my point is that both
LaRue and Mardian were eventually at the apartment if they didn't go
directly w ith me.

Mr. JENNER. And that occurred in the evening?

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir. I would guess it would has-e to be sometime
after 7:00.

Mr. JENNER. And present at that time were whom in addition to
yourself ?

Mr. MITCHELL. We]]. T)ean and Magruder were also there.

Mr. JENNER. So that wasLaRue, Mitchell. Dean Magruder. and Mardian,
and yourslef ?

Mr.MITCHELL . That's correct.

Mr. JENNER Did you have a discussion relating to the NCT) breakin?

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes sir. That was the purpose.

Mr. hundley. Excuse me. Mr. Mitchell.

Mr. Chairman we are now into another area. We are now into another
area of this meeting on June the 19th which again I submit there is
no evidence that it has any connection one way or the other with
President Nixon, and this meeting of June 19th is one of the specific
alleged overt acts in the Watergate indictment.
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The CHAIRMAN. N. The objection again will be duly noted, and the
Chair will rule ill the same manner.

Mr. Counsel.

Mr. JENNER. Yes, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. Might I suggest, Alr. Counsel, that in the light of
these continued objections. and mindful of the fact that the Chair
will overrule these objections if they are placed on the same
grounds, nonetheless I would suggest to counsel that while his
questioning I know is intended to bring out some matters that are
pertinent to establish any kind of possible nexus here I think that if
we don't rely on so narrow an area and try to get on with it, I think
that we would better serve the purpose of this inquiry.

Mr. JENNER. Was there a discussion that evening among the five of
you on the DNC break-in?

Mr. MITCHELL.. Yes, sir.

Mr. JENNER. Was there a discussion of any other subject matter that
evening ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I don't recall any. That was the purpose of the meeting.

Mr. JENNER. And was there a report on that occasion from Mr.
Magruder respecting any files or papers that he had 2

Mr. MITCHELL L. Not to my recollection.

Mr. JENNER. Did he have any files or papers on that occasion to your
recollection ?

Mr. MITCHELL. With him in the apartment ?

Mr. JENNER. Yes; with him.

Mr. MITCHELL. I don't recall any, no, sir.

Mr. JENNER. And do you recall any discussions at that particular time
in your presence with regard to the possible destruction by Mr.
Magruder of files or papers that he had with him ?



Mr. MITCHELL. No, sir, I do not.

Mr. JENNER. And no discussion at any time that Mr. Magruder might
have a fire?

Mr. MITCHELL. No, sir.

Mr. JENNER. Did you say anything about a fire during the course of
that evening?

Mr. MITCHELL. No, sir. I most assuredly did not. I was given credit for
it, but I didn't deserve it.

Mr. JENNER. Was there any discussion of any statements that Mr.
Lawrence O'Brien had made or was making with respect to the DNC
break-in ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I am sure I have no specific recollection of it, Mr.
Jenner, but I am sure there would have been because it was the
entire purpose of the meeting, was to be brought up to date since we
had been traveling all day as to what the developments were and
what the political reaction was, and what action should be taken in
the political PR field. That was the whole purpose of the meeting

Mr. JENNER. I asked you specifically, Mr. Mitchell, whether or not you
said on that occasion, in the presence of others, that you indicated,
and directly to Mr. Magruder, "If you have a fireplace, you'd better
have a fire?"

Mr. HUNDLEY. Just a minute, Mr. Chairman. Let me specifically



156

object again. Now, what Mr. Jenner has done has taken the specific
language of the overt act in issue and put it as a direct question to
Mr. Mitchell. I must very strenuously object to that.

Mr. BtmER. Mr. (?hairman?

Mr. McCLORY. Mr. Chairman may I make a comment ?

Mr. BUTLER. May I be recognized; Mr. Chairman ?

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Butler.

Mr. BUTLER. I think the counsel has reference to count 1, overt act 5,
where it says:

On or about June 19, 1972, Robert C:. Mardian and John N. Mitchell
met with Jeb S. Magruder at Mitchell's apartment in the District of
Columbia at which time Mitchell suggested that Magruder destroy
documents from Magruder's files.

Now, Mr. Chairman. I would like to inquire of our own counsel as to
whether this trip is really necessary ? I)o we need to go in and ask
these questions in order to forward the impeachment inquiry ? I
don't want to jeopardize Mr. Mitchell's chance to a fair trial! and if
he is guilty, I don't want the blood on my hands and this committee's
hands that we have prevented an opportunity or jeopardized the trial
itself. I want this trial to go forward. And I am genuinely concerned
about if we are going to pursue this line of questioning, are we
accomplish anything for the purpose of this committee except to
jeopardize his right to a fair trial and destroy the American people's
right to have the verdict rendered in a trial.

For that reason I would like to associate myself with the objection.
Mr. MCCLORY. Would the gentleman yield i

Mr. BITTI.FB. I would like for counsel to answer, but I will yield.

Mr. MCCLORY. Well, along the same line, I just feel that the witness
is not on trial here, and the witness is here e, as I understand it for
information to help us with our proceeding and to interrogate a
witness as he comes before us on the basis that somehow he is on
trial before this committee seems to me to be quite inconsistent
with our role, and quite inconsistent with counsel's role in our



behalf. I thank the gentleman for yielding. I don't want to interfere
with an answer.

Mr. JENNER. Mr. Chairman ?

The C!HAIRMAN. Mr. Counsel.

Mr. JENNER. Responding to Congressman Butler's concern and
Congressman McCIory's concern this is a witness who was present
with respect to a meeting testified to before this committee by Mr.
I,aRue in some detail. Being a participant in that meeting it is
regarded by Mr. Doar and me that it is our duty. having a witness
before you who participated in that meeting, who was the conductor
of that campaign, that there should be presented to you what
testimony, to whatever extent he testifies, of what occurred at that
meeting and the previous course of events that I have questioned him
about for the committee at least to judge the powers of recall of the
witness With respect to a course of important events.

And may I saw to all of you, if you will permit me a personal
reference, that for 44 years I have a record on which I yield to
nobody in the United States of America, and my life is an open book
professionally of protecting people and their civil rights, and their
right to be protected under the Constitution of the United States.

And I have asserted it to the point that marshals have attempted to
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remove me from hearings when I did protect the rights of citizens of
this country, and eventually sustained by the IJ.S. Supreme Court on
more than one occasion. And I have a great sensitivity, and if I may
use his name I would like to say there is no one in the United States
of America who is more sensitive to this area than my splendid
associate, John Doar, who served as head of the Civil Rights
I:Division.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Doar. Mr. I)oar, since Mr. Jenner has stated that
YOI1concour
 in this position, I would like to hear from you.

Ml. 1)OAR. Well, I think that T owe a responsibility to the committee
to outline my judgement of why
 this questioning is relevant.

The CHAIRMAN . May I, before you do, .Mr. I)oar, say we all recognize
the concern of this committee and the record of this committee to
be sensitive to the rights of individuals, and especially those who
are awaiting trial, and not to prejudice their rights. And the
committee has been very circumspect, and the chairman and the
ranking minority member have made every effort to insure that we
have attempted in all of the procedures that we have adopted to
insure that these rights were not violated, they are not prejudiced,
and I would hope that somehow we make a stronger case for the
bringing in of this type of questioning in order to insure that
something that is made reference to and is almost the same
language as the indictment under which MI. Mitchell now awaits
trial, that I think that while we have an overriding responsibility to
the impeachment in(lllirv I think that nonetheless we have got to be
very, very careful. And(i I would hope that we could either go on to
another area or otherwise make a strong case for this kind of an
argument. otherw ise I am going to sustain the objection

Mr. MITCHELLMr. Chairman. I hate to butt in but it you go back and
look at the record. you will find that I already answered the
question, and all of this was repetitive.

The CHAIRMAN Mr. Doar.

Mr. I)OAR. Let me confer with Mr. Jenner for a minute if I can.

Mr. S MITM. Mr. Chairman ?



The ( CHAIRMAN. Mr. Smith.

Mr. SMITH. I would like to call the attention of the Chair, for
whatever it may be worth, that in the scope of the testimony by John
N. Mitchell that I have before me there is nothing in here about any
meeting on June 19, 1972. And I wonder if, therefore this line of
questioning is not outside of the scope of the testimony and contrary
to the rules of this committee ?

Mr. SEIBERLION G. Mr. Chairman, may I be heard on that ?

The CHAIRMAN. I don't know that there is any need to discuss that. I
believe this scope is, Mr. Smith, I think that the scope that we have
here doesn't reflect the full incidence alone that would be alluded
to, but—

Mr. SMITH. It doesn't reflect the date or this meeting or this line of
questioning.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is aware of that.

WIN . SEIBERL,ING. Mr. Chairman ?

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Seiberling.

Mr. SEIBERLING.. It seems to me that Mr. Hundley and his client have a
very simple solution to this problem. The process of this committee
did not compel Mr. Mitchell to testify to anything, they merely com
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pelled him to appear for the purpose of testifying. And any time
during the scope of this proceeding that Mr. Mitchell feels that his
testimony might result in his being a witness against himself, he
may simply decline to testify on those grounds.

Mr. RAILSBACK. Will the gentleman yield ? Will the gentleman yield
?

Mr. SEIBERLIN G. Yes.

Mr. RAILSBACK. I thank the gentleman for yielding. I wonder if we
wouldn't be well advised, inasmuch as objections have been raised,
to have our counsel either consult with the chairman and the ranking
Republican, or with all of the members outside of the presence of
the people before us to indicate exactly what they expect to prove.
or what the link is with our inquiry? In other words, I say that only
when objections are raised.

But, it would seem to me that in, you know, this sensitive area, and I
for one would be willing to accept the judgment of our chairman that
there is going to be some kind of link established.

Mr. DENNIS. Mr. Chairman ?

Mr. SEIBERIING. If I may just say one more word while I have the
floor

Mr. FLOWERS. Regular order.

Mr. SEIBERLING. Well, I believe that is the regular order, is it not ? I
feel that at the outset of this examination Mr. Hundley, in effect,
took the position that for his client to testify here would compel
him to be a v itness against himself. But, he then turned around and
said he declined to assert that position! and I feel that again we
should consider the question of whether the witness shouldn't be
dismissed right here and now from any further testimony, because
he can't have his cake and eat it too.

Mr. MC:CLORY. Will the gentleman yield ?

The CHAIRMAN. Before we go any further. has Mr. Doar consulted with
Mr. Jenner? I would like to firsts before we do that and there may be
no need! but might I suggest to Mr. Jenner in light of what Mr.



Mitchell has *aid, and I don't recollect, my memory doesn't serve me
that clearly but is it possible to rephrase the question and avoid the
repetition of further questions in that area that have already been
answered and may be repetitive ?

Mr JENNER. Mr. Chairman, perhaps I can do it by way of a general
question.

Mr. Mitchell, would you relate to the ladies and gentlemen of the
committee, to the best of your recollection

The (CHAIRMAN. Then, Mr. Jenner, you have withdrawn the question ?

Mr. JENNER. Yes, I have. I understand the committee desires that to
be done.

Would you tell the ladies and gentlemen of the committee everything
you can now remember that was said by you or by those who were
with you that evening in the meeting in your apartment? Just the
best you can.

Mr.HUNDLEY. Well, let me object again. That is anotherway
 of getting at the same vice.

Mr. MEZVINSKY. Mr. Chairman ?
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The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Waldie.

Mr. WALDIE. Mr. Chairman, I just want for the record this to be said.
The witness is well represented by counsel, and the committee is
well represented, the committee in my view, is well represented by
our attorneys, and I happen to concur in our attorneys' position on
this view, and I suggest that the Chair should rule, and then if
anyone objects to the ruling

The CHAIRMAN. Well, I am prepared, in the light of the present
objection to overrule that objection.

Mr. JENNER. Would you answer the question, Mr. Mitchell, please ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I already have, Mr. Jenner, but I will do it again. The
meeting was called for the purpose of bringing myself and Mr.
Mardian and Mr. LaRue, who had been traveling all day, up on to the
current information with respect to the break-in at the Democratic
National Committee. This was done by Mr. Magruder who had been
back for a day in advance. He had consulted with the press office in
the Committee for the Re-election of the President to find out what
the stories were, and the thrust of the meeting after the
information was obtained was to determine how it would be handled
from the public relations point of view.

Mr. JENNER. Mr. Mitchell, you have now stated all you can recall in
the course of the subject matter and what was said at that meeting
?

Mr. MITCHELL. I have.

Mr. JENNER. All right.

Mr. DENNIS. Mr. Chairman ? Mr. CHAIR man, may I ?

The CHAIRMAN. Ml. Dennis.

Mr. DENNIS. I would like to know if the witness would tell us what
was said ? I understand the purpose of the meeting ? And I
understand that after you got the information the discussion was
how to handle it from a public relations point of view. But, what I
would like to know is what information was given you! what did Mr.
Mardian say to you, what did you say to him, and so forth ?



Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Dennis I have no recollection of the specifics of it
after over 2 years.

Mr. DENNIS. Well, the gist of it. You must know generally what he
told you ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Well, he brought us up to date with what information
was available.

MIX. DENNIS. OK. What was the information ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Well! I want to point out

Mr. FLOWERS. Regular order.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Dennis—Mr. Mitchell you need not answer now. Mr.
Dennis, you will have an opportunity at the time when members are
allowed to question.

Mr. JENNER. Mr. Chairman, I have one last question.

Mr. Mitchell, on the 17th and thereafter during the period that Mr.
Doar has asked you about and I have asked you about! were you
concerned about the fact of the DNC break-in, the effect hereof on
President Nixon's campaign for re-election ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir I was.

Mr. JENNER. I have no more questions.
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The CHAIRMAN. Mr. St. Clair.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Thank you Mr. Chairman. Mr. Mitchell directing your
attention to the period at the end of March, early April 1972, do you
recall a meeting with the President of the United States on or about
April 4, 1972 ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I would have no independent recollection of it as
having occurred on that date. I have read in the newspapers the fact
that you submitted information of a transcript up here. and that has
refreshed my recollection to the point that I identified it as a
meeting that I did have with the President.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did that meeting take place upon your return from a
visit in Key Biscayne, Fla. ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. During the course of that visit in the Key Biscayne,
Fla., did you have a meeting with one or more individuals discussing
the matters relating to the forthcoming compaign ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I did; 2 days.

MIX. ST. CLAIR. Was there any discussion at that meeting in Florida
with respect to intelligence operations of the committee 9

Mr. HUNDLEY-. Excuse me just a minute, Mr. Chairman. Mr. St. Clair is
now getting into the area of w hat was discussed at the March 30
meeting in Key Biscayne. That. of course is the meeting where the
Government alleges that either author ization was or was not given
by Mr. Mitchell at that time, although that is not specifically
charged in the indictment.

Of course, that would be a critical part of our defense, that we did
not authorize that bugging at that time. I don't see any connection
here between what happened on March 30 Key biscayne and any
matter under inquiry by this committee. And so on those grounds I
would object; to this line of inter rogation.

Mr. FIT. CLAIR. Mr. Chairman may I r espond ?

The CHAIRMAN.Mr Counsel



Mr. ST. CLAIR. I have not vet, nor do I intend to ask questions, unless
it becomes more appropriate, as to what that conversation was. I
simply want to identify whether or not that subject matter was
discussed.

The Cl HAIRMAN. Does counsel still object on that point alone ?

Mr. HU,NDLEY. Just my general objection as I stated in the beginning
of the hearing.

The CHAIRMAN.  will overrule the objection.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Thank you Mr. Chairman. I don't know that I got your
answer sir.

Mr. MITCHELL. You haven t yet. There was not a general discussion,
but the subject was briefly touched upon

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Thank you, sir. When you returned from Key Biscayne,
as you have said you Aid have an occasion to meet with the President
of the United States?

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And is it your best memory that it was on or about
April 4, 1972 ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I believe that I can say that it was, based on an entry
in my log, that showed a meeting of myself and Mr. Haldeman, and it
provided, while the entry doesn't show the entry with the President,
we proceeded from Mr. Haldeman's office to the President's office.
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Stir. ST. CLAIR. Would you tell the members of this committee
whether or not, sir, any discussion took place in your meeting with
the President of the United States concerning surveillance or
intelligence operations of the Committee to Reelect ?

Mr. MITCHELL. None whatsoever.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Was there any discussion of any such operations in
connection with anything? That's a very bad question. Let me
withdraw it.

Was there any discussion whatsoever of intelligence operations
period ?

Sir. MITCHELL . No, sir.

Ml . ST. ( I AIR. Thank you. Now, sir, directing your attention to the
events of March 90, 21; and 22 of 1973, specifically the events of
March 21 of 1973, do you recall receiving a telephone call from Mr.
Haldeman on that day inviting you or requesting your attendance in
Washington ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. All right. During the course of that conversation did
Mr. Haldeman in any form of words discuss the payment or
prospective payment of moneys to Mr. Hunt or his attorney for legal
fees ?

Mr. MITCHELL. No, sir.

Mr. IST. CLAIR. Was there any discussion in any form of words re~,al
garding any payments of any kind to Mr. Hunt in that conversation ?

Mr. MITCH'(>llELL. No, Sil.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And of that you are quite certain ?

Sir. MITCHELL.. I am quite certain.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Now, sir, on that same day, and you testified it was
before Mr. Haldeman called you requesting your coming to
Washington, you did receive a call from Mr. LaRue ?



Mr. MITCHELL. It is my testimony, Mr. St. Clair, that I had received a
telephone call from Mr. LaRue, which to the best of my strong
recollection was before I talked to Mr. Haldeman and whether it was
on the 21 st or prior- to that time I am not certain.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. As I understand

Mr-. MITCHELL L. I have no way of determining it.

Mr. ST. CI,LAIR. AS I understand it, you have examined your telephone
records and are satisfied that you did not place a call to Mr. LaRue on
March 21, is that correct?

Mr. MITCHELL There is no record on the basis of the toll charges
furnished by the telephone company which shows any call from my
office to Mr. LaRue on March 21.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. There are records that would show calls placed from
your office to 5.\II . I,aRue on other occasions, are there not ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Many.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Do you know of any reason why, if a call was made by
you to Mr. LaRue on the 21st. specifically prior to your talk with Mr.
Hal]cleman, it would not appear in your telephone records

Mr. MITCHELL. No sir. I have no such knowledge.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Is it your best memory that the call or that the
discussion you had with Mr. LaRue on the 21st! or as you say perhaps
earlier was initiated by Mr. LaRue and not by you ?

Air. MITCHELL Yes, sir.



Mr. ST. CLAIR. Nov., sir Mr. I.aRue reported to you in the course of
this telephone conversation something concerning requests or
demands being made by Mr. l Hunt, is that correct ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. St. CLAIR, I am not certain whether it was Mr. Hunt
or Mr. Bittman, on behalf of Mr. Hunt, but it was one or the other.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Mr. Bittman you understood was Mr. Hunt's lawyer ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir. I was aware of that.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Now, sir, during the course of that conversation did
you make any inquiries of Ml. LaRue regarding past practices, to the
best of your knowledge i

Mr. MITCHELL The subject matter was discussed, and it is my
recollection that I raised the question in connection with the
current problem that he was presenting to me had there been
previous current, relatively current, payments made. So my answer
is yes.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And his response to you. sir, in substance was what on
that subject ?

Mr. MITCHELL. That there, that there were no details but yes, they
had been making payments to hunt and/or Bittman.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did Mr. LaRue in any form of words indicate to you that
the matter under consideration related to counsel fees and not for
any other purpose ?

Mr. MITCHELL. It is my recollection that the counsel fees was the
subject matter because of the infusion in the conversation of Mr.
Bittman's name What else might have been discussed in that area I
have no recollection.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Do you recall that the amount under consideration was
$75,000?

Mr. MITCHELL. I am not certain, Mr. St. Clair, because I have heard so
much about it since. But, it would be. my recollection that the sum
of $75,000 was discussed.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Do you recall any mention being made to you by Mr.
LaRue of a sum of $135,000 or alternatively the sum of $120,000?



Mr. MITCHELL. I have no re( ollection of it, no.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I)O you recall any conversation whatsoever regarding
living expenses for Mr. Hunt ?

Mr. MITCHEL L. I have no recollection of it, but I can't preclude it, the
possibility of it.

Mr. ST. CL-AIR. Did you know Mr. Hunt ?

Mr. MITCHELL. No, sir.

Mr. ST. clair. Have you ever met Mr. Hunt in your life, to your
knowledge ?

Mr. Ml TCHELL. No, sir.

Mr. ST. CL.AIR. T)id y ou know that he worked for Mr. T,id(lv ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I learned obviouslv along in the end of June of 1972
that he had wor ked with Mr. Liddy, yes.

Mr. ST. CLAlR. Now, sir have you told us all that you can recall of the
conversation that you had with Mr. LaRue on or about March 21 on the
subject matter of payments to Mr. Hunt or for his benefit ?

Mr. MITCHELL. You are talking about the telephone conversation?

Mr. ST. CLAIR. That's correct.

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir. My testimony yesterday gives my full
recollection of the subject matter.
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Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did you, sir, communicate with the President of the
United States following that conversation and(i discuss with him
the subject matter of it in any form of words ?

Mr. MITCHELL. No, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did you ever discuss the subject matter of that
conversation with the President of the United States ?

Mr. MITCHELL. No, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Now, sir, you did come to Washi

Ml. MITCHELL. I did.

The CHAIRMAN. This is a good time to break. minutes anyhow.

[Short recess.]

The CHAIRMAN. We will resume and we will proceed until the first
quorum call and then we will recess until 2 o'clock.

Mr. St. Clair.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Thank you Mr. Chair man.

According to vour records furnished by the telephone company you
did have a number of telephone calls with Mr. LaRue and others on
March 20 and on dates previous to that did you not ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. Cl AIR. I)id any of those telephone calls with Mr. LaRue, to
your knowledge, deal with the subject matter in any form of words
of payments of legal fees to or for the benefit of Mr. Hunt ?

Mr. MITCHELL Not in this time frame. Mr. St. Clair.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Were there other matters then currently under
discussion between you and Mr. LaRue ?

Mr. MITCHELL I . Yes sir. Many.



Mr. ST. CL.AIR. And did they relate, as you may have told us in part at
least to the civil litigation ?

Mr. MIT( ELL L. Yes, to some extent. But, I think my answer Mr. St.
Clair, that they related more to the disposition of the then existing
Committee for the Re-Election of the President, which was winding
down, and there were various matters that had to he disposed of
visa-vis the Finance Committee. There were computerized materials
to be disposed of and matters along these. lines.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Your records also indicate according to my notes,
calls, your records again meaning the telephone company records.
calls to Mr. O'Brien ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. What if any relationship did Mr. O O'Brien have as of
March 20 and previous thereto to the committee To Re-Elect?

Mr. MITCHELL. He was one of the counsel for the Committee To
ReElect the President and also to the Finance Committee.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did you at any time in the course of the telephone
calls discuss the subject matter of payments to or for the benefit of
Mr. Hunt in any form of words ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Not in this time frame.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. What do you mean, sir by not in this time frame?

Mr. MITCHELL . I am talking about the month of March or February.

Mr'. ST. ( LAIR. Pr eviously thereto ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Previously thereto.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Thank you. Now your records indicate calls to the
White House, so-called general White House number, T take it?

ngton the next day ?

We will break for 1()
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Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir; to the 1414 number.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Right. Did any of those calls, in any way, relate to

the subject matter of payment of Hunt's attorneys fees ?

Mr. MITCHELL. No, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. On or before March 20 ?

Mr. MITCHELL. No, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did you in the course of any of those calls talk with

the President of the United States on that subject matter?

Mr. MITCHELL. No, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. You are familiar with the terms of the indictment that

has been returned against you and others I take it?

Ml. MITCHELL. Generally.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And if in that indictment it states that in the early

afternoon you had a discussion with Mr. LaRue concerning the pay
ment of Hunt's attorney's fees, I take it that that does not accord
with

your memory ?

Mr. HUNDLEY. Well, just a minute. I would like to pose the same

objection to that question. I He' s asking a sp)ecific question now
about the

allegation in the indictment.

The CHAIRMAN We w ill over ule the objection

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Am I correct, sir ?



Mr. MITCHELL. It does not accord w ith my memory, no, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And if T in my submission to this committee, relied

on that I was also in err or ?

Mr. MITCHELL. If you relied on it ?

Mr. ST. CLAIR. The indictment ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Provisions of the indictment ?

Xrr. ST. CLAIR. Yes.

Mr. MITCHELL. I don't know, Mr. St. Clair, whether I can judge

your fault or non-fault. But—

Mr. AT. CL TIR. Well, if I stated in my submission it v as also in the

early afternoon I would be in error ?

Mr. MITCHELL. As far as my specific recollection goes, yes, sir, you

would be in error.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Thank you.

In light of that, Mr. Chairman I would ask leave to file an amend

ment to my submission just so that the record is clear.

The CHAIRMAN. You may have leave.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And I will provide the proposed amendment to Mr.

Doar this afternoon.

The CHAIRMAN. You may file that.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. 'Thank you.

Mr CHAIRMAN
 I think the committee will now recess. There is a



rollcall vote that is going on and the committee will recess until 2

o'clock this afternoon.

Whereupon, at 12:09 p.m., the committee was recessed to recon

vene at 2 p.m. this same day.]

AFTERNOON SESSION

Mr. CHAIRMAN The committee will come to order At the time we

recessed, Mr. St. Clair was examining or questioning Mr. Mitchell.

Mr. St. Clair, will you proceed, please ?
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Mr ST. CLAIR. Thank YOUU Mr. Chairman. I have only a few more

questions.

TESTIM0NY 0F J0HN N. MITCHELL Resumed

MI. ST. CLAIR. Mr. MITCHELL], it appears that on the afternoon Of
March 22, 1973, YOU attended a meeting at which the President was
present. DO YOU reca]1 '?

Mr. MITCHELL.. Yes: I do Sir.

Mr. ,ST. CLAIR. This followed a meeting in the morning between YOU,
Mr. Dean, Mr. Haldeman and Mr. Ehrlichman did it not ?

Mr. MITCHELL.Yes it didSir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR During the course of the meeting at which the
President was present? i the afternoon of March 22, did you or
anyone in your presence in any way make reference to a request for
OI a payment to or for the benefit Of Mr. Hunt ?

Mr. MITCHELL NO, Sir.

Mr. ST. CI,AIR. NOW, Sir, directing your attention to June 1972, did
YOU have any prior knowledge Of a I)lan to break into the DNC?

Mr. MITCHELL. ()11 On

Mr. ST. CLAIR. In June 1972. I just dir e(ect your attention to the
date Of the break-in, which was what, June 17t I12

Mr. MITCHELL. June 17th! yes sir'. I did not.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did YOU have any prior knowledge Of the plan to break
into the DNC ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I understood that was a question I have just an
swered. NO, Sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Thank YOU.

Did YOU at some time talk by telephone With the President



concerning that event e

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, Mr. St. Clair. A3 I recall, there was a brief
conversation between the President and myself on June 20, 1972.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And would YOII relate to the committee your memory
Of the substance of that conversation

Mr. MITCHELL. We11,as I recall the conversationa1thought was
relatively short  remember how many minutes it covered other
subject matters and the substance of the conversation, as I recall it,
WaS there was an aplogy on my part as campaign director on not
having kept better control over personnel within the campaign
organization to the point where some of them did get involved in the
DNC break-in

Mr. ST. CI,AIR. What if any, response dO VOII recall the President
making ?

Mr. MITCHELL,T,. I can't to this day tell you what response was

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Thank VOU, Mr. MITCHELL.

I have no further questions Mr. Chairman.

Mr. JENNER. Mr. ChairmanI

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Jenner;

Mr. JENNER. I am not going to ask any questions

Mr.MITCHELL Stated that he had a CamPaign schedule in Writing for
the June 16-June 19 period in California 1 and Mr. Hundley offered

1 See Mitchell Exhibit No. 1 p. 181.



to provide that.

Would you please do so Mr. Hundley ?

Mr. HUNDLEY-. We have it now.

The CHAIRMAN. Will you kindly identify the document ?

Mr. HUNDLEY. Wait till we find it. Mr. Chairman.

Mr. JENNER. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Hundley, if he may, will have time to
look for it. I don t insist on it for the moment.

Mr. MITCHELL. Did you ask me to identify it ?

The CHAIRMAN. Please.

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes. It is part of a log that was kept that I think I
referred to either yesterday or today that keeps a schedule of
meetings and telephone calls. This particular portion of this log is a
schedule that was prepared in advance of my going to California and
reflects accurately all of the things that I did and participated in by
way of the programed events. There are references as to what. other
people are supposed to have done at particular times, which was not
carried out.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there a need for the whole document ?

Mr. HUNDLEY. I was going to suggest that if Sir. Jenner would have
this portion photostated, they could do it right now and we could get
the original back.

The CHAIRMAN. Fine. That will serve the purpose of the committee.

Mr. JENNER. May I look at the whole book ?

Mr. HUNDLEY. YON may look at the whole book.

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you very much.

Mr. DOAR. We don t have any more questions.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Donohue ?

Mr. DONOHUE. Mr. Mitchell, when you received the first notice of the



break-in at the Democratic National Headquarters, you were in
California, is that correct ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir.

Mr. DONOHUE. And it was first brought to your attention on June 18,
is that correct ?

Mr. W[ITCHELL. Yes, sir; Saturday, June 18.

Mr. DONOHUE. And it was brought to your attention by either LaRue,
Mardian, or Haldeman, is that correct ?

Mr. MITCHELL. No, sir.

Mr. DONOHUE. Who brought it to your attention ?

Mr. MITCHELL. It was either LaRue, Mardian, or Mr. Magruder, or
perhaps all three or two of them.

Mr. DONOHUE. NONE did they tell you who had called them in
California from Washington to advise that the Democratic National
Headquarters had been broken into ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I am sure they did. My only recollection at the present
time was that it was somebody at the Committee for the Reelection
of the President.

Mr. DONAHUE. And they didn' t tell you who 2

Mr. MITCHELL. No, I am not saying that, Congressman. I am saying I
don t have a current recollection of who the individual was.

Mr. DONOHUE. You don t recall asking them who called from
Washington ?

Mr. MITCHELL L. I am sure they told me, but I don t have that specific
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recollection. I do have a recollection it was somebody from the
Committee for Re-election.

Mr. DONOHUE E. Now, you returned to Washington from that California
trip on June 19 ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir.

Mr. DONOHUE. And at the time that you returned and before you went
to your apartment, did y ou learn whether or not the President was
in Washington at that time ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I went directly from the airport to my apartment and I
had no knowledge w here the President was or was not.

Mr. DONOHUE. He had been in Key Biscayne a few days before then.
hadn't t he ?

Stir. MITCHELL. I doll t know, Congressman.

Mr. l)ONOHUE E. Now I think our log indicated that you did have a
telephone conversation with Fir. LaRue on the 21st 8

Mr. MITCHELL L. l he 21st of what, sir?

Mr. I)ONOHUE. Of March 1973.

Mr. MITCHELL. No, my log does not—I do not have a log, Congress man.
for the year 197X. The documents that I have been talking from here
art the toll call recor ds of t he telephone company.

Mr. DONOHUE. Now would you refer to that document and tell us on
what date that you placed a call to LaRue ?

Mr. MITCHELL.You want me to give you all of them in 1973 ?

Ml. DONOHUE. No, in MARCH(  of 1973.

Ml. MITC hell. All of March.

Mr. DONOHUE. The call—the date of the call that you made from New



York to Mr. LaRue.

Mr. MITCIIELL. Congressman, I would point out that during MARCH,
there are quite a number of calls from me to Mr. LaRue. There is none
shown on March 21.

Mr. DONOHUE,-E. On what dates did you talk with LaRue in March ?

Mr. MITCHELL. On March 1, March 2, March 7 March 8, March 9, March
13, March 14,15 20,22, and 26.

Now, I would hasten to add, Congressman. that is a transcript of
telephone calls. It is quite conceivable that my secretary, who is
very friendly with Mr. LaRue s secretary. may have and probably did
make a number of these calls. For instance, I point out that there is
one here on March 22, and it has been established. I believe that I
was in Washington on March 92, so obviously somebody else made
the call

Mr. DONOHUE Now, do you recall talking vith MRr. LaRue on the 20th ?

Ml . MITC HELL. I have no speeific recollection.

Mr. DONOHUE. But that toll e all r port that you received from the
telephone company indicates that a call]l was placed from your
office in New York to Mr. I,aRue.

Mr. MITCHELL. To Sir. LaRue s telephone numb)er ?

Mr. DONOHUE. Yes.

Now, Mr. LaRue didnt occupy the position of treasurer of the
Committee To Re-Elect President Nixon, did he ?

Mr. MITCHELL. No. Congressman, there was no treasurer in the Com
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mittee for the Re-Election of the President. The only treasurer that
existed in the overall picture was a treasur er of the Finance
Committee

for the Re-Election of the President.

Mr. DONOHUE. And that was Mr. Stans, was it ?

Mr. MITCHELL. No, sir, there were a number of treasurers. Mr. Stans

was the chairman. There were a number of other people vho were

treasurers.

Mr. DONOIIUE. Well, did Mr. LaRue occupy any position with the

Finance Committee ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Not to my kno wledge.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Before proceeding further I would like to state and I believe it is

important to state th at while the chairman(l the committee have
heard
the objections by Mr. Hundleythe Chair wants to state that in his

opinion I have absolutely nodoubt that the conduct of Mr. Mitchell

on and shortly after June 17 1972 is relevant to our inquiry. This
includes what Mr. Mitchell did or did not do follo wing the Watergate
break-in. This includes s all conversations between President Nixon
and
Mr. Mitchell and other activities that are encompassed within that
time; and bet ween Mr. Mitchell and his assistants, such as Mr. Halde
man.

On the other hand, I would like to also note that we have a great

deal of evidence on record already before us! and I would(l hope that
the members of the committee would recognize that we have this
material already before us and that we do not replow ground that



we have already covered. I think it would be in the interest of this
inquiry and in the interest of not in any way prejudicing the rights
of Mr. Mitchell if we were to adhere to this kind of advice on the

part of the Chair.

Mr. Hutchinsoll.

Mr. HUTCIIINSON. No questions.

The CII AIRMAN. Mr. brooks ?

Mr. BROOKS. NO questions, Mr. Chairman.

The(XllAIRMAs. Ml. Mc(:lorv.

Mr. M cCLORY. Thank you, Mr . (chairman.

Mr. Mite hell earlier, I han(led to your counsel a transcript of the

June 30, ]972, taped conversation in which you, Mr. Haldeman and
the President were involved. Drawing your attention to that, there is
a reference in the first paragraph in the statement by Mr. Haldeman,
to the surfacing on the Watergate caper type of thing. Would you
tell us what Watergate type of thing or what Watergate caper

was referred to in that conversation as you understood it?

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. MC(n]orv the substance of the meeting, of

course, had to do with my resignation as campaign director of the
committee. That was brought about because of the difficulties that r
was having with my wife at the particular time. You have all read,
I presume, or heard of the so-called events out at the Newporter Inn
where the people who were with her at the time got into an
altercation
with her, and so forth and so forth. The only thing that I can
attribute
to this subject matter here is that they were using this reference to
Watergate as a comparison to the stories that were coming out an(l
had
come out, basically through Helen Thomas, whom my wife was
talking

to on the telephone.
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Mr. MCCLORY. The reference on the next pave to Westchester

Country Club with all the sympathy in the world, does that also
help explain
Mr.MITCHELL The whole context of it after that, Mr. McClory,

puts it in the context of the total conversation that was taking
place.
After Mrs. Mitchell came back from Newport, Calif., she went to the

Westchester Country Club and was recuperating up there.

Sir. McCLORY. Now, when) the President says on that same page,

If it is a surprise, otherwise, you are right, it will be tied right to
Watergate and so on—when he is referring to it, he is referring
to your wife s actions or conduct

Mr. MITCHELL. The activities that took place out there and the

basis for the resignation. If you will have your staff check the press

at the time, you will learn the whole substance. of it.

Mr. MCCLORY. Then in the Presidents final statement, where he

refers to Martha s not hurt, that also confirms what you are telling
the committee, does it?

Mr. MITCHELL. Very much so, Mr. Mc(::lory. I know that Judge

Sirica has decided not to turn o ov substantial portions of these
tapes,
or this particular tape, to various parties—I am not quite sure. But I
have a very strong feeling that one of the reasons was the delicate
discussions we had had about certain aspects of my wife s condition
at
that

Mr. McCLORY. You were not talking about concealing any material

relative to Watergate?



MI. MITCHELL. No, in no way.

Mr. AI MCCLORY. Referring to the conversation on March 22 1973, in

which you were present and the conversation took place between the
President and you and others, and that was on the afternoon of March
22 the President made reference to stonewalling and taking the fifth
amendment, and then he also stated, And I would particularly pre
fer to do it that other way if it is going to come out that way,
anyway.

Do you r ecall that conversation ? Have you seen that transcript ?

Mr. MITCHELL I have seen two transcripts on it Mr. Mc(<,lory. One

was the transcript the President put out; another one was the tran
script that the Special Prosecutors Office provided us. They are in
complete contradiction on some of those facets of it. Excuse me, you

had a question.

Mr. MCCl ORY. What was the agreement, if any, that was reached

at that time, if you recall 2 Or were you exploring various
alternatives ?
Explain what, if anything, was decided and done as far as you under
stood it in your conversation with the President?

I (Material unrelated to testimony of witness deleted.]

Mr. MITCHELL. Among the other conversations that took place there

at the particular time had to do with the President's posture on
execu
tive privi]ege. If you recall the Gray hearings were going on where
this had been invoked. The President had put a statement out on the
subject matter. Our discussion of the morning with Haldeman,
Ehrlichmall, Dean and myself to the extent that the people were all
there at the time dealt with this problem of executive pri vilege and
the bad l)resx that the President was getting on the subject matter.
The substance or the nut of the conversation that we had(l with the
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President was that he was taking a beating on the whole picture
because of his stand On executive privilege. And it was my
recommendation that he get of that wicket, that he get to the point
where he didn t take the hard line stand that had been provided in the
statement on executive privilege that had been prepared for him, and
with respect to—•ve were then talking about the select committee
and the prospective hearings—that there be negotiated a posture
where the President could get off the executive privilege hard line
he was on and work out an agreement relationship with the
committee and a formulation.

He talked to Mr. Kleindienst on the telephone on the subject matter
during that conference that we had. It was discussed at great length
as to how people from Mr. Kleindienst s office and the White House
would meet with Senator Baker and Senator Ervin to work out an
arrangement for the conduct of the hearings at the Select
Committee.

Mr. MC(CLORY 1-. Thank you, Ml. Chai man.

The Chairman According to your time.

Mr. .M ~~(8LORz . I)o I still have time ?

The CHAIRMAN. No, no, we went way beyond the 5 minutes.

Mr. Kastenmeier.

Mr. K ASTENMEIER. I have no questions,Mr. CHAIRMAN

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Smith ?

Mr. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I just have t wo questions, I
think.

Mr. Mitchell, on Marc.h 30, 1972, I think you testified that you were
at they Biscayne with some of the people involved in the campaign
and you discussed the campaign there and the subject of
intelligence, of an intelligence operation, was touched on briefly, I
think you testified.

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir.



Mr. SMITH. Was the President at Key Biscayne at that time on Mar ch
30 1972 ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I have no idea! really, Mr. Smith. It seems to me the
President was in China; was not he ^

I am not certain, but I really don t know. I,et me say if he w as there
during that period of time. I \ t see him.

Mr. SMITH I . If he was there, you didn t see him ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I did not see him or talk to him.

Mr. SMITH. And youdidn't talk to him ?

Mr. MITCHELL. No, sir.

Mr. SMITH. I think you testified that on March 91, 1!>73. or possibly
it was March 2(), 1973, when Mr. LaRue called you to ask you what he
should do with regard to Ml. Hunt's s attorney s fees I think you
testified that you asked him if previous payments had been made for
Hunt s attorney and LaRue said yes. And then you said, Well, if I were
you under those were, I circumstances go ahead and pay the

amount."

Is that a correc t statement of your testimony ?

Mr. MITCHELL,. Yes, with two slight var iations. No. 1, it was a
question mole in the frame of what would I do if I wer he; and
secondly, I am not sure who introduced into the conversation the
fact that he had been making a number of previous payments.
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Mr. SMITH. Well, this is what I want to ask you about, because I think
at one place in your testimony, you said that you knew that previous
payments had been made.

Mr. MIT( HELL. Oh, yes, going back long l efore that, Mr. Smith. I was
trying to be responsive to the timeframe in which he was discussing
the matter during that telephone conversation.

Mr. SMITH. Well, I think vou di(l testify again that you asked whether
previous paym ents currently had been made.

Mr. MITCHEL,L. That was the, my understanding of the conversation. I
was not awar e what had just previously taken place for a number of
months, I guess.

Mr. SMITH. But you did know that originally, payments had been made
for Hunt s attorneys fees ?

Mr. MITCHELL Idid.

Mr. SMITH. Thank you very much.

Mr. CHAIRMAN . Mr. Edwards ?

Mr. EDWARDS. I have no questions, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. MR Sandman 8

Mr. SANDMAN. Mr. Mitchell you have testified, again following UE
CONGRESSMAN Smith s questions of your call from Ml. LaRue which
was on March 21st or March 20th, where he made a request of your
judgment as to what to do. Was that your first conversation with
LaRue in regard to the payment of moneys ?

Mr. MITCHELL. In what time frame, Mr. Sandman ?

Mr. SANDMAN. Well, in any time frame 8

Mr. MITCHELL. No. I am sure that somewhere between the fall of 1972
and March of 1973, I had learned, and conceivably from Fred LaRue.
that these payments were being made.

Mr. SANDMAN. Let me ask it this way: Did he request your judgment



at any prior time on a payment of money for attorneys; fees to any of
these defendants ?

Sir. MITCHELL. I have no recollection]lection as such Mr. Sandman. Mr.
LaRue had started on this endeavor before I knew about it. I think
that the reason for his request for my judgment, as you put it, was
the fact that he had been told by John Dean with whom he had been
working on the subject matter that the White House was out of the
money business, or words to that effect.. He had obviously been
cooperating with Stir. I)ean before then.

Mr. SANI)NIAN-. 1)iCl VOU give any a dvice to any other person to pay
any moneys out of any funds for the attorneys fees or support of any
of the defen dants ?

Mr . MITCHELL . Advice to people to pay ?

Mr. SANDMAN. Yes.

Ml. MITCHELL. No, sir.

Mr. SANDMAN. In regard to any of the defendants in the Watergate
case 8

Mr. MITCHELL. None whatsoever.

Mr. SANDMAN. I have no other questions.

The CHAIRMAN.MR. Hungate ?

Mr HUNGATE. Thank you, Mr. CHAIRMAN.

Mr. Mitchell as I recall, you stated regarding June 17th that you first
heard of this sometime in the afternoon of the break-in of the l)NC.
I)id I understand that correctly ?
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Mr. MITCHELL. No,, I place it about noon or shortly before noon at this
airport marina hotel.

Mr. HUNGATE. Relying on my memory now it seems to me that I read
or heard Mrs. Mitchell on television state that this was really early
in the morning on the 17th from the White House. Do
 you recall such a call ?

Mr. MITCHELL. No, Congressman. There, I a!m sure, was no such call.
This is probably a misunderstanding or—let me say that on, I believe
it was Sunday, John Ehrlichman  called me and(l she may have
confused that with a call on Saturday, and so forth.

Mr. HUNGATE. All right, thank you;

Now, when did you first learn of the first entry into the DNC, which I
think was indicated to be in May sometime. Do you know when you
first heard of that ?

Mr. MITCHELL. According to the restructuring of this from my logs. it
was probably on June 22d.

v O.

Mr. HUNGA TE. June 22d when you learned of the earlier entry that
had also been made 2

Mr. MITCHELL. When I learned a great deal more about this picture,
yes.

Mr. HUNGATE. And did you at that time discuss it w ith the President
?

Mr. MITCHEL L. No, sir.

Mr. HUNGATE.. Your testimony has been here about a call from Mr.
Haldeman, as I recall it, on March 21st, that you were in New York, I
think

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir.

Mr. HUNGATE [continuing]. At the time. Was there one call from him
to you or more than one call between you and Mr. Haldeman that day?



Mr. MITCHELL. Well, I can t place it, Congressman. My recollection is
there was one call which had to do with my going to Washington to
meet with the President the next day. I have a very distinct
recollection that he wanted me to come down that afternoon. I told
him that I could not, that I could make it the next day.

There may have been a call back to confirm that the next day was all
right.

Mr. HUNGATE. In the TT and TF thing, there might have been a
telephone to and a telephone from, possibly ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes; plus the counsel for Mr. Haldeman advises that his
records show that there was also a call to arrange transportation
from the airport. So that could explain some of his calls.

Mr. HUNGATE. Somewhere in the earlier testimony, an(l I think we
were talking about this same time frame—March 21st or 22d—that
there was no record of a call, or do I have the right date, that you
have no records of making a call to Mr. LaRue, for example ?

Mr. MITCHELL. On March 21st.

Mr. HITNGATE. March 21st.

There was some statement made earlier, I think, about a change in
the telephone recordkeeping system, that when you were Attorney
General, your staff set up a system and then unknown  to you—
correct me if I am mistaken—unknown to you, they continued that
system when you went back to private life ?
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Mr. MITCHELL. Yes; through 1972, when I was devoting some time not
only to my law practice but also to the campaign for the President,
the logs were kept that document we just furnished—that shows
calls coming and g oing. Beginning in January 1973, we dropped that
system and vent to the law practice system.

Mr. HUNGATE. Was there a changeover period? That is what I am
really getting to ? Would there be a gap in there when you vent from
one system to another ?

Mr. MITCH)IIET.L. I don t believe so. I think the record shows it
started on January 1,1973.

Mr. HUNGATE. Did you, on June 17, 1972, in California meet with
Acting Director of the FBI Patrick Gray ?

Mr. AIIT( HELL. No, sir.

Mr. HUNGATE. You have no recollection of any such meeting?

Mr.MITCHELL.. I am positive that I did not meet with him, because the
circumstances vere such that Mr. Grav was at the Newporter Inn on
the weekend, which would have been the 17th and 18th—-I don t kno
v what period of time he was there. I arrived at the inn late that
night and left early the following morning. But I was told by either
Maldian or LaRue that they had bumped
 into him in the l)ar or s wimming pool or someplace at the Ne
wporter Inn. I did not meet with him.

Mr. HUNGATE. Were you in a chauffeur-driven limousine at the time
when you arrived ?

Mr MITCHELL  Yes, sir .

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. Railsback ?

Mr. RAILSBACK. Does the gentleman w ant to continue ?

Mr. HUNGATE If the gentleman would yield for 1 minute.

Mr. RAILSBACK. I yield to the gentleman.



Mr. HUNGATE. Thank you.

You answered you were in a chaffeur-driven limousine?

Mr. WIIT( NEIL. Yes.

Mr. HUNGATE. Was there a pool at that motel ?

Mr. MITT HELL. Yes, quite a way from where e I was staying. There is
a series of villas out back

Mr. HUNGATE. I just wanted to get a pool. have been sent to look for
Mr. Gray ?

MR mitchell Absolutely not

Would your chauffeur

.. a t . sts X 1 t. I t/ .t.IJ. is IJClVllUIU~~.lJ 11t i.

Mr. HUNGATE. Did anyone speak to you while you were sitting in the
limousine before you got out, do you recall ?

Fir. MITCHELL. No, sir; the limousine drives a road, through the golf
course. to the back of staying in.

Mr. HUNGATE. And if someone said they did, then they are simply
mistaken as far as you are concerned ?

Ml-. MITC HELI . Very very much so.

Mr. HUNGATE. Thank you.

Thank you very much, Mr. Railsback.

Mr. R.&ILSBA(1i. Mr. Mitche]]. again I would like to call your attention
to March 20, the afternoon, and refer to what Mr. McClory had asked
you earlier . And just to save time, this is a reference to that
conversation where allegedly, the President said: I want you all to
stone

past the hotel, down the villa that I was
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wall it, let them plead the fifth amendment, coverup or anything
else. if it 'll save it sav -e the plan. That is the whole point. On the
other hand --this is, incidentally? hat the newspapers didn t see fit
to emphasize ill this morning s editions. He says:

On the other hand, uh, uh, 1 would prefer, as I said to you, that you do
it the other way. And I would particularly prefer to do it that other
way if it's going to come out that way anyway. And that my view,
that, uh,with the number of jackass people that they have got that
they can call, they are going to the story they get out through leaks,
charges, and so forth, and innuendos, will be a hell of a lot worse
than the story they are going to get out by just letting it out there.

What did that mean to you and what was the President referring to
as far as the plan?

Mr. MITCHELL. The only subject matter that was discussed in this
context was the relationship of the people in the White House vis-
avis the Ervin! the special select committee.

Mr. RAILSB\Cl£. Was he telling you, in effect, to feel free to talk or
feel free to respon l in an open manner ? Is that what he was saying
to you, do you think ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Are you talking about me personally ,2

Mr. R.AIL,9BAO1i. Yes.

Mr. MITCHELL. The conversation was very clear that there was—
talking about the special committee and who could be subpenaed!
who could not, that the only question that was before the House -as
the people in the White House and the question of executive
privilege.

As far as I was concerned, I knew that I was going to be called
before the select committee. I was the one that was try) ing to get
the President off the wicket of this hardlinig]lg of the executive
privilege based on the statement that he had put out.

I don t know what transcript you are reading from, because. I have
never seen this language.

Mr. RAILSBACK. This is the committee s March 22 afternoon



conversation, a transcript of that.

Mr. MITCHELL],L. Is the committee s transcript different from the
special prosecutor s transcript ? I have never seen any of your
transcripts.

Mr. railsback. I have not seen—this should be—well, I don t know. I
can t answer that.

Let me just, in my remaining time, ask one other question that I
think is very important. Again, the President is speaking, and this is
just following that reference that I just made.

The PRESIDENT. I don't know. But that's, uh, you know up to this
point, the whole theory has been containment, as you know, John.

MITCHELL. Yeah.

PRESIDENT. And now, non we are shifting, as far as I am concerned,
actually from a personal standpoint. if you weren't making a
personal sacrifice—it's unfair—Haldeman and Dean. That is v hat
Eisenhower--tllat is all he cared about He only cared about Christ,,
"be sure he was clean." Both in the fund thing and the Adams thing.
But I don't look at it that way. And I just--that is the thing I am
really concerned with. We are going to protect our people, if we can.

Now, what did the President mean and what did you mean by
containment, where he says The whole theory has been containment,
as youknow John—speaking to you. And(l you say Yeah.

What s meant by containment i

The CHAIRMAN- The time has expired, but Mr. Mitchell, you may
answer the question.
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Mr. MITCHELL. Excuse me just a minute. Counsel seems to have the
transcript.

Mr. Railsback, here again, we were talking about containment insofar
as the people that were going up to or were going to he called up to
testify at the special committee and the grand jury, and T think
that, as counsel has pointed out the language at the top of the next
page is in further evidence of that understanding and concept of it.

Mr. RAILSBACK. Well, does containment mean limiting the
information that will be divulged? As I understands you were urging
that it be divulged.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. But you may
answer the question.

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes; I was. I was, but also. if you read the total
transcript, I was saying that the people should go up there but were
bases for negotiation with the committee and its personnel as to
how and under what circumstance they would appear, so that it didn
t become, as I think the transcript says, a roman circus like the
Kleindienst and the Gray hearings.

That is the the thrust, I think. of the conversation.

The C:HAIRMAN-. Mr. Conyers.

Mr. CONYERS. I will yield to Mr. Railsback for a question.

AII. RAII SBACK. Thank you. I would just like to pursue this.

As I understand your answer, it seems to me what you are saving is
that up until—according to the President—up until this time; there
had been a theory of containment which is the opposite of what you
were suggesting be done which is to kind of op)en up, and that worry
about asserting executive privilege and so forth. But up until that
point, apparently! there h a(l been some kind of a plan or a—ves. a—
program of containment. which means that they were not, they were;
to limit the information that would be made available, or at lease do
everything the opposite of opening up.

Mr . MITCHELL{Well. i f anybody had a plan, I didn t understand it as
such. because my conversations went to the discussion of executive



privilege. And as I said here earlier, the President was taking a hell
of a beating in the press. They were calling it a coverup and(l all the
rest of it, in connection with the Gray hearings! where I think, if my
memory serves me right he had stated that he would(l not allow John
Dean to go and testify in the Gray healings. Then he came out with
the statement on executiv e pri vilege which was very. -ery hard; he
was not going to let anybody testify any place.

Mr. R.AILSBACK. KSO YOU think that is what he means by the up to
this point, the whole theory has been containment as you kno v.
John.*

You think he is just limiting it to that business about executive
privilege ?

Mr. MITCHELL I don t think there is any doubt about it and I think
there is other language in the transcript that I ha -e read that bears
that out.

Mr. RAILSBACK ( K. I thank the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. CONYERS. Now v Mr. CHAIRMAN, I an; point to waive my time;
because 5; minutes would not even begin to permit me to deal with
the incredible testimony made by this witness the for mer Attorney
General of the United States. I am deeply shocked and disturbed
about the



176

nature of the statements made her e today in vie v of the evidence
and testimony that this committee itself has in its own possession.
For those reasons, I waive any right to question this witness.

The ( CHAIRMAN. Mr. AXTiggins.

Mr. A;WIGGINS. Ml. Mitchell, would you please refer to the telephone r
records in your possession ?

Mr.MITCHELL
. Are e we talking about 19732

Mr. WI(I(T15-S. Yes, sir the Bell Telephone records from new v York.

Mr. MITC( HELL. Yes, sir .

MI. WIGGINS. DO those records indicate on their face the time that a
call was logged out 8

Mr. MITCHELL. No, sir, they do not. They are just the customary toll
call bills—or records taken from those toll call bills.

Mr. WI()GINS. They do, however, indicate the length or duration of the
telephone calls 8

Mr. MITCHELL. Not the record that I have here, but I presume that the
r ecords back in the office w ould.

Mr. WIGGIN 6. YOU don t have the original records before you ?

Mr. MITCHELL. No, sir; I just have a compilation, because. as you are
probably familiar with a toll call l)ill from the telephone company.
it just provides a number and so forth. We had to go back and(l
structu e from the numbers and(l see who the numbers belonged to.

Mr. WIGIGIN S. I understand. Now I would like to call your attention
to the date of June 22 1972.

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir. What I was looking for is my log that covers
the day.

Mr. IGG( Gins. Perhaps I can refresh your memory as to the events
that I am interested l in.



On or about that day, did you have a conversation with Mr. Mardian
and Mr. LaRue at which they told you of a prior conversation they had
with Ml . Liddy ?

Air. 3IIrcllEI.L. Yes sir; it was. I am quite certain June 22.

Mr r. WIGGINS. During the e course of that conversation On June 22
did the subject of commitments or payments for attorneys fees
arise?

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes.

Mr. WIGGINS. Would you explain please, what was said !

Mr.MITCHELL.. Either Mr. Mardian—I believe itwas Mr. Mar.~~dian,
reported to me that Mr. Liddy l-lad—who of course. then was still
employed by the Finance Committee—was making what I believe
Mardian described(l as a pitch for the committee to put up money to
provide bail for the—I guess the five of them that were incarcerated
at that particular time. I told Mr Mardian in no unceltain terms that
that was not going to be done and should d not be done.

Mr. WIGGINS. I)id VOII at that time say in words any form of words
that it would be well if these defendants were well represented in
view of the potential civil liability of the Committee To Re-elect ?

Mr. MITC HELL. I don t have any such recollection. What I am pausing
for is the question of whether or not there was any thought at that
particular time of any civil liability against the committee. What I
am saying is I don t recall whether Lawrence O Brien or the
Democratic National Committee had filed their lawsuit or even
talked about it.
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Mr. WIGGINS. Your present testimony is that you have no memory,

at least at this time, of any such conversation occurring

Mr. MITCHELL . That is correct but as I pointed out it is conceivable

that it would not have been discussed because the thought hadnt

arisen on the part of the I)emocratic Party.

Mr. WI(GGINS. I understand(l.

Now, redirecting your attention to a different date, March 20, 1973.

do you recall a conver sation from John Dean to you in your apart

ment in New York on that day ?

Mr. MITCHELL. No; I have no independent recollection of it.

Mr. WIGGINS. Are you aware that John Dean has testified to such

a conver sation in other proceedings ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I don t know—I don t know whether he testified to

it or whether, where I had my information, or whether I have read it

in one of the transcripts, a reference to it.

Mr. WIGGINS. Would it refresh your recollection if I were to say

that such testimony included a statement by John Dean that Grecians
bearing gifts was mentioned ? Does that help you refresh your

recollection ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes; it does, and I think my recollection comes from

one of the transcripts.

Mr. WIGGINS. Well, now, I am going to ask you, did that conversa



tion occur bet ween you and John l)ean ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I can t say for sure whether or not a conver sation

occurred between John I)ean and I on that particular evening. I can
say absolutely that Mr. Dean and I never talked about Grecians bear

ing gifts.

Mr. WIGGINS. Was your wife, so far as you know, in your apart

ment on the evening of the 20th ?

Mr. MITC I ELL,. I have no idea one way or the other.

Mr. WIGGINS. Have you told us your total recollection with respect

to any call by John Dean on the 20th]l to you in your apartment in
New York a

Mr. MIT(CHELL. I say I have no independent recollection of it,

Congressman.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. Eilberg.

Mr. F,ILnERo. Mr. Mitchell, I would like to pursue because I don t
understand your answer to the line of questioning started by Mr.
McClory and continued by Mr. Railsback.

In our committee transcripts of the eight conversations referring to
the telephone conversation of March 22 on page 183 the President

S quoted as saying:

what happened to Adams. I don t want it to happen with Watergate—
the Watergate matter. I want you all to stonewall it let them plead
the fifth amendment, coverup Or anything else if it ll save it—save
the man.

No v are you saying r that the President is not talking about the
Watergate matter here ?



Mr. MITCHELL Let me say, this is the first time I have ever seen this
transcript, which does not comply with the two transcripts that I
have read on this meeting.

The CHAIRMAN. I might enlighten Mr. Mitchell that this did not appear
in the edited White House version.
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Mr. MITCHELL. Well. I am also talking about the copy that the Special
Watergate Prosecutor gave. It does not appear in there, either.

Mr. H1JNDLEY. Mr. Chairman, we discovered a copy of the transcript
from the Special Prosecutor. It is entitled Transcript Prepared by
the Watergate Special Prosecution Force of the Recording of the
Meeting Between the President and(l Messrs. I)ean. Ehrlicllman,
Haldeman, and Mitchell on March 22, 197.3, from 1 57 to .3:43 p.m.

Whether we didn t get it all or not, I do r epresent to this committee
that this portion just isn t contained in it.

The CHAIRMAN. It is contained in the House Judiciary Committee
transcript.

You haven t been provided with a copy?

Mr. HUNDLEY. We were just provided with a copy of yours.

The only point Mr. Mitchell is making is we have never seen this
before.

The CHAIRMAN. I see. I understand.

Mr. EILBERG. Does counsel have a copy of the committee print, then,
do I understand?

MI . HUN DLEY. Yes; now we have it.

Mr. Eilberg. Would you look at the middle page of 183 so we all know
what we are talking about ? I would like to ask Mr. Mitchell again, is
not the President talking about Watergate?

Mr. MITCHELL L. Well, (: Congressman, the only answer  that I can
give you, based on my recollection of tile meeting that we had on
March 22, that it a]] had(l to do with the appearances or
nonappearances of the personnel before the Select Committee.

Mr. EILBER(x. Wel], let me ask you this: If, as it appears to me he is
talking about Watergate does not this amount to a conspiracy to
cover up a crime, which is a felony itself ?

Mr. MITCHELL. It has no relation to it whatsoever if you are talking



about the exercise of special privilege.

Mr. EILBERG. But this statement by the President says absolutely
nothing about executive privilege. It talks about the Watergate
matter.

Mr. MITCHELL. The Watergate matter was the whole purpose of the
Select Committee.

Mr. EILBERG. Mr. Mitchell, going back to page 164, the same
conversation, I wonder if counsel would take a look at that, the
middle of the page.

The President does talk there about the executive privilege thing.

And then the President goes OIL and says, But no v—chats all that
John Mitchell is arguing, then, is that now we, we use flexibility— in
order to get on with the coverup plan.

What coverup is he talking about?

Mr. MITCHELL. He is talking about the recommendation that I made,
and I am not vouching for this transcript, because I haven t seen
this, either, any other place. He is talking about the recommendation
that I made that he get off the hard wicket that he had been on in
connection with executive privilege and who would and who would
not go up and testify before the Se lect Committee.

Mr. EILBERG. Mr. Mitchell can executive privilege be

Mr. MITCHELL. If I may add one other thing.

Mr. EILBERG. Yes, sir.
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Mr. MITCHELL. You will find that there are conversations or
discussions through here that the President, by his stand on the use
of executive privilege, the hardline that he took, was being accused
of a coverup plan. And that is the context in which the word "coverup
plan" is used in here.

Mr. EILBERG. (Canexecutive privilege be used to cover up a crime, Mr.
Mitchell ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Are you talking about legally or factually ?

Mr. EILBERG. Both.

Mr. MITCHELL. Well, I don't know about factually. I would have to
know the circumstances and I have ceased and desisted from giving
legal opinions.

TheCHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. I)emlis ?

Mr. DENNIS. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Mitchell, on March 22, 1973, you went down from New York to
Washington; is that correct ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir.

Mr. DENNIS. And that if I understand you, was in response to a
telephone call which you had received the day before from Mr.
Haldeman in which you say that, to the best of your recollection, you
received shortly after noon; is that correct ?

Mr. MITCHELL. THAT is my recollection, sir.

Mr. DENNIS. And if I understand your testimony in your talk with Mr.
Haldeman at that time, there was no mention or discussion
whatsoever
 of demands for money by Hunt or of payments to Hunt.

Mr. MITCHELL. None whatsoever.

MI. DENNIS. At about the same time and perhaps on the same day, you



had also, but before your conversation with Haldeman received a call
from LaRue. Is that correct ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir, Congressman. It is my definite recollection
that it was before and in what area, I can't place it, in what time
area.

Mr. DENNIS. I understand that, but before your talk with Haldeman
and possibly also on the 21st or the 20th; is that correct ?

Mr. MITCHELL. It could have conceivably been. It certainly was before
my conversation with Mr. Haldeman.

Mr. DENNIS. And in that conversation is when Mr. LaRue did tell you
about MI. Hunt's requests or demands as you have testified?

M:r. MITC I I ELL. Yes, si r.

Mr. DENNIS. On the evening of March 20, the day before you received
your call from Mr. Haldeman, you may have talked to Mr. Dean; is that
correct ?

Mr. MITCHELL. It is conceivable Congressman, that I did. I talked to
Mr. Dean quite frequently about any number of subject matters. But I
have no recollection one way or the other whether I did or didn't.

Mr. DENNIS. But if you did talk to him, you did not talk about any
demands on the part of MI. Hunt, is that VOUI statement?

Mr. MITCHELL. I am quite certain of that. That would be my best
recollection.

Mr. DENNIS. And nothing about Grecians bearing gifts or $7S,000 or
anything of that kind?
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Mr. MITCHELL. I am quite certain of that.

Mr. DENNIS. On the morning of Mar ch 22, when you had the meet

ing with Haldeman, Ehrlichman and l)ean, before you saw the
President, was any statement made to you by either Mr. Dean or Mr.
Haldeman or Mr. Ehrlichman to the general effect What about

Hunt, or What about Hunts demands or Hunt s problem?

Mr. MITCHELL. I am quite certain Congressman, there were none.

Mr. DENNIS. I)o you deny that such a statement took place?

Mr. MITC IlEl.L. I would deny the statement that has been attributed

to Mr. Dean in his testimony before the Senate Watergate Committee.

Mr. DENNIS. And did you reply to that statements in effect, I don t

think that is a problem anymore.. or anything of that kind?

Mr. MITCHELL. I did not so reply and it would seem obvious that

I didn t know whether Mr. LaRue had followed through on his con
versation with me or not, so I would not have any basis to make that

statement.

Mr. DENNIS. Or I think that s been taken care of or anything of

that sort?

Mr. MIT( CHELL. No, sir.

Mr. T)EN-1N-IS. YOII do recognize, of course. that both Mr. Haldeman

Mr. Dean, and Mr. Ehrlichman all say that that conversation took

place on that occasion?

Mr. MITCHELL. I haven t any idea what they do SAY.



Mr. DENNIS. Well, haven t you seen their testimony before the Sen

ate Select Committee to that effect?

Mr. MITCHELL L. No sir, I have not. I have seen Mr. I)ean s testimony.

I have not seen Haldeman or Ehrlichmans s.

Mr. T)ENNIS. You have not seen Haldeman or Ehrlichman on that

subject ?

Mr. MITCHELL. 5 o, sir.

Mr. DENNIS. Well, assuming for the sake of the argument that they

all did testify essentially to that effect, the only difference being
whether Dean raised the question or Ehrlichman raised the question,

are they all mistaken or not stating the fact?

Mr. MITCHELL. I would have to say definitely yes, for the very simple

reason that I would not know what the answer was that they
attribute

to me.

Mr. DENNIS. Well you are saying that that was

you did not make that answer is that right.

Mr. MITCHELL. That is my statement. and I have previously testified.

Mr. DENNIS. And when you later met that day with the President,

of course. nothing w as said about Hunt. You have also testified to
that.

Mr. MIT( IlELL. There was nothing said about payment of any money

to EIlmt.

Mr.DENNIS That is what I mean payment of any moneys to Hunt.



Mr. mitchell.. That is correct.

Mr. DENNIS. Now referring to April 14 197.3 when you came do wn

here to see the President but saw Mr. Ehrlichman what was your
conversation with Ehrlichman on that oc(asion? What {lid he say to

you; what did you say to him ?

not raised and that
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Mr. MITCHELL. Well, I think the best evidence on that, Congressman,
is the tape on the subject matter.

Mr. DENNIS. Well, never mind the tape. I would like your best memory.

Mr. MITCHELL. Well, my best memory is that Mr. Ehrlichman told me
of Mr. Magruder s going to see the special—or the prosecutors office.
that he was telling the stories that were seeking to involve me and
the White House and so forth and so on, that the President had
advised John Ehrlichman to tell all of the parties that were
knowledgeable of any of these factors that he wanted them to come
forward and tell what they knew about the subject matter, and that
he wanted that made known to me by Mr. Ehrlichman. I told Mr.
Ehrlichman—and I will omit the expletives—that these little so and
so  were trying to get themselves off the hook by involving people in
the White House and myself! and so on, andthat was about the
substance of it.

Mr. Ehrlichman asked me if I would like to see the President and I
told himthat under the circumstances that were developing and had
developedin our conversation, that I didn t care to, and with that, I
returned to Ne w York.

Mr. DENnis Non, why

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. JENNER. Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Jenner.

Mr. JENNER. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

There has been distributed to each member of the committee the
segment of the campaign log tendered to us by Mr. Hundley and for
the purpose of identificationn it is Mitchell Exhibit No. 1. It consists
of nine pages, the first page of which covers Friday June 16, 1972,
and the ninth page is the balance of June 20, 1972. May it be made
part of the records Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. It will be so entered in the record and so identified.
[The document referred to was marked Mitchell Exhibit No. 1 and
follows :]



[Mitchell Exhibit No. 1]

Jfr. Mitchell—Friday, June 16, 1972

8:30: AG attended Cabinet Meeting.

10:30: AG SAW Vice President in VP's office.

11:15: AG ret. to office.

11:20: AG called Haldeman and t.

11:25: AG ret. Su.thexe'.s call and t.

11:30: AG SAW Jerry Bemis and 7Tarry Flemmir<.

12:30: AG SAW William 71finsch.

(friend of Mr. Ros~~N.Y. Firm) 1:00: AG SAW Bob Novak and Rolond
divan*. 2:00: AG called Jeb and t. 2 :12: AG ret. Taf t Schreiber's call
and t. 2:20: AS left office. 3:15: AG departed Watergate for
California Celebrities trip. See attached itinerary.
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Flidaly, June 16,1972 3:15 p.m.

3:-X p.m.

6:15 p.m.

T :00 p.m.

Evening Free gaturday, June 17, >972 9:45 a.m. (T) .

10:30 a.m.

11 :00 a.m.

11:30 a.m.

12:00 noon (approx.)

1:00 p.m.

1:30 p.m.

CALIFORNIA TRIP—.TITNF, 16 19, 1972

Depart Watergate for Page Terminal National Airport.

Depart Washington aboard Gulfstream II, Tail Number N109G. Pilots
are Mike Griffin and Bob Nimick.

Flying time to Los Angeles is approximately 5 hours.

Those aboard the aircraft will be: Mr. and Mrs. Johll N. Mitchell. Mr.
and Mrs. Zane Johnson Mr. and Mrs. William Henry, Mr. and Mrs. Robert
Mardian, Mr. and Mrs. Jeb Magruder, Miss Marty Mitchell, Miss l,ea
Jablonsky.

(Mr. Johnson and Mr. Henry are both Executive Vice Presidents of Gulf
Oil. )

Arrive Garrett Airesearch Facility, Los Angeles International
Airport. Party w ill be met by Bart Porter and Steve King.

I,imousine e and driver will take Mr. and Mrs. [unreadahlel Marty and



Steve King to the Beverly Hills Hotel.

Mr. and Mrs. Mardian, Mr. and Mrs. Magruder, Lea Jablonsky will ride
with Bart Porter.

A third car will carry all baggage.

Party arrives at the Beverly Hills Hotel. Room assignments are as
follow s:

383-4-5}Mr. and Mrs. Mitchell

Marty Mitchell
I,ea Jablonsky

397—Steve King 6-15 )

382—Mr. and Alrs. Mardian

386 Mr. and Mrs. Magruder

396--Mr. Porter (6-16)

395 Mr. Caldiero (6 13)

381—Mr. and Mrs. LaRue

Messrs. Tom Reed and Bob Mardian would like to meet with Mr.
Mitchell.

Mr. Mitchell will be picked up in front of the Beverly Hills Hotel by
Governor Reagan and driver. They will drive alone to the Airport
Marina Hotel.

Mr. Magruder, Mr. Mardian and Mr. LaRue will ride with Bart Porter.
Steve King will ride with Governor Reagan's back-up car.

Arrive at the Airport Marina Hotel and proceed to Suite 220-A (See
attached—Tab A)

The Governor and Mr. Mitchell will move to the meeting room. Mr.
Mitchell will deliver remarks on the campaign. ('>enty to thirty
minutes.)

Immediately following Mr. Mitchell's remarks there will be a smaller



private meeting of the California Executive Committee in Suite
220A. Messrs. Magruder, Mardian and LaRue will also attend this
meeting.

Mrs. Mitchell will proceed to Hairdresser at Beverly Hills Hotel
Beauty Salon. Mr. Arthur Bruchel will do Mrs. Mitchell's hair.

Mr. Mitchell will hold a "press availability" in a private room (to be
determined) of the [unreadable] Marina Hotel. Ray Caldiero is in
charge of arrangements. The session should last no more than
onehalf hour. ( See attached—Tab B )
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2 :00 p.m.

3 :50 p.m.

4:50p.m. Afternoon Free 7:15p.m.

7:30 p.m.

Sunday, June 18,1972 11:30 a.m.

12:00 noon 12:10 p.m.

12:30 p.m. 1:45 p.m. 3 :00 p.m.

5 :00 p.m.
5:50 p.m.

6 6.00} p.m. 6 :05 p.m.

8:30 p.m. (approx. )

Return to Beverly Hills Hotel. Mr. Mitchell's limousine and driver will
be available.

Mrs. Mitchell will depart the Beverly Hills Hotel for the Merritt T.
Smith Studio at 10250 Santa Monica Boulevard. (Ten minute drive)

(213) 277-0827 office (213) 553-2139home

Mrs. Mitchell will depart Studio to return to Hotel.

Depart Hotel for Taft Schreiber's Party. Mrs. Schreiber's first name
is '-Rita". [unreadable]

Arrive at Schreiber's Residence. 1160 Tower Road Beverly Hills

Cocktails—7 :30 p.m. Dinner—8 :30 p.m.

NOTE: Mr. and Mrs. Mitchell will be seated separate tables.

Also attending: Mr. and Mrs. Magruder, Mr. and Mrs. Mardian, Mr. and
Mrs. LaRue, Mr. and Mrs. Porter. Mr. Caldiero, Miss Jablonsky.



(It is anticipated that Steve King would [unreadable] at the Hotel
with Marty.)

( See attached—Tab C )

Combout—Mrs. Mitchell
Mr. Arthur Bruchel in Room

Check out of Beverly Hills Hotel

Depart Beverly Hills Hotel for Young Celebrities Event at the home
of: A. F. Caruthers, 15000 Carona Del Mar Blvd. Pacific Palisades.
(See attached-Tab D)

The brunch, in honor of the Mitchells, will be in progress beginning
at 11:30 a.m.

Dress: Sport/Ca.sgal

Also attending: Jeb Magruder, Bart Porter, Ken Rietz, Bob Podesta,
Ray Caldiero, Dolf Droge (Kissinger's Staff).

Arrive Carllthers' Residence

Depart for Newporter)orter Inn

Arrive Newporter Inn
Room assignments are as follows:

Villa 35iD Mr. and Mr. Mitchell, Marty Mitchell, Lea Jablonsky

Double, Mr. and Mrs. Mardian

Double, Mr. and Mrs. Magruder Double, Mr. and Mrs. LaRue

Single, Mr. Porter

Single, Mr. Caldiero Single, Mr. King

NOTE: Room assignments will be made known later.

Combout—Mrs. Mitchell Miss Paul Kovacs

Herb Kalmback and his wife will arrive at the Newporter Inn to
escort the Mitchells to the cocktail/ buffet in Newport Beach. Mr.



and Mrs. [unreadable] limousine will follow the Kalmbaeh's ear.

Depart Newporter Inn

Arrive at home of Mrs. Gene Washburn, 411 Avocado. New Port Beach
(714) 673 3339

This is a cocktail/buffet for major contributors and prime
prospects. There will be approximately 70 people in attendance.

Dress is sports jacket and U.e/long hostess dress

Party is scheduled for 5 :30 p.m.4 :30 p.m.

Return to Newporter Inn
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Monday, June l9, 19^12

10 :1,<) a.m. 10 :2<5 a.m. 10:30 a.m.

6 :00 p.m. ( approx. )

Depart Newpo)rter Inn for Orange County Airport.

Arrive Orange County Airport.

Depart for Washington, D.(n. aboard Gulfstream Tail Number N109G.
Pilots are Mike Griffin and Bob lS'imiek.

Those aboard the aircraft n ill be: Mr. and Mrs. John N. Mitchell Afr.
and Mrs. Zane Johnson Sir. and Mrs. AVilliam Henry Mr. and Mrs.
Robert Mardian, Mr. and Mrs. Jeb Magruder, Miss Marty Mitchell Miss
Lea Jablonsky.

Arrive Page Terminal, Washington National Air port

Mr. Mitchell-Monday?/, June 19,1972

Mr. Mitchell was ill Newport Beach, California.
6:00: AG ret. to Washington—Watergate

Mr. Mitchell-Tuesday, June 20, 1972

S :16: 3:00:

10:30:
10:32:
11:15:
11:26:

11:40: 12:30: 1:40: 2:0.~~): 2 :30: 2:45: 3:05: n :20: 3:45: 4:00: 4:15:
4:25: 4:50: 5:30: 6:00: 6:50: 7:15: 7:45:

AG attended White House meeting.
AG attended White House meeting.
AG ret. to office
AS SAW Jeb Magruder, Fred LaRue and Bob Mardian
. AG talked with Sell. Barry B?yrd
: AG SAW Rob Odle



: AG SAW Van Shttnlwa11
: AG talked with Mrs. Mitchell
: AG SAW Mardian
: AG SAW all Messrs. T7mmon* and Magruder
: AG SAW T an Shumway
: AG SAW Glenn Sedam
: AG ret. Bill Gifford's'.s call and t.
: AG ret. Secy Volpe's call and t.
: AG ret. Gov. Rockefeller's call and t.
: AG ret. Amb. John lZritxlaff's call and t.
: AG SAW Secy Atan
: AG called M7aliv Johnson
: AG SAW Pete Dailey and JCD Magruder 
: AG SAW Glenn Sedam and Jeb h Magruder
AG SAW Fred LaRu.e and Bo b M ard ian with the above
AG called John. Deast. and t.
: John Dean ret. AG's call and t.
: AG left office

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Waldie.

Mr. HUNDLEY. Mr. Chairman could I just make an observation that I
wouldn t make except I think it is rather important. We have had a
lot of questionsNOW asked about this particular paragraph on page
183 of your report where it is stressed that the President said for
that reason . . . I don t give a shit what happens. I Want you al] to
stonewall it let them plead the fifth amendment, cover up or
anything else if it ll save it—save the plan. Now, I have found a
comparable paragraph in the translation that has been officially
submitted to the defendants and their colmsel by Mr. Jaworski, who
T think it would be fair to say is an adversary and these key words
l i ke

stonewall and the fifth amendment and save the plan are just not
there.
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And if I have the authorityto submit a copy of Mr. .Jaworski s offi

cial translation, I think it would be important for the committee to

have it.

Mr. RAILSBACK. Mr. ( Chairman a

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Mr. Chairman R

The CHAIRMAN-. The (chair would like to advise counsel that this

is a transcription from recordings that we have, and the committee

has listened to them.

Mr. HU NDLEY. But my understanding is that you got your material

from the Special Prosecutor, from the grand jury. no?

Mr. RAILSBACK. Mr. Chairman 2

The CHAIRMAN-. Mr. Railsback.

Mr. RAILSBACK. I wonder if it wouldn't be helpful to perhaps have

either read or distributed to us his version. I would be interested. I
don t think it is binding on us but I certainly would be interested in

seeing what he has.

The CHAIRMAN. Well, I am sure there is no objection to having it

presented to the committee.

Mr. HU,tNDLEs. All right. The only thing I would like to do first,

since I discovered it legally from Mr. Jaworski, I would just like to
get his permission, which I am sure is no problem, an(l I will submit

a copy to Mr. Doar.

The C I HAIRMAN. Fine.



Mr. MCCLORY. And copies to the committee.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. May I have a copy too, Mr. Chairman ?

The CHAIRMAN. Of course.

Mr. HUNDLEY. He will object to that.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Waldie.

Mr. WALD IE. Mr. Mitchell do :[ understand the first time you heard

of any moneys being paid to the defendants for any purpose whatso

ever was then Mr. LaRue called you on March 21 ?

Mr. lMITCHELLNon Mr. Waldie. I think my testimony has been here,

and yesterday, that the first time I heard about it was in the fall of

1972.

Mr. WALDIE. And will you refresh my recollection. From whom did

you hear and what did you hear 2

Mr. MITCHELL. I am not quite certain as to whom I heard it from.

It might have been Dean or it might have been LaRue but it was
sometime after the, on or about, but I believe after the time that

Kalmbach got out of the business and LaRue had picked it up.

Mr. WALDIE. And was it your understanding—well! what was your

understanding of the purpose for which the money was being pro

vided to the defendants ?

Mr. MITCHELL.. My understanding of the purpose all along was for

the purp)ose of providing fees for counsel in support of the families

of the defendants.



Mr. WALDIE. Well, that was the purpose to which it would be put,

but what was the purpose for which it was provided ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I am not sure I understand your question.

Mr. WALD,DIE. Well. I understand that that is the purpose to which

the money would be put, but that does not necessarily answer the
purpose for which the money was provided. Was it for charity, or
was there an obligation felt on behalf of the defendants 2
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Mr. MITCHELL. I can t answer that, Mr. Waldie, because I was not
privy to the determinations made as to why the money was
originally provided.

Mr. WALDIE. Were you privy as to the amount that ultimately got to
them by the conversation of March 21 with Mr. LaRue ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I don t follow that question.

Mr. WALDIE. Well, did you know the huge sums that had been
delivered for this purpose of attorneys fees and support by that
time?

Mr. MITCHELL. I was not aware of all of the payments or the
aggregate amount, but I knew that there had been a series of
payments made over the time from whenever they started up until
the March

payment.

Mr. WALDIE. And it is my understanding that you are saving that you
have no idea of the purpose for which it was provided though you
understood the purpose for which it was to be put by the defendants
?

Mr. MITCHELL. That is correct. I have no express knowledge of it.

Mr. WALDIE. And did you, at any time, ever inquire as to what was the
purpose of providing the money ?

Mr. MITCHELL.. No. I think, as I have discussed this with Mr. Doar
when he was questioning along these lines, I have an assumption
that the people who initiated it and to some extent those who were
continuing it, had an interest in seeing that—what was the phrase ?—
that they w ere kept happy.

Mr. WALDIE. Well, as a former Attorney (general. did that not trouble
you that they might be embarked upon a course of conduct amounting
to obstruction of justice ? T)id it at least not warrant further
inquiry on your part?

Mr. MITCHELL. I can t in retrospect recall what my mental processes
were, but certainly it is falling within the concept that many times



money is raised for the defense in support of individuals for
whatever motives they desire.

Mr. WALl IE. But I assume if they became unhappy that would be a
state of mind not to be desired, and the payments were made to them
to avoid that state of mind. And you must have believed some
consequences would befall if they became unhappy, or did you
analyze it at all in any way ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I can t state that as a fact l)ecause I don t know what
their motives were, their rationale and/or their discussion in
connection with it.

Mr. WALDIE. Neither do I assume that you inquired  ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I did not inquire. But, as I said, my assumptions were
as I have expressed them.

Mr. WALDIE. And one final question. You testified that the call you
received from Mr. LaRue preceded the call that you received from Mr.
Haldeman and that call you know because of records was on March
21; is that correct ?

Mr. MITCHELL. That is correct But (congressman, I would like to point
out that they are n ot my records.

Mr. WALDIE. I understand that. l understand that.

Mr. MITCHELL. But I have been advised of the records.

Mr. WALDIE. Now, the Question I have is did you not make it clear—
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you said that the call from Mr. LaRue preceded the call of Mr.
Haldeman on the 21st, but did you thereby imply the call of Mr.
l,aRue was received on the 21st ? If it were received on the 20th it
would be cone sistent with your reply but it preceded the call on the
21st to Mr. Haldeman.

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes; I have testified that I cannot place exactly the
time of the call from Mr. LaRue.

Mr. WALDIE. But do you place the date ?

Mr. MITCHELL. But I have a very strong recollection that it was some
time before Mr. Haldeman s call.

Mr. WALDIE. I know, but on that date ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I have no way of making that determination.

Mr. WALDIE. You cannot

The CHAIRMAN{MAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. WALDIE. You cannot exclude then the 20th as it ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I can t exclude it; no.

Mr. WALDIE. Thank you, Mr. Mitchell.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Fish.

Mr. FISH. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I would like to yield to the
gentleman from Indiana.

Mr. DENNIS. Thank you, Mr. Fish.

Mr. Mitchell, going back just a moment to your conversation on April
14 with Mr. Ehrlichman, which you have recounted here, why did you
conclude following that conversation that you preferred not to see
the President ?

Mr. MITCHELL I have never thought of the question in some time,
Congressman. I think that the reason that I did so was that this
matter, according to Mr. Ehrlichman s statements to me, was



unraveling very rapidly, and it occurred to me that it would be in the
interest of the President for him to hold himself above these
discussions that were taking place such as I have had with
Ehrlichman.

Mr. DENNIS. Did you ever thereafter discuss that conversation with
the President ?

Mr. MITCHELL. N o, sir.

Mr. DENNIS. Returning for the moment to the situation on June 19,
1972, when you came back to Washington from California, and
received the report from Mr. Magruder! who had preceded you, which
we talked about this morning, vhat did Mr. Magruder tell you he had
found out about the Watergate break-in at that time ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Based almost entirely uponwhat he had learned from
the newspapers and from the people in the public relations area of
the Committee for the Re-Election of the President. He did not tell
us about his conversation that he had had that morning with Mr. Dean
or with any of the other people in the committee. He merely brought
11S UP to date on what I have referred to as the current status of
the newspaper reports with respect to the defendants and what the
Democrats? Lawrence O Brien and the other Democrats were saying
about it, what they were proposing to do, whatever that was.

Mr. DENNIS. Merely matters that vere public knowledge is all he told
you?

Mr. MITCHELL. That s the basis of the conversation, the best that I
can recall it.
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Mr. DENNIS. He said nothing about anyone at the committee being

involved ?

Mr. MITCHELL. No; he did not. Excuse me. Yes; of course, Mr.

McCord, the security officer, was one of those apprehended.

Mr. DENNIS. I understand that.

Mr. MITCHELL. He w as part of it.

Mr. DENNIS. But other than that, such as his own involvement or

anything of that nature?

Mr. MITCHELL. No, sir, he did not.

Mr. DENNIS. Was it known to you that at one time earlier on Mr.

Kalmbach had been involved in the money payments to the defend

ants ?

Mr. MITCHELL . Ear lier on ?

Mr. DENNIS. Well, earlier before Dean got in it, let's say ?

Mr. MITCHELL. It was known to me that Mr. Ka]mizach had been

involved at the time of OI shortly thereafter he got out of the
business.

In other words. the fall 1972.

Mr. DENNIS. You mean you found out that he had been involved

about the time he quit being involved ?

Mr. MITCHELL . OI shortly thereafter.

Mr. DENNIS. I take it then that you are not the person who put him



in touch originally with Mr. LaRue ?

Mr. MITCHELL. No w ay.

Mr. DENNIS. On the occasion in Florida, March 3O, 1972, when La

Rue and Magruder were there, Key Biscayne, was there conversation
at that time about plans to have electronic surveillance of the Demo

cratic National (:Committee headquarters ?

Mr. MITCHELL. There was presented at that meeting down there a

long list of memoranda of different types pertaining to the
reelection
campaign covering all subject matters, and it is my distinct recollec
tion that toward the end of that meeting Magruder pulled out of his
folder again another one of these intelligence gathering operations,
and started to explain what it was. And I said is it like the last one,
and I said not that again and turned it of and that was the end of it.

As I tried to clarify this morning with Mr. St. Clair, there is cer

tainly no detailed discussion of the contents of whatever they were

about to propose.

Mr. DENNIS. And you did not approve any such proposal at that

time ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Most assuredly not.

Mr. DENNIS. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. FISH. I just have one question.

Mr. DENNIS. I yield back to MI. Fish.

Mr. FISH. I have just one question in one area here, Mr. Mitchell. At

the time of your conversation in the White House with Mr. Ehrlich
man on April the 14th, did he discuss with you a conversation that
he
had had on the west coast a few days earlier, I believe April the 4th,



with Mr. O'Brien ?

Mr. MlTCHELL. I don't recall, Mr. Fish, that that entered into the

conversation. I don't recall.

Mr. FISH. Did he report to you at any time that you had been

instrumental in setting up
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Mr. MITCHELL. Well], I was instrumental in getting a meeting
between Mr. O'Brien and Mr. Haldeman and apparently Mr. Haldeman
passed Ehrlichman on to, or passed O'Brien on to Ehrlichman. I don't
have any recollection at this time that Ehrlichman and I ever
discussed the contents of that meeting.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. Flowers.

Mr. FLOWERS. Thank your Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Mitchell, am I correct, and I believe you so testified~~ that you
and the President have a fairly longstanding personal relationship,
both politicalwise and friendshipwise, social]y and so forth, that
estends back some years before the White House years?

Mr. MITCHELL. Well, as to the social aspect of it or the friendship
aspect, it goes back starting w ith varying degree( s w hen he came
from California to New York in 1963 it was. Our law firms did work
together and we saw each other from time to time. And then, of
course, our firms merged on January I, 1967, and there is a personal
relationship. The  frequency
, of course, diminished measurably after he became President and
had other things to do.

Ma. FLOWERS. Yes, Sir

Now, after he became President am I incorrect though in assuming
that you did have a degree of personal relationship that was
obviously somewhat closer than he had with a number of other
people in your administration ?

3Ir. MITCHELL. Well, I think that's a reasonable statement; yes,
Congressman.

Mr. FLOWERS. Of course, you are not a member of the White House
staff, but had your own bailiwick at the Justice Department. Now,
insofar as your personal contacts with the President, Mr. Mitchell,
were you able to reach him when you needed to talk with him about
matters of the Justice Department or other matters that you thought
he might be interested in ?



Ml. MITCHELL. Yes; I was, Mr. Flowers. I don't recall of any time that I
haven't been able to reach the President when I so attempted to do
so. It was my practice, however, not to do that unless there was a
dire emergency.

Mr. FLOWERS. Yes; I understand. My question then goes to other people
who perhaps did not have this same personal relationship that you
did, and also I am going to ask you about the White House staff
itself, which}l you may not have as much knowledge of as perhaps
others, but was it structured so that everything that the President r
received was filtered through Mr. Haldeman ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Well, based on my knowledge and I can't assure this to
be the fact, that most everything that w as sent for the President's
attention was cleared through Mr. Ha]deman's office.

Mr. FLOWERS. Was everybody the President was to see cleared
through it?

Mr. MITCHELL. With the exception of certain areas of foreign policy
and national defense.

Mr. FLOWERS. But to everybody that wanted to see him on a normal
Government matter, or a normal political matter, it would be cleared
through Mr. Haldeman ?
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Mr. MITCIIEIJL. MITCHELL s my understanding of it yes Sir.

Mr. FLOWERS. Would you yourself have to be cleared through Mr.

Haldeman ?

Mr. MITCHELL. There has been some debate about this in the press

down here. My answer was no; I would not have been.

Mr. FLOWERS. From your knowledge, would Mr. Colson's relation

ship with}l the President or his contact with him have to be cleared

through Mr. Haldeman ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I was not very familiar with MI-. Colson's relation

ship with the President. I can't answer that.

Mr. FLOWERS. Mr. Ehrlichman's relationship with the President,

would it have to be cleared thr ought Mr. Haldeman 2

Mr. MITCHELL. I would doubt it

Mr. FLOWERS. What about Mr. Dean 2

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes; I would believe that very much so, Mr. Dean.

Mr. FLOWERS. Mr. Dean?

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir. Yes, sir.

Mr. FLOWERS. He did not have a close personal relationship?

MI. MITCHELL. Please understand that I am giving you my opinion.

Mr. FLOWERS. Yes, sir. I understand that.

Mr. MITCHELL. Based only upon my knowledge.

Mr. FLOWERS. Yes. That's all I am asking for, is your best judgment.



Mr. Dean's personal relationship with the President came v ery late

in Mr. Dean's career at the White House did it not, or it appears to

me so?

Mr. MITCHELL. So I understand. I am not certain.

Mr. FLOWERS You had no personal knowledge of it other than the

fact that he was there in the various meetings that we see indicated
that the President had some fairly high things to say about Mr.
Dean's

activities ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I am not sure I understand your question.

Mr. FLOWERS. Well

Mr. MITCHELL. Well, unless——

Mr. FLOWERS. In fact, the March 22 transcript indicates that the

President was complimenting Mr. Dean rather highly to you I believe.

Mr. MITCHELL. Could be. I just don't recall that portion of it.

Mr. FLOWERS. Well, were you aware, Mr. Mitchell, of any policy

within the White House among those who were close to the President
of keeping things from the President that were "things he ought not

to know about" or things of that nature?

Mr. MITCHELL. Very much so and you can get about six former

Cabinet officers to come up and testify to that.

Mr. FLOWERS. Was that a generally accepted policy ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I don't know how generally accepted it was, but it

happened very frequently and former (?abiliet officers an(l others of



his agencies in this city have spoken out quite loudly on this subject

matter.

Mr. FLOWERS. Thank you, sir.

No further questions Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Mayne ?

Mr. Mann ?

Mr. MANN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
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Mr. Mitchell, how often during the period that you were campaign
director in 1972, how often did you report to the President
concerning the progress of the campaign and plans for the campaign?

Mr. MITCHELL. Well, let me try to answer your question more fully by
expanding it, because I was only- the campaign director from April 9
until July 1. I did continue, as I have testified here, in a consulting
capacity during other the other time between July 1 and the election
in November. I would guess that the total number of times that I met
with the President during that period. in both capacities, to talk
about the campaign, and I think that was your question and its
progress, was probably six or seven.

Mr. MANN. All right now, Mr. LaRue testified that there was a daily
meeting at the White House which you attended while you were
campaign director. and Ml. MacGregor following you. Who did you
meet with on that occasion in the morning at 8 or 8 :30 ?

Mr. MITCHE}.LL. This was an 8:15 meeting that I attended from some
time I guess in early April ]972 until the first of July It was Mr.
Haldeman, Mr. Ehrlichmand Mr. MacGregor, Dr. Kissinger General Haig,
Mr. Colson, generally Ml. Flanagan. Mr. Stein from the Council of
Economic Advisors, Mr Ziegler or a representative of his office, and I
think that about covers it. Oh, Mr. Bumsfeld.

Mr . MANN. A;\ as that a campaign strategy meeting ?

Mr. MITCHELL. No: that was anything but. It was the White House
staff chiefs getting together early in the morning to discuss the
problems of the day that ranged all the way from legislation,
Executive orders, activities in the departments, and very little
political activity was discussed in connection with it.

Mr. MAN N. Well]l. did you not attend such meetings prior to April 4
when you became campaign director ?

Mr. MITCHELL. No; I did not because I was not part of the White House
staff

Mr. MANN. But, as campaign director you joined the inner circle?

Mr. MITCHELL. I joined them for the purpose of understanding the
issues that were developing in the Govermant. Issues are parts of



the campaign, so I would be cognizant of what the issues were and
what the position of the administration w as with respect to those
issues.

Mr. M.vss. In the process would you make a report to the people who
obviously had the ear of the President on a daily basis concerning
campaign development ?

Mr. MITCHELL. No; I can't recall a single time that campaign
developments were discussed at such a meeting. There e was another
ad hoc group doing this. Up to July 1, that consisted of Clark
MacGregor, Haldeman Ehrlichman]icllnlan. Har]ow who was not in the
White House at that time but came to those meetings where we did
put together more of a discussion of the campaign activities. and
strategy vis-a-vis the issues that were arising in Government.

M,. MANN. During this period from April to July 1, did the Presi dent
attend any of those 8 :15 meetings ?

Mr. MITCHELL(~~Hr.IL. He has never attended one that I have been at
and I under stand that it is not his pract ice. to do so.

MR. M.ann. Thank you.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Hogan ?

Mr. HOGAN. I have no questions, Mr. Chairman.
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The CHAIRMAN. Mr. S arbanes 2

Mr. SARBANES. No questions.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Butler! a

Mr. BUTLER. No questions.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Seiberling?

Mr. SEIBERLING. Mr. Mitchell, would you say that you were a close
personal friend of President Nixons ?

Mr. MITCHELL.L. I would. You have to know the President and his
friends, and so forth. Of course, Mr. Rebozo and Mr. Abplanalp have
been described as very close personal friends of the President and so
I have spent a time with the three of them together so maybe. you
can classify me in the same category. But. as I say when you are the
President of the United States you don t have time for extensive
social activity.

Mr. SEIBERLING. But did you have a warm relationships

Mr. MITCHELL. I had always felt it so from my point of view. I trust
that he felt likewise.

Mr SEIBERLING. Do you feel you still have such a relationship a

Mr. MITCHELL . I think so. Of course, it has been somew hat deferred
in view of some of these activities and events.

Mr. SEIBERLING At the TIME of the MARCH 22. 1973^ meeting which
you attended with the President, were you aware that the
conversations with him in the Oval Office were being tape recorded

Mr.MITCHELL No, sir.

Mr. SEIBERLING. Mr. Chairman, I have no further questions. Thank you,
Mr. Mitchell.

Mr.MITCHELL. You are welcome.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Mayllei



Mr. MAYNE. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. No questions.

The CHAIRMAN. Did Mr. Seiberling yield to someone ?

Mr. SEIBERLING. No.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Butler ?

Mr. BUTL ER. No questions, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN Mr. Danielson 2

Mr. DANIELSON. I yield my time to Mr. Donohue.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Donohue.

Mr. DoNOHUE Mr. Mitchell,you stated I think in answer to one of Mr.
St. Clair's questions that you have never met Mr. Hunt; is that
correct ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir.

Mr. DONOHUE. But you knew of Mr. Hunt did youl not ?

Mr. MITCHELL I knew of Mr. Hunt in a very isolated situation. If you
give me the moment, I will explain it to you.

Mr. DONOHUE You mav proceed! yes.

Mr.MITCHELL The onlv time I had ever heard of Mr. Hunt until
sometime after .June 17 was in conneetion with the subject matter
which I think I testified to here earlier, that has to do with this
Diem cable story in which Mr. Lambert, the magazine writer, came to
me about the Diem cables and wanted to know if I could help him get
them for Mr. Colson and it was at that time that he mentioned that
Mr. Hunt and Mr. Colson Mr. Hunt was working for Mr. Colson, and he
was involved in the Diem cables situation. That's the only time I had
ever heard of Mr. Hunt.
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Mr. DONOHUE. And you can't recall hearing of him at any time prior to
that date in June ?

Mr.MITCHELL This was prior to the date in June. Congressman.

Mr.DONOHUE. Did you hear of him in connection with the break-in of
Dr. Fielding's office ?

Mr. MITCHELL. No, sir. not until that became public. No, excuse me, I
don t mean to say that. Not until I heard about the break-in from Mr.—
at Dr. Fielding's office from Mr. Mardian and Mr. LaRue and from Mr.
Dean.

Mr.DONOHUE. Well, didn't you have that information in your office as
Attorney General ?

Mr. MITCHELL. The information about the break-in in the

Mr. DONOHUE. Yes.

Mr. MITCHEL L. Doctor's office ?

Mr. DONOHUE. Yes.

Mr MITCHELL . No, sir, there was not.

Mr. DONOHUE Retell at a time sometime prior to June, Ellsberg w as
being tried in California was he not ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I m not certain that the trial had started,
Congressman. He had been indicted but whether his trial had started
or not I can t tell VOU.

Mr. DONOHUE Well, during that trial, didn't the judge order ce.rtain
information in the. files of the attorney (General's office to be
produced at that trial ?

Mr. MITCHELL. (congressman you are talking about a period and a
subject matter that occurred long after I left the Justice
Departmentt. I can't tell you about them.

lMr.DONOHUE. Well. prior to your leaving the Justice Department was
there not in the Justice I)epart.ment information that was furnished



to the Attorney General s office regarding the break-in to Dr.
Fielding's office?

Mr. MITCHELL. To my knowledge, no.

Mr. DONOHUE Now, in reply to another question from Mr. St.Clair, you
stated in the conversation that you had with LaRue regarding the
payment of the 87.5,000 that LaRue mentioned that it was for
attorneys' fees, is that cor r ect ?

MlMITCHELL. I have that recollection; yes. sir.

Mr. I}DONOHUE. But you would not preclude that he also included that
it was to he used for liv ing expenses for Hunt ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I have no recollection of that so I can't say one way or
the other.

Mr. I)ONOHUE. In other words, he might have stated it to you ?

Mr. MITCHELL. It's quite conceivableCongressman. M~~;reeollection
seems to be stronger on the attorneys' fees aspect of it because Mr.
13ittman's name and requests were discussed.

Mr. DONOHUE I have no further questions Mr. C:hairman.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Cohen.

Mr. COHEN Thanks you Mr.Chairman

Mr. Mitchell having learned of the break-in on June 17 or June 18 I
think you testified to and the involvement of the Committee To
ReElect emp]oyees or one employee did you conduct an investigation
on your own to determine the extent of that involvement ?
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Mr. MITCHELL. What I did was designate Mr. Mardian to do that. And to
further that question, it was shortly thereafter. and I can't put my
finger on the exact date at this moment, that the litigation divas
started by Mr. O'Brien the Democratic NationalCommittee Mr
{Parkinson's firm. Mr. O'Brien's firm came in and they worked with Mr
Mardian in this area.

Mr. COHEN. Speaking of O'Brien, I believe you indicated earlier that
you had a conversation with him on March 22, 1973; is that correct ?

Mr. MITCHELL. It may be. I will look and see.

Mr. COHEN. Would your records indicate as to whether or not you met
personally with Mr. O'Brien on that date ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Did he say the 22d or 23d i

Mr. COHEN. Yes, March 22.

Mr. MITCHELL. Oh, excuse me. March 22 I was in Washington.

Mr. COHEN. That's right.

Mr. MITCHELL. And as I left the meeting with the President over in
the Executive Office Building, I guess we all left together r am not
certain because the President was leaving for KeYTBISCAYNE I
understand, Mr. O'Brien was waiting outside in an anteroom across
from the hall where the President's Office is in the Executive Office.
Building. And I stopped and talked to Mr. O Brien casually and briefly
beeause I think he wanted me to, as I recall it, either talk longer or
have a drink with him or something, but I had a plane to catch so I
left.

Mr. COHEN. Did you have a discussion with him either on that day or
shortly thereafter whereby Mr. O'Brien indicated to you that he
wanted to settle the case with the Democratic Party, to give
Common Cause whatever information they wanted in the way of
interrogatories or depositions and that he wanted to testify before
the Senate select committee ? Did he ever indicate that to you ?

Mr.MITCHELL. Well, COMMON Cause you mentioned. I am not sure that
that was involved.



Mr. COHEN. Did he mention the Democratic Party suit or that he
wanted to testify before the Senate ?

Mr. MITCHELL. My conversations with Mr. O'Brien at this particular
time were to the effect that these people from the Committee for
the Re-Election of the President needed counsel before the Select
Committee on Watergate and that he was bucking for the job as
counsel to represent the individuals that were going up there

Mr. (COHEN-.Did he ever indicate to yolt that he was becoming
concerned about the inconsistences that were—the inconsistent
statements that were being made before the Senate select
committee. and this is what he wanted to talk to l l aldeman about ?

Mr. MITCIIELL. Well, in this time frame, back in March oh as I recall,
there weren't any statements being made to the select committee.
This was hack in March and the resolution hadn't wasn't—I don't know
when it was passed, but it seems to me in this time frame and I may
be wrong, they just hadn't gotten geared up to go into that at that
time.

Mr.(COHEN. Well! I withdraw thatquestion. One other. I believe you
indicated in response to Mr. Railsback that the plan that you are
referring to in this transcript that we have. and your meeting with
the
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President, dealt with your proposal about getting off the executive
privilege wicket, and you urged the President, as I recall, to let
Colson
testify, Haldeman and Ehrlichman everybody but Dean who would

assert the attorney-client privilege correct? Is that correct?

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, that is

Mr. COHEN. But in connection with that plan, wasn't it also a part

of the plan that the President would submit a report to be prepared
by Mr. Dean to the committee to be held in executive session, and a
part of that report prepared by Dean would exonerate or exculpate

Haldeman, Colson, and Ehrlichman ?

Mr. MITCHELL I don't agree with the last aspect of it. As I recall

the conversations the report was to deal with the Watergate matter.
And I say Watergate, I am not talking about the White House plumb
ers or things like that. And the point, and I am not sure this was
discussed at this particular meeting but the point was that there
was
debate, a report that Dean would take based on affidavits. and FBI
files, of their FBI investigation and so forth, which would be sub

mitted to the select committee.

Mr. COHEN. Did you ever have any chance of occasion to contact

Tom Pappas of Massachusetts concerning the raising of money?

Mr. MITCHELL. Not the raising of money. I have talked to Tom

Pappas quite often.

Mr. COHEN. Did you know whether Mr. LaRue contacted Mr. Pappas

for the purpose of money ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I don t know. Mr. LARue and Mr. Pappas were dis



cussing the potential of putting in some type of a refinery in the
New
England area. I know that. But whether it ever went beyond that or

not, I don't know.

Mr COHEN. Just one final question. Did you ever have any authority

overthe disbursement of that $3)0,000 fund?

Mr. MITCHELL. No, sir. I didn't have any authority over the disburse

ment of any money.

Mr. COHEN. Any money at all ?

Mr. MITCHELL. No, sir. By the time I got to the committee, we were

working on budgets, and money was expended under the basis of the
budgets. The $350,000 was transferred to the White House for the
pur
pose of polling, and it w as under the jurisdiction, as I understand it,
of

Mr. Haldeman.

Mr. COHEN. I believe you said you became aware in the fall of 197S,

that you l)ecame aware of payments of attorneys' fees to the
defendants.

Hove did you become aware of that ?

Mr. MITCHELL. In the discussions that were taking place., and of

course these were a lot of general discussions about the subject
matter

of the Democratic litigation.

Mr. COHEN. But You weren't with t CRP any more ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I was not with the CRP. I attended a substantial

number of meetings on different subject matters relating to the cam



paign and that litigation.

Mr. COHEN. Would it be fair to say Mr. O'Brien was correct when

he testified before this committee that notwithstanding your
resigna
tion from the committee that you revere, for all practical purposes,
s t i l l

verv much with the committee ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Well, you would have to state the time period.
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Mr. COHEN. Taking or following your resignation ?

TheCHAIRMAN-. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. MITCH ELL. May I answer the question ?

The CHAIRMAN. Please do.

Mr. MITCHELL. Because I moved, physically moved, to New York and
was just infrequently in Washington after that period of time.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Drinan.

Mr. DRINAN. Mr Mitchell, I wonder if you could give us some help with
regard to the electronic surveillance that was ordered by the White
House and I have before me a document that was given in the recent
past to the committee over your signatur e. find this states that you
approve a wiretap on a certain individual who works for Mr.
Ehrlichman and he is employed in the Domestic Council staff. And
you state "higher authority has requested that this be done
immediately for use prior to Thursdays and it is cosigned by J. Edgar
Hoover. Do you feel that—and in an accompanying melllo Mr. DeLoach
states that he talked personally with you and that you stated that
the President was extremely [unintelligible] and agitated over this
matter and ordered the wiretap. Could ;you tell us why allegedly
internal security was involved in this question ?

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Mr. Chairman ?

Mr. HUNDLEY. Could we see the document 2

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. St. Clair.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. For the first time in 8 weeks, I guessI would like to
interpose an objection. This subject matter is far beyond the
statement filed with the committee as to the scope of its
investigation. I have not prepared in any respects to deal with the
subject matter.

Mr. DRINAN. May I be heard, Mr. Chairman ?

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Drinan



Mr. DRINAN. In the scope of the testimony that has been given to the
committee, the first item stales "John N.Mitchell will testify with
respect to one, his personal and professional relationship with the
President" and this is about a conversation. that the Attorney
General has conceded he had with the President himself, and he
followed the orders of the President in this matter.

Mr. WALDIE. Mr. Chairman, may I be heard ?

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Waldie.

Mr. WALDIE. Mr. Chairman it seems to me that at this particular
moment we are flitting a kind of a watershed mark as to the role of
Mr. St. Clair in this committee. It seems to me that we made it quite
clear that the President's counsel would have no authority to object
to questions from Members of the Congress. It seems to me that is
what is occurring at this point.

The CHAIRMAN. Well, I must advise the gentleman from California
that the President's counsel has a right to interpose objections,
according to the rules that we have a dopted.

Mr. WALDIE. That was not my understanding. Could vou refer to that
specific rule ?

Mr. DRINAN. Mr. Chairman, I will be

Mr. HOGIANT. Read the rules.

Mr. DRINAN. I will be happy to have MR.. Mitchell and his lawyer to
see these documents told we will come back after this quorum ca]l.
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The CHAIRMAN. This is a short quorum call and we need not attend.
Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Chairman ? Mr. Chairman ?

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Brooks.

Mr. Bloods. Could I just refresh the committee's memory on that
rule? I think it is on page 2. number 2 on 2, objections relating to
the examination of witnesses OI' to the admissibility of testimony
and evidence may be raised only by a witness or his counsel. A
member of the committee, committee counsel or the President's
counsel shall be ruled upon by the chairman or presiding member.
Such ruling shall be final unless overruled by a vote of the majority
of the members present. In the case of a tie vote the ruling of the
Chair shall prevail.

The CHAIRMAN. The rule provides that President's counsel may
interpose the objection.

Mr. BUTLER. Rule on it.

Mr. DRINAN-. I insist, Mr. Chairman, this is very relevant.

The CHAIRMAN. I haven't ruled yet.

Ms. HOLTZMAN. Mr. Chairman thank you for recognizing me. I would
just like to point out that the basis of Mr. St. Clair's objection is
that he's not prepared to deal with this subject matter and I think
the committee was well aware of the fact that this subject was in
fact, dealt with explicitly by Mr. St. Clair in the presentation that he
made before the committee. And I would certainly think that that
ought to be taken into account in weighing the validity of the
objection, whatever it may be.

Mr. MARAZITI. Mr. Chairman ?

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Maraziti.

Mr. M\R.\ZITI. I concur with the objection by Mr. St. Clair. He has
stated very clearly that it is not within the scope of the testimony
of Mr. Mitchell as anticipated by him. That alone may not be enough,
but he has raised a very good point, that he has not prepared for the
discussion in this respect. If the Chair rules that this line of inquiry
is to be followed, then I think in fairness to the members of the



committee and the President's counsel we should postpone this line
of inquiry for a day or two.

The CHAIRMAN. Might I inquire, Mr. Drinan, where in the scope of the
testimony which is before the committee—

Mr. DRINAN. At the very beginning

The CHAIRMAN. We are within the boundaries of that ?

Mr. DRINAN. The first and second line, Mr. Chairman. "John N. Mitchell
will testify with respect to one, his personal and professional
relationship with the President." I think it is relevant to note, Mr
Chairman, that Mr. Mitchell, it is my understanding, has subsequently
denied that he signed all of the 17 and Mr. Richardson has said that
he did sign all of the 17 statements or authorizations for electronic

surveillance.

Mr. MITCHELL. I don't know where you got your information from,
Father, but that is not correct.

Mr. DRINAN. Well, all right. I will come to that.

Mr. Seiberling. Mr. Chairman, may I be heard ?

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Seiberling.

Mr. SEIBERLING. I do not understand the requirement for a statement
as to the proposed testimony of each witness to be binding on
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the members, but merely on the counsel for the committee and the
President.

[Short paused

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is going to rule that notwithstanding the
limitation imposed, and I recognize that the scope' of the testimony
is that which counsel had intended that the committee not be
restricted to, but that the committee would be at least in a position
to understand what counsel was going to attempt to bI'illg forth in
the testimony that was going to be presented through Mr. Mitcllel],
and I recognize that while the counsel for the President has a right
to interpose an objection, I think that the right of counsel to
interpose the objection, frankly, does not flow to the members, and
against the members of the committee.

And I believe the members of the committee in this instance have a
wide latitude to discuss the matters that come within the scope of
the inquiry that we are conducting with the only proviso and
embargo being such as they will impose upon themselves in knowing
that the witness before us is a person who is at the moment under
indictment, and that his rights may be prejudiced if we go within
the areas of those matters for which he is awaiting trial. For that
reason I overrule the objection.

Mr. DRINAN. Mr. Chairman, if agreeable, I will wait just a moment
until counsel and Mr. Mitchell have a chance to look at these
documents.

[Short pause.]

Mr. DRINAN. Mr. Chairman, could I ask Mr. McClory to begin clocking
my 5 minutes from this moment?

Mr. HUNDLEY. You mean that i.f, doesn't pay to be a slow reader?

Mr. DRINAN. Mr. Mitchell, would you give us your recollection of your
signing of that document and your indication of why apparently in
the judgment of the White House and the judgment of the Attorney
General, that was within the scope of national security ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Would you give me a moment to pursue this ?



Mr. DRINAN. Yes.

[Short pause.]

Mr. DRINAN. Thank you, Mr. Mitchell. Let me just restate the question.
Would you give us your interpretation or your recollection why you
felt that the President in this case, and you had a right to insti

tute electronic surveillance over a member of the White House staff
who is not associated with foreign policy at all ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Father Drinan, I don't know who the individual is to
begin with.

Mr. DRINAN. He is a member of the Domestic Council staff and you
directed that the reports on the electronic surveillance not go to the
President but to Mr. Ehrlichman, who was his superior.

Mr. MITCHELL. Well, this, of course, was pursuant to the direction
which is stated in here. But, I would also point out not knowingwho
this individual was, that there is a reference to material from Guam
that is coming Thursday night. Now, while Guam is one of our
possessions, it is obviously outside of the continental United States.
What the circumstances were I do not have a recollection back to
1969 about it and not knowing who the individual is——
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Mr. DRINAN. IS it fair to say that the President asked you and you

ordered it assuming that the President has facts that are not
disclosed

to you ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I can't say that at this late date. Let me say that this

notation on here of my approval and the reference to the higher au

thol ity is in my handwriting. I can identify that.

Ml . DRINAN. That would have been the President, I assume ?

Mr MITCHELL. Yes, sir.

Mr. DRINAN. Would y ou illuminate us about the other 16 individuals

who were subjected to this type of surveillance ?

Mr MITCHELLL After this period of time, as I have told people who

have inquired on the subject matter, I can't tell you all of them. I
have
testified previously on the subject matter to the Senate Select Com
mittee and I have referred them to the records of the Justice Depart
ment which would be much more than my memory after all of these

years.

Mr. DRINNAN. Now, Mr. Mitchell, the committee did receive extensive

material from the Justice Department! and I think from the FBI and
these taps produced no clue whatsoever of any leaks by these people
of national security matters, and that long before they were discon
tinued Mr. Sullivan and Mr. Hoover recommended the termination.
Furthermore it appears

Mr. MITCHELL. Who did they r ecommend the termination to ?

pair. DRINAN. TO YOU.



Mr. MITCHELL. Is that in the record there 2

Mr. DRINAN. I think it is, SIR But, I think perhaps more importantly

that the five guidelines of the Department of Justice with regard to
warrantless taps were not actually followed in these cases. Did the
President suggest or order that the regular rules of the Department

oil Justice and the regular rules and procedures of the FBI for
keeping

these wiretaps not l)e followed in these cases 7

Mr. MITCHELL To my knowledge there was no such conversation

on the sub jest matter with me.

Mr. DRINAN. Why was regular order not followed ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I can't answer that question after this period of

tim(. I have no recollection as to the discussions involved other than
the basic authorization with respect to the concern that he had over
national security. I was not prior to or knowledgeable of all of the
discussions that the people in the White House may have had with
the

Director of the FBI.

Mr. DRINAN. But it is common knowledge, it is accepted that the

records of the 17 tapes were held in very irregular status, and that
at a
moment in time they were delivered to the White House and their suh
sequently they were retrieved. AA as the Whte House and the Presi
dent or his inimediate inferiors, did they order this, suggest it or
com

pel it ?

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. MITCHELL. Compel what ?

Mr. DRINAN. Compel the deviance from the rules of the Department



of Justice?

Mr. MITCHELL. I am not familiar with that, Father. I can't answer it.

Mr. DRINAN. Thank you very much.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Lott.
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Mr. LOTT. NO questions, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Rangel ?

Mr. R.ANGEL. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Mitchell, your counsel evidenced some concern that the sub

pena that had issued demanding your appealall(e might adversely
affect your right to a fair trial and, in that connection, have you had
an opportunity to read the edited transcripts that were made public

by the President of the United States ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I read

Mr. RANGEl This is this blue book that the President issued, I guess

April 30.

Mr. MITCHELL. I didn't know whether I had the edited or the ex

purgated edition. But, in any event, that blue book, I have read the
transcript of the March 22 meeting at which I attended with the
Pres
ident. And I have skimmed through, and I saw

Mr. RANGEL. Alrell, I direct your attention to the conversation that

your friend, the President, washaving, on April 14 of 1973.

Mr. MITCHELL. I did not read that one.

Mr. RANGF.L. Wells

Mr.MITCHELLI haven t gotten to it yet.

Mr. RANGEL. There is a lot of comment, you have gone through a lot

of effort to protect the President and the office, but throughout this
transcript

Mr. MITCHELL. Congressman, I don't want to accept that statement



that you just made. I haven't gone through any effort at all. I have

just answered the questions as they have been submitted to me.

Mr. RAN GEL. 1 'm sorry. Oh, I didn't mean to cast doubt on the truth

of your statements. But, throughout it seems as though that vou felt
a great deal of concern about the reelection of the President, and I
thought it had been reported that youwent to great lengths to
protect
his reelection efforts even though you felt that some of the things

that were done were not exactly lawful.

Mr. MITCHELL. I would accept that statement. Done by others, done

by others than the President.

Mr. RANGEL. My question is so that we can have a better ull(1er

standillg, why is it that in these transcripts it seems as though the
President is very anxious for you to plead guilty and get out of all of
this and that you should be served as an ]lOl'S d'oeuvrc, to stay away
from the main dish, and I presume that is him. .otncl it just seems
as
tlloug]l the loyalty that you have expressed to the President and his
other people have not expressed that same deep feeling about vour
involvement or laek of it. Could you help us out on why this mit ht
be?

Mr. MITCHELL Alrell, there is one thing that I can say, that I am

going to have some interesting reading that vou halve just called to
my
attention. The other thought that comes to my mind, for what it's
worth, apparently the President was operating on a lot of
misinforma

tion that he was r eceiving from other individuals.

Mr. RANGEL. Well, do you believe that these other close friends of

the President have misused you in the course of his efforts to get



reelected ?

Mr. MITCHELL. In the course of the efforts to get r ee]ected, I don't

knowI am not quite sure.



201

Mr. RANGEL. Let me withdraw  that.

Ml. MITCHELL The thrust of that question is, what I was im

mediately driving at, which may not be responsive, I have gathered
along the line that some of those individuals over there might have
decided that they would attain a better posture if they could sort of,

so to sp)eak, put the monkey on my back.

Mr R.ANGEL. I see. And there did come a time, where you believed

that the President was believing them rather than conferring with
you

to find out what the truth was as you saw it ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I think there might have been an interim period

when that was so, yes.

MI. RANGEL. Well, did you ever have an opportunity to speak with

the President to show where the wrongdoing actually laid rather
than

have you accept all of the blame ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Well, I am not about to accept the blame and haven't.

Mr. RANGEL. No, no.

Mr. MITCHELL. But to answer your question, I am saying

Mr. RANGEL. I am saying you don't have the benefit of the trans

scripts, but you can see there was a concerted effort, that the best

thing you could have done for the President was to plead guilty ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Counsel has implied that to me OII a number of

occasions, yes. But, your question was whether or not I have



discussed

this aspect with the President. I have not directly, Its.

Mr. RANGEL. I}o you have any reason why you would not discuss

with one of your better friends why some of his other friends are
ask
ing you to plead guilty and laying on you, why you would not discuss
i t

with him?

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, very much so and ver y strongly so. From the

time frame of April on when these matte, s were being brought to
the
President's attention, I knew that he was then consulting with the
Justice Department, and I fully believed that the President as the
Chief Executive Officer should have an official input from the law
enforcement agen(ies on the subject matter and not from a bunch of
story carriers or others who were protecting their own, or seeking
to.

Mr. RANGEL. Maybe I didn't frame my question correctly. But, have

you set the record straight with the President of the United States
as

relates to your activities ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I believe that I have through my—I haven't di

rectly put——

Mr. RANGEL.. You haven't discussed it personally 2

Mr. MITCHELL. No; for the reasons I have just stated.

Mr. RANGEL. I see.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. RANGEL. Thank you.



The CHARMAN. Mr. Froehlich.

Mr. FROEHLICH. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Mitchell, during the period of April to July, when you ran the

Reelect the President Committee, could you tell us the organization
of that committee, how many people were involved, how many divi
sions, who was making the decisions over there under you?

Mr. MITCHELL. Well, the finance committee, of course, was a
separate

operation from the Committee for the Re-Election of the President,
and crossed over only for thepurpose  of the preparation of budgets.



There was the committee which was headed by the chairman, Mr.
Frank l)ale, of Cincimlati, Ohio, all(l six other outst<tll(lillg public
citizens who were the members of the committee. I, as the campaign
director, was the highest operational alltllolitv. I)irectly undel me
as assistant director, campaign director, was rei) I\Ia,. rll(iel. And
then you broke OT¢ into the programmatic side whiell invo]z ed!
media, radio, television, nelvsI)lper advertising, direct mailings and
you went all through the different types of programs. From there you
moored over into the political side which had to do avit]l and dealt
with the organizations that were created within the ~~0 States for
the purpose of conducting the local campaigns. That was the general
structure of it.

Mr. FROEHLICH Now,during this period of time from April to July I
believe you said you had seven or eight meetings with the President
?

How many?

Mr. MITCHELL. No, I think that I said from the 9th of April through to
the election my guesstimate was six or seven meetings with the
President where the campaign was discussed.

Mr. FROEHLICH How many meetings between April and July while you
were campaign director on the subject of the campaign?

Mr. MITCHELL Probably one or two. I can check the logs here and find
out, but pr obably one or two

Mr. FROEHLICH. When you had these meetings would they he at the
Executive Office Building at night, after dinner ?

Mr. MITCHELL. No, there were meetings, but not in the time frame of
which you talk about, and which I remember one of them on the
Sequoia and another one of them up) at Camp David. But, the others
would be held in the Oval Office or his office in the Executive Office
Building.

Mr. FROEHLICH I)id you often meet with the President On other
subjects at the Executive Office Building at night ?

Mr MITCHELL I don't recall exceptbut once having  met with the
President at night in the TV Executive Office Buildingall(l that had
to do with all entirely different sub)je(t matter. and(l that was ill
1971.



Mr. FROELICH(~~lT. We have testimony from another witness before
this committee that the Re-Elect the Presidentr committee was
really an extension of the White House and(l thatMr. Haldeman the
reclection committee out of the Whit House and in effect the
President e  ran it through}l Haldeman.Would you say that is correct 

Mr. MITCHELL.. I would say that that is absolute nonsense. The
President devoted very, very little time to the campaign as far as
the period of time when I was there as campaign director and there
were no d(-cisions coming out of the White House at all on the
actual running of the campaign.

I was making, frequently in conversation with Mr. Haldeman, hut I
was making the decisions.

Ml'. FROEHLICH(~~II. How often did you meet with Haldeman on this
you and(l he on the subject of the campaign commitee and its
programs?

Mr. MITCHELL During what period of time ?

Mr. FROEHLICH While you were running the show.

I\Tl . 1\1l r ( lll r.T.. Oh, maybe on( e a \veel~, onee every 1() days,
somethillfr live that.
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Mr. running. That would not constitute him running the committee ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Not in my opinion. Of course, there was much written
about that and a lot of stories were told about the controversy
between Haldeman and myself, or Mitchell and the White House about
how the campaign was run, et cetera, et cetera, but I think they
were just trying to stir up a little controversy. But, I would not
characterize it as Ml. Haldeman running the campaign in any form,
shape, or circumstances.

Mr. FROEHLICH. And your resignation from the committee had nothing
to do with the Watergate break-in ?

Mr. MITCHELL. None whatsoever.

Mr. FROEHLICH. No further questions, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will recess until we vote and we will
return immediately after the vote.

Short recess ]

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will come to order.

Mr. Moorhead.

Mr. MOORHEAD. Mr. Mitchell, concerning the telephone call that you
received from Mr. LaRue in which he asked you, or at least discussed
the payment of funds on behalf of Mr. Hunt to Mr. Bittman or Mr. Hunt
in your recollection, you have testified that you weren't sure
whether the call cameon the 20th or the 21st of March, is that
correct ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir.

Mr.MOORHEAD. In your mind, do you have any way that you can
pinpoint whether that call was early in the morning or sometime
later in the morning or what time of day it may have come in ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I have no records to establish the date of it and I have
no recollection as to the time of day. I just, as I have stated have a
clear recollection that it came before the Haldeman call, which was
shortly after noon, as I recall, and apparently, that is established by



MR Haldeman's logs.

Mr. MOORHEAD. According to your records, you did not call Mr.LaRue
back after 1le had called you, is that right 2

Mr. MITCHELL. I can't answer that, because that would probably be
handled by my secretary rather than myself. But I would point out
that there is no call registered on the telephone company's records
on the 21st of March—no call at all to Mr. LaRue.

Mr. MOORHEAD. I see.

Has the President or anyone on behalf of the President ever asked
you to plead guilty to the charges which have been brought against
you?

Mr. MITCHELL. No, there never has been and I am sure if anybody had,
there probably would have been some assault and battery cases come
out of it.

Mr.MOORHEAD. And it has never been suggested to you by anyone 2

Mr. MITCHELL . Not in my presence. no sir.

Mr. AIOORHEAD. I have no further questions.

The CHAIRMAN. Ms. Jordan.

Ms. JORDAN. Mr. Mitchell, you identified Mr. McCord as the national
security officer at the Committee To Re-Elect the President
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earlier in your testimony. I want to know how long it is that you
knew McCorcl and that you knew he was the security director at CRP.

Mr. MITCHELL Did you say national security officer ?

Ms. JORDAN. Well, just the security officer.

Strike "national."

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. McCord  was the security officer at the Committee
for the Re-Election of the President when I arrived there.

Ms. JORDAN. On which date did you arrive there a

Mr. MITCHELL. Well,when I arr ived there—and there you make a good
point. When I arrived in the office of my law firm which was in the
same building, which was March 1,1972.

Ms. JORDAN. March 1 ?

Mr. MITCHELL. 1972.

Ms. JORDAN. 1972.

Was Mr. McCord a man you knew was involved in the Watergate
break-in when you first learned of the break-in on the 17th or 18th
of June ?

Mr. MITCHEI L. It is my r ecollection, and it seems to be eonfirmed
here based on the press release that was issued in Californian on the
18tl of June that Mr. McCord was identified as having been one of
those apprehended in connection with the break-in at the Democratic
National Headquarters.

Ms. JORDAN-. In that press release which you apparently issued, Mr.
Mitchell, in the fourth paragraph, you state "We want to emphasize
that this man and the other people involved were not operating
either in our behalf or with your consent."

Is that a true statement ?

Mr. AIITCHELJ.. It most absolutely is.



Ms.. JORDAN. Who is "this man" refer ring to in paragraph 4 ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I don't have a copy here, but  think Mr. McCord is
referred to up above in the prior paragraphs as I recall reading it
this morning.

Ms. JORDAN. Mr. Mitchell I have a copy of LaRue exhibit 2,1 which you
saw this morning, and in the paragraphs preceding or following
paragraph 4, there is no identification of "this man."

Mr. MITCHELL Well, if I can have a copy of it I think if his name is not
referred to, it refers to a security officer: it refers to somebody
who had his own independent consulting business. And that. of e
ourse, was the description of Mr. McCord.

Ms.. JORDAN.Who was a security officer

Mr. MITCHELL. Well, it starts right out in the verv first par.t Graph. it
says, "A man identified as employed by our campaign committee w
as one of the five people." Then it goes to the secur ity agency.

Ms. JORDAN. Mr. Mitchell, I don't want to interrupt you, but I have a
copy of the release.

Directing you to the conversation you had alone with Mr. Ehrlichman
when you stated that you did not want to see the President, you
stated further, according to the transcripts of your meeting with Mr.
Ehrlichman, that you did not want to embarrass the President. Could
you tell me what you meant by that a

Mr. MITCHELL Yes on the same basis that I have desclibe(l it this
morning. The situation had turned to the point where I thought that

seep. 212, pt. I.
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the President would be better served and better of by dealing with
the law enforcement people r ather than having individuals come
running to him with their individual stories. There apparently had
been too much of that in the 2 preceding weeks.

Ms. JORDAN. How would it embarrass the President, Mr. Mitchell?

Mr. MITCHELL. By having the President be required to listen to
different persons' stories with respect to their involvement or
noninvolvement or the involvement of other people. That is the basis
upon which he would be receiving information that was entirely
outside the law enforcement agencies.

Ms. JORDAN. So would it be a fair statement that you felt it would
embarrass the President to know the truth ?

Mr. MITCHELL. No, never.

Ms. JORDAN. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman.

TheCHAIRMAN.Mr. Maraziti 8

Mr. MARAZITI. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Mitchell, following out the area of examination instituted by
Father Drinan, do you recall a meeting sometime in 1969 at which
there was present, the President, Mr. Kissinger. and yourself, Dr.
Kissinger at that time being the National Security Adviser to the
President? Do you recall a meeting where Mr. Kissinger discussed
his concern about security leaks from the National Security Council

Mr. MITCHELL Yes I do, Sir; at least one time and probably a number
of times.

Mr MARAZITI. And at that time? could you tell us briefly of Dr.
Kissinger's concern ? Did he express a concern about these leaks ?

Mr. MITCHELL. The prime concern of Mr. Kissinger was that the
carrying on of the foreign policy of this country in some very
sensitive areas was, in his opinion, being very greatly impeded by
stories that were appearing in different newspapers. And he felt so
strongly about it that he felt that the matter had to be taken care of
and ratified if the foreign policy of the country was to be properly



structured.

Mr. MARAZITI. Was this the meeting at which it was revealed that
the position of the WAS. Government on the SALT talks was revealed
in the press before the holding of the SALT talks D7

Mr. MITCHELL. I believe that that was a later matter. There were,
however, a number of subject matters dealing with foreign policy
which were of equally severe consequence.

Mr. MARAZITI. And Dr. Kissinger expressed the opinion that the
continued leaks would be detrimental to foreign policy of the U.S.
Government i

Mr. MITCHELL. Very definitely and definitively.

Mr. MARAZITI. And after this meeting, as I understand it, 17
wiretaps were placed OIL various persons, including staff of the
National Security Council, is that correct '0

Mr. MITCHELL. You used the number 17. I can't tell you whether it was
17 or not. I have seen those numbers referred to. I have not seen the
documents that authorized them or have provided the summaries
with respect to therm. But there were a number of such taps placed.

Mr. MARAZITI. Thank you very much. Mr . Mitchell.

I would like to make an observation Mr. Chairman, as Congressman
Conyers has. He said he is shocked at the statements made by

41-574 0 - 74 - 14
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Mr.MITCHELL in view of the evidence already submitted to this
committee. I However, I would like to say that the testimony of Mr.
Mitchell
is evidence. It is evidence from a live witness It is evidence that we
must weigh and consider with all the other evidence and alleged
evidence, including ex parte matters. So I would like to say that this
is for the committee to consider and certainly, the committee may
give
whatever weight they desire to ally of the testimony given here, in

cluding the testimony of Mr . Mitchell.

The CHAIRMAN. I am going to recognize Mr. Mezvinsky out of

order, since Mr. Mezvinsky has some lousiness to attend to on the
floor

pertaining to the committee.

Mr. Mezvinsky.

Mr. MEZVINSKY. Thank YOU, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Mitchell, when has been the most recent contact you have had

with the President or with the White House—either by you or by

counsel or by anyone associated with you ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Well I can't speak for counsel. You will have to

swear him in and interrogate him.

M1. MEZVINSKY. Well when is the last time

Mr. MITCHELL. What do you mean by the White House ?

Mr. DAIS ZVINSKY. When is the last time you have had contact either

with the President or any of his close advisers, in the White House

and on his staff ?



Mr. MITCHELL. Well, close advisers is another question. I guess the

last one would be, oh, q or ', 3 weeks ago! I had dinner in New York
with
Mr. Richard Moore and his brother the Ambassador to Ireland. Is

that the type of in format ion you want ?

Mr. MEZVINSKY. Yes, I just want to know- roughly when you had

your last contact.

Mr. MITCHELL. That, I guess, would have been the last personal

contact that I had.

MI. MEZVINSKY. Have you had any contact within a month or with

in a week's period from that—no phone calls, no contacts at the
White
House ? I am just trying to get an understanding of what you have
had.

Mr. MITCHELL Within a week or a month of that meeting ?

Mr. MEZVINSKY-. Just sort of give me within a recent period of that

social engagement or that dinner.

Mr.MITCHELL AVell, I had dinner with Mr. Leonard Garment in

New York, I)Xlt I guess that would have been :; 3 or 4 months ago

Mr. MEZVIN-SIVY. OK, that issufficient thank you

We have had(I, and you have admitted talking to the President on

June 1972 '. is that correct?

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes. sir.

Mr. MF:ZVIN*IVY. AnD the President has indicated, as you know, or

you may have read or you may also know he has a dictabelt and he
dictates his conversations. what he has concerning activities of that



day And you have indicated that both in front of this committee as
well as to the Senate Water gate Committee. you didn t really want
to
tell the President about the activities, I gather . on the 2()th: you
seemed
embar r assed and(l you reg re tted that you had not policed(e(l a]i
the people
that were in the Committee to Re-Elect the President. is that
correct ?

Mr. MITCHELL. W ell, that is close enough. I testified to that
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Mr. MEZVINSKY. In substance, that is basically what you told the
President 2

Mr. MITCHELL. That is close enough, yes.

Mr. MEZVINSKY. Now what steps did you take to make certain that
everybody would be prosecuted that violated the law ? Because you
were on notice, weren't you, Mr. Mitchell, that there was a clear
violation of law ? What steps did you personally take ?

And again, I would ask if in fact; you were on notice of violations of
law, why didn't you, again, tell the President of this clear violation
?

Mr. MITCHELL. Well, first of all, I was a private citizen. Second, the
President is not in charge of investigations. Third, there was a full
investigation of the matter being conducted by the Federal Bureau of
Investigation and the IJ.S. Attorney's Office.

Mr. MEZVINSKY. Well, then, how do y ou perceive your function upon
knowledge of this? Do you view it as one to bring it to the attention
of the proper authorities for prosecution ? Or do you view it as
simply silence? Or do you view it as defending or protecting those
involved?

Mr. MITCHELL. I viewed it as particularly of silence due to the
position that I held in connection with the campaign for the
reelection of the President, which I have testified at great length
before the Select Committee. I thought was the paramount interest
of this country.

Mr. MEZVINSKY. So you think it was proper, upon being notified and
fully aware of clear violations of law, to simply take the kind of
action of silence that you have done and not tell the President when
you did have the opportunity to talk to him on the 20th of June ?

Mr. MITCHELL. On the 20th of June, I was not aware of any of the
circumstances

Mr. M(CLORY. Mr. Chairman, I would object to the question as
containing conclusions of the questioner with regard to clear
violations of law.



Mr. MITCHELL.. I was going to get to that one next. But I wanted to
make sure that he fully understood that on the 20th of June, when I
talked to the President, I did not have any of this knowledge.

Mr. MEZVINSKY. You were on notice that

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. MCCLORY. Let the witness answer.

Mr. MEZVINSKY. Could I have him at least answer that question?

Did you care to complete your statement ?

Mr. MCCLORY. Did you care to complete it ? I won't repeat it.

Mr. MITCHELL. I would like to follow through on the point Mr. McClory
made, which I was getting to after pointing out that I didn't have the
knowledge when I talked to the President on the 20th of Jlme. That
is that you have r un to conclusions that I did not have definitive

information 011.

You had another question that you wanted me to answer.

The CHAIRMAN. No, his time has expired.

Mr. MITCHELL. I don't want to take over the Chair, you can rest
assured of that.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Latta ?

Mr. LATTA. Mr. Chairman, I will yield to the gentleman from Iowa if
he has one question he wants to ask.

Mr. MEZVINSKY. Thank you.
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The last point is, I guess, I am disturbed that you said you didn t
want to bring this to the attention of the President, you (don t want
to embarrass him. you didnt want to get him involved when vou
pointed out about other Cabinet members that felt somewhat the
same way. In view of the acts that transpired, can I just make the
question— is this the kind of President that you conceived him to be.
to not have this information ?

The CHAIRMAN. I think the question is not a proper question.

Mr. MEZVINSKY. Well, Mr. Chairman, let me at least explain the reason
I want to ask the question. I think we have a very unusual situation.

Mr. DENNIS. Mr. Chairman.

Mr.MEZVINSKY. Mr. Latta, may I at least explain it.

The CHAIRMAN. The time is that of the gentleman from Ohio.

Mr. L.ATTA. I am a very charitable man at heart, soI will let you
explain it.

Mr.MEZVINSKY Thank you. MrLatta.

Mr. Chairrnan, I think we have an unusual situation where a person
talks to the President 3 days after a break-in and tells the Senate
Watergate Committee and tells this committee that he didn't want
to tell the President whatever knowledge he had—and I am just
concerned as to the perception that this witness has as to the kind
of President he conceives him to be to make such a statement to this
committee, as well as not tell the President. That is the reason for
my question.

Mr. HUNDLEY. Could I object ?

Mr. MITCHELL.. Wait a minute. There is no question before the House.

The CHAIRMAN. Have you finished the question, Mr. Mezvinsky?

Mr. MEZVINSKY. Yes, the question is, is this the kind of President
that the gentleman perceived the President to be?

Mr. MITCEIEL L. Congressman, I think your statement is a non



sequitur and would have nothing to do with the type of President I
conceived this one to be.

Mr.MEZVINSKY. That shall suffice, Mr. Chairman. Thank you.

THE CHAIRMAN Ma. Latta still has time retraining.

Mr. MEZVTNSKY Mr. Latta, I thank you for yielding to me.

Mr. BUTLER. The whole committee floes.

Mr. LATTA. Mr Mitchell, I only have a couple of questions.

In any of your conversations with the President of the United States,
did he ever indicate to you, either directly or indirectly that he had
any prior  knowledge of the break-in at the Democratic headquarters
?

Mr. MITCHELL,. NO, sir.

Mr. LATTA. At any time, did he ever indicate to you directly or
indirectly, that he had anyknowledge that these payments for legal
fees and living expenses were being made?

Mr. MITCHELL. No, sir.

Mr. LATTA. One final question has been asked of me many many times
since this break-in: At a time when the President of the United

States was running way ahead of his opponent in the polls, could not
possibly lose that election if he just stayed out of jail, I wonder
why,



for what purpose, if you know, this undertaking was made? In fact,
somebody Was said to me that it appeared to them like somebody
from General Motors breaking into Ford headquarters to steal the
Edsel secrets. Now, I would just like to know if there was any
reason ever given for breaking into Democratic headquarters ?

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Chairman, I object. This witness is on trial and I
would not want him to jeopardize his right to a fair trial to give you
the reasons for the burglary. So I ob ject, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. LATTA. I will ask the Chair to rule on that, because I would just
like for my own personal knowledge to know why  in the name of
sense they would ever do a thing like that in the first place.

The CHAIRMAN. Th Chair would have to insist that the interrogator
ask his question in some other manner; otherwise I think that the
witness is being asked to pass on something that I think is going to,
in some way, prejudice him.

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Chairman, I think we can cut all that short,
because MI. Hundley advised me that there was always a possibility
of McGovern winning because he was working for him. So that dilutes
the question.

Mr. LATTA. That is all, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Thornton.

fair. THORNTON. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Mitchell, you testified, I believe, that Mr. Haldeman filled the
role more or less described as chief of staid to the President in the
White House?

Mr. MITCHELL. That certainly was his function, and I believe it was
his title.

Mr. THORNTON. As such, he was a conduit of information for different
people to and from the White House, is that correct, sir?

Mr. MITCHELL. To the President, within and without the White House.

Mr. THORNTON. Did you—

Mr. MITCHELL. Excuse me, there were also matters that would be



brought to the President's attention through Mr. Ehrlichman of the
Domestic Security Council.

Mr THORNTON-. In your own situation, there were some occasions on
which you would contact the President directly, were there not ?

Mr. MITCHELL Oh, yes, sir.

Mr. THORNTON. Were there other occasions on which you would feel
that you could pass the information through Mr. Haldeman?

Mr. MITCHELL. Frequently.

Mr. THORNTON. In passing—would there be occasions when the
President might communicate directly with you? C)n the matter
which he desired you to perform?

Mr. MITCHELL. Very f requently

Mr. THORNTON Were there occasions in which you would receive in
formation from Mr. Haldeman ?

Mr. MITCHELL Yes sir, coming from the President.

Mr. THORNTON. Did you ever check to determine whether or not the
information relayed to you through Mr. Haldeman was a correct
reflection of the President's instructions ?

Mr. MITCHELL. There may have been occasions, Congressman, but
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I would have to say that in most all instances that I can recall Mr.
Haldeman's reE)Iesellt.wtiolls to me of the Presidents position were
truthfully and fully stated.

Ml. THORNTON. Did you ever check with the President to determine
whether information VOU had passed toward him through Mr.
Haldeman had been received by him?

Mr MITCHELL AO I dont belie v e I did(l. but I think there again, the
record of actions coming from such(^]l line(' of / communication
would indicate that they were fully and fuaithfully conveyed.

Mr. THRONTON-. Did you ever hear the President criticize MR.
Haldeall for failing to perform assignments in the nature of
communication to other people or for failing to report to him on
information

received by Mr Haldeman ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I don't recall any offhand Congressman.

Mr. THORNTON I yield(I back the balance of my time.

The CHAIRMAN-. Ms. Holtzman.

Ms HOLTZMAN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Mitchell, from the time you left your office on the evening of
March 20 until the time you came to your office on the morning of
March 21, 1973. did you make any telephone calls to Ml. Ehrlichman,
AIR . Haldeman. or the President ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I have no recollection of it whatsoever.

MS. HOLTZMAN. Does that mean you don't recall one way or the othe r
. or you recall that you did not make any such calls ?

Ml. MITCHELL. I feel quite certain that I didn't call the President. The
other ones were Ehrlichman Haldeman—

Ms. HOLTZMAN. Yes.

Mr. MITCHELL. I have no recollection of it.



MS. HOLTZMAN-@ YOU mean you recall that you did not make any such
cal ls ?

Ml. MITCHELL.. No,I have no recollection of Making any calls but it
was not my practice to call those people at night. So my guesstimate
would be I did not.

MS. HOLTZMAN. DO YOU have any records of phone e calls made
fromYOUI personal phone?

Mr. MITCHELL. No, I did not. They have never been put togethe r .

MS. HOLTZMAN .DO you have them some place

Mr MITCHELL..I don't know.

MS. HOLTZMAN. Well, may I ask the Chair to ask MI.Mitchell counsel in
the event that Mr. Mitchell h:as any telephone records regarding,
phone calls made from his home on the evening
of the 20th or the morning of the 21st to the White House or
WhiteMouse personnel, that we be provided with such records.

Mr. MITCHELL,. I think I know what you are getting at. One thing that
you must remember is that at that time. there was somebody in my
family that made a lot more phone calls than I did
 They were frequently made at night and frequently made to
Washington.

Ms. HOLTZMAN-. You mistake what I was ? getting at.

Mr. Chairman Could we have counsel for BAIL Mitchell provide such
records if they are available. to the committee ?

TheCHAIRMAN. If they have them.

Mr. MITCHELL. It is quite e onceivable that my secretary still has the
toll call records for my calls.
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Ms. HOLTZMAN. I would appreciate that.

Mr. MITCHELL Sure.

Ms. HOI,AZZIS&N. DO YOU recall receiving any telephone calls during
that period of time. from the time you left your office on the evening
of the 20th of March to the time you returned to your office on March
21, 1973. of receiving any telephone calls from Mr. Haldeman, Mr.
Ehrlichman. or the Presidents at home 7

Mr. MITCHELL I can say no about the President. I am not certain about
Mr Haldeman or Mr. I)ean. I have no recollection of them.

Ms. HOLTZMAN. One way or the other ?

Mr. MITCHELL. NO recollection

Ms. HOLTZMAN. Now, Mr. Mitchell directing your attention to the
conversation y ou had with the President on June 20,1972, you
stated in response, as I recall, to Mr. St. Clair's question that you
covered other subjects with the President aside from your
expression to him of regret regarding your failure to police
activities of White House personnel. Can you tell me what other
subjects you covered in that conversation ?

Mr. MITCHELL. No, I cannot. I said it was my recollection that we had.
And since the President was calling me, he was obviously calling
about some other subject matter, which was discussed. This would
be my conclusion.

Ms. HOLTZMAN. But nothing that the President said to you in response
to your expression of regret sticks in your mind today ?

Mr. MITCHELL. No, it does not.

Ms. HOI TZMAN. I)id the President say to you in words or substance,
don't worry about this, we will be able to keep the lid on it?

Mr. MITCHELL. No, I am sure that there was no such conversation at
that time.

Ms. LOTZMAN. Did you ever have a conversation with him along those
lines ?



Mr. MITCHELL. Where he said. don't worry, we can keep the lid on it ?

Ms. HOLTZMAN. Yes.

Mr. MITCHELL. No ma'am, I have never had an occasion to receive such
a communication from the President.

Ms. HOLTZMAN. Mr. Mitchell, you say that you have no recollection of
the nature of the three calls that were made to the White House on
the 21st of March from your office phone in NEW York. Is that correct
?

Ml. MITCHELL. No, that is not correct. I have no personal recollection
of what I have testified is that counsel. Mr. Hundley were advised
that Mr. Hakdeman's log shows that there were calls made, at least
one or two hav ing to do with establishing the time period from my
coming down on the 22d, and also arranging for transportation to
pick me up at the airport to take me into Washington.

The CHAIRMAN. Ms. Holtzman, your time has expired. We are going to
have to go to the floor. I know- there are a couple more left and I
know that there is a final vote that is coming up after this, which is
merely a record vote on an amendment. We will probably be about 20
or 30 minutes before we get back. So you will he requested to wait.

Mr. MITCHELL . I gather we didn't have any option.

The CHAIRMAN. I merely made the request.

[Recess.]
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The CHAIRMAN. THE committee will come to order.

Mr. Owens?

Mr. OWEN s. Thank vou, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Mitchell, one of the problems of being 38th on this totem pole is
that many of the questions I wanted to ask are now gone. So I have
some questions I want to clear up.

Were you ever specifically asked during this period—w ell, at any
time but I am specifically calling your attention to the period of
March and April of 1973 Were you ever asked by anyone on the White
House staff to step forward an(l take the blame. in essences I know
Mr. Rangel got you into this area, but I don t know that you answered
that directly. Did anyone ever suggest on the White House staff that
you take that action ?

Mr. MITCHELL L. No. the question was asked specifically by one of the
members on the minority side this morning. My answer was,
"Definite] ,T not."

Ml. OWENS. You were named as a big enchilada in what, as I read
some of the transcripts, was all attempt on some of the members of
the President's staff to do exactly that. I)id there come a time when
you got the feel—the definite feeling that you were being singled out
for that honor ?

Mr. MITCHELL I (lid in a conversation with Mr. Dean in April. He
apparently had been privy to some of these conversations an(l he
was the only one suggested that the conversations had taken place.
Nobody ever

Mr. OWENS. Mr. I)ean informed you of that?

Mr. MITCHELL. Informed me of some of the conversations, not in any
detail, but the

Mr. O\'.'ENS. In April of 1973, he informed you of that ?

Mr. MITCHELL. In April of 1973, yes.

Mr. OWENS. And he referred to other members of the President's



staff ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, he did.

Mr. OWENS. As having that desire?

Mr. MITCHELL As having undertaken those discussions.

Mr. OWENS. And apparently, you rejected that with some fervor?

Mr. MITCHELL. Well, as I answered the question before, if anybody had
approached me on the subject matter, I am sure there would have
been assault an(l battery charges one way or the other.

]!Mr'. OWENS. We]]. Mrs. Mitchell as I recall sometime during the
summer said on two or three occasions that she thought that was
exactly what was being attempted by members I presume of the
President's staff and presumably, even higher. Were there any facts
of which you are aware upon which—well, let me just ask it more
openly. Were you aware of any r eason that she would make that
claims any basis

Mr. MITCHELL. None whatever. I think that is hearsay, coming from a
party that I would not suggest that you call as a witness.

Mr. OWENS. Well, we have selected our witnesses prior to this time.
We might say, if I can say half jokingly, that she might have a better
memory, she might be able to recall more.

Do you recall whether, on the night of March 20, 1973, when I
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think your testimony has been that you may have heard from Mr. Dean
at home—he has testified that he called you at home that night—do
you know whether Mrs. Mitchell might have been at home that night ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I presume she was, but I would have no definite
recollection of a particular day

Mr. OWENS. YOU don t specifically recall ?

Mr. MITCHELL. No, I do not. The date means nothing to me.

Mr. OWENS. Did you testify that at that point Mr. Dean did or did not
tell you of some possible demands by Mr. Hunt for a cash payment ?

Mr. MITCHELL As of the telephone conversation in the area of March
20 ?

Mr. OWENS. Yes, from Mr. Dean.

Mr. MIA CHELL. I have no recollection of Mr. Dean having discussed it
with me in that time area.

Mr. OWENS. Nor did he—well. it is your testimony that you don't recall
that there was any conversation at all ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Very definitely not and it is my recollection that the
first and only time that I heard about the subject matter was from
Mr. LaRue.

Mr. OWENS. When you spoke—well, I guess you just answered my next
question.

You had not heard of any demands at all until you spoke to Mr. LaRue,
any cash demands from Mr. Hunt.

Mr. MITCHELL. In connection with this time frame about the—

Mr. OWENS. That is your testimony ?

Mr. Ml TCHELL. That is correct.

Mr. OWENS. I yield to Ms. Holtzman.



Ms. HOLTZMAN. I thank the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Mitchell, -when I was asking you about the period from the time
you left your office OII the evening of March 20 to the time that you
returned to your office on the morning of March 21, you explicitly
excluded the possibility of having spoken to the President of the
United States during that period of time. I take it your testimony
was that you did not similarly exclude the possibility of having
spoken to Mr. Haldeman or Mr. Ehrlichman during that time, is that
correct ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I can't do that, specifically exclude it. I have no
recol]ection. It was not the practice of Mr. Haldeman or Mr.
Ehrlichman to call me at home at night, but it could have happened.

Ms. HOLTZMAN. Thank you.

Mr. OWENS. Mr. Mitchell, if T have 30 seconds left, you said
something that intrigued me, though) I suspect it was in jest. There
was reference made by Mr. Rangel to the President's submission of
transcripts of tapes and you said, "I have seen them, but I am not
sure whether I saw the unexpurgated version or the regular version."
I am wondering because we would like to subpena it, if there is one
available, is there an unexpurgated version ?

Mr. MITCHELL. This came out of our discussion here with respect to
the three copies. You apparently have produced a copy here with
respect to the meeting of March 22. The prosecutor s office has got
another.
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Mr. OWENS. Well, those deal with different subject matters, though
there is some overlap between the two. I was referring to those that
the President voluntarily submitted to the public.

Mr. M1M HELL. I have no knowledge of the existence of other tapes or
who even has copies of the ones that he submitted.

Mr. OWENS. Thank you.

Mr. RANGEL. Will the gentleman yield ?

Mr. OWENS. Yes, I will yield to the gentleman from New York.

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Mitchell, do you believe that the transcripts as
released by the President of the United States might adversely
affect your chances for a fair trial ?

Mr. HUNDLEY. I really think that would be calling for a legal
conclusion on Mr. Mitchell's part.

Mr. RANGEL. Well, counsel could advise as to whether or not you
include that among your many objections that you raised here.

Mr. HU NDLEY. Yes.

Mr. RANGEL. I yield back. Thank you

The (:CHAIRMAN. Mr. Mitchell, I believe that in an answer to a
question regarding the $385,000 of that fund, you stated that this
money did not come within your jurisdiction, is that correct 8

Mr. MITCHELL. Are you talking about the $350,000 that was over at
the White House ?

The CHAIRMAN. Yes; the $350,000.

Mr. MITCHELL. That is correct, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMA N. And you said that this money was used for polling ?

MI-. MITCHELL. No, Mr. chairman, I said that I had been advised that
the money had been sent to the White House prior to April 7, 1972,
for the purpose of use by the White House for polling.



The CHAIRMAN. Did C7RP conduct any polling at all ?

Mr. MITC HELL. You mean the Committee for the Reelection of the
President ?

The CHAIRMAN. Yes.

Mr. MITCHELL. They conducted very extensive polling. Apparently, so
much to the extent that it was acceptable to the White House and
they didn't use it for their own private polling.

The CHAIRMAN-. This was ill addition, then, to the polling that
apparently was conducted with that $35(),000 fund ?

Mr. MITCHELL . Yes; very much so.

There was not any polling conducted with the $350^000 fund. As I
understood the purpose of the representations that were made as to
why the White House wanted that money was so that they could do
spot polling and polling by telephone on immediate issues where you
want an answer the next day. The polling that the committee did was
a planned wave polling that went into different areas at particular
time factors and was all planned out in advance.

The CHAIRMAN-. This, of course, was in conjunction with the
campaign as well ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir, very much so.

When I say the campaign I don t want to not leave the impression
that issues are part of a campaign and frequently an issue comes up
that may not have to do with voter preferences, but it does have to
do with voter acceptances of issues. That was the origin concept of
it.
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The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Mitchell, I am just curious about one thing. I
recall, and I don t know whether you testified to this today, but
apparently, there was some reference made in one of your answers
to a question about how you felt toward the President of the United
States that some of these matters that came to your attention,
which have proven to be very serious in nature, and of grave
consequence, that you did not feel that you should disclose these
matters to the President, is that correct ?

Mr. MITCHELL. To answer a general question like that, yes. There are
different time factors, there are different facts, and so forth, but
yes.

The CHAIRMAN. But particularly the matters relating to Watergate R

Mr. MITCHELL. That is correct.

The CHAIRMAN. Yet you recognize that this is a matter that now, at
least, has grown to such proportions that it is dire, it's grave. You
recognize it or view it as such ? The consequences of Watergate ?

Mr. MITCHELL Here again, Mr. Rodino, Watergate, or Mr. Chairman,
Watergate has got to be a word that covers so many things. If you
were just talking about the break-in at the Democratic National
Committee, that is one thing. If you are talking about everything else
that people are commonly referring to as Watergate, that is
something else.

The CHAIRMAN. Well, I am talking to what we commonly now refer to
as Watergate, which is a consequence of the break-in and what
flowed from the break-in and the alleged coverup and whatever there
might be. Following that, the various indictments that have occurred
as a result and the pleas of guilty that have occurred of high Cabinet
officials, people who today, who once were in high place in
Government, as a result of what we know as Watergate now are
either serving time or awaiting trial such as you are. l)o you
consider it now as something grave ?

Mr. MITCHEL L. Well, obviously, the c circumstances are grave. But I
would point out that many of the matters that you have just
mentioned had nothing to do with Watergate and didn't necessarily
flow from it.



Yes; I consider it grave.

The CHAIRMAN. Would you in retrospect have called these matters to
the attention of the President ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I have so testified! Mr. Chairman, and I continue to be
of the belief that hindsight is always better than foresight. I think
my decision was a bad one and the other course should have been
taken.

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you.

Mr. WALDIE. Mr. Chairman, will you yield to me ?

The CHAIRMAN. I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. WALDIE. Mr. Mitchell, as I understood that response and
understood the response to a previous questions your position was to
remain silent 'because of your feeling that the election of the
President may be jeopardized and you felt so strongly about the
necessity of the country s well-being be served by that event that
you determined on a course of action to remain silent which is
passive. Were your concerns so great that you would actively have
done anything to assure that result ?
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Mr. MITCHELL. Well, I think that is really a hypothetical question.
That I can't answer.

Mr. WALDIE. Let me try to make it a direct one, then.

Did you actively take any steps to keep from the President
information that would assist him in making a decision and in fact,
to cover up the events of June 17, prior thereto or subsequent
thereto?

Mr. MITCHELL. Other than not advising him fully of the knowledge
that I had, no.

Mr. WALDIE. It was just, there were no active steps to coverup when
you came across information, you simply did not transmit it to him ?

Mr. MITCHELL. To the President, that is correct.

Mr. WALDIE. You did not advise any others before any other body such
as the Senate Select Committee, grand juries. or elsewhere to take
ally steps to keep information from him ?

Mr. MITCHELL. F rom the President ? No sir.

Mr. WALDIE. Not from the President, but from coming forth to those
bodies? For example, the Senate Select Committee. Were you
engaged in any active steps to prevent information coming to the
attention of the Senate Select Committee?

Mr. MITCHELL. Quite the contrary. I was recommending

Mr. WALDIE. Would you have recommended that ?

Mr. MITCHELL Individuals be released of executive privilege and go
testify.

Mr. WALDIE. Would you have recommended information be provided
the Senate Select Committee that would have jeopardized the
President's r reelection campaign ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Well, that wasn't in the same time frame, Mr. Waldie,
and I hadn t considered that question, and I doll t know what purpose
it would be to consider it now.



The CHAIRMAN. I believe my time has expired.

Mr. WALDIE. Well, the Patman committee was within that time
frame.

The CHAIRMAN. No, no. I am saying that my time, my 5 minutes has
expired.

Mr. WAIDLE. Well, if your 5 minutes expires, mine expires.

The CHAIRMA.~N. I am going to transgress on the 5 minutes

Mr. Mitchell, just one other question.

Mr. MITCHELL. You promise you won't yield ?

The CHAIRMAN. I won't wield.

Mr. Mitchell, did you know of a Mr. Rivers and a Mr. Baker ?

Mr. MITCHELL. No, no, I did not. I, of course, heard those names come
out of the Select Committee testimony. I think there was a Baker
and I don't remember but I heard the Rivers name come out. But. the
individuals, whoever they were, I did not know them.

The CHAIRMAN. Well, thank you very much.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Could I ask

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. St. Clair.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Could I ask one question. Mr. Chairman ?

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. St. Clair.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Sir, is it a fact that as a result of your discussions all
White House aides were released of executive privilege and even
attorney-client privileges to testify before the Senate Select
Committee ?
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Mr. MITCHELL. I don't know as I can answer that, Mr. St. Clair. That
definitive decision had not been made as of the discussions of March
22. I have heard from other sources that it was a determination that
was made later on but I am not the best witness.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Well, you testified ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I had nothing to do with the White House or anything
else to do with it.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. You know Mr. Haldeman and Mr. Ehrlichman testified ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir'.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Mr. Dean ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And(l other s ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, they did.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. That's all. Thank! you.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Jenner.

Mr. JENNER. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Mitchell, in the course of your later testimony, I think in
response to a question by one of the ladies and gentlemen of the
committee you responded that you testified that you had a telephone
conversation with Mr. Ehrlichman OIL June 18, that is 1972, Sunday,
June 18. Is that so ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I don't specifically recall whether I testified to it
here or not but it is a fact.

Mr. JENNER. My recollection is you did. But, for that purpose I ask you
the question as to whether you called him or Mr. Ehrlichman called
you ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Ehrlichman called me.



Mr. JENNER. And what did he say to you and what was your response ?

Mr. MITCHELL. It was a very brief conversation. Mr. Ehrlichman said,
"Have you heard about the break-in of the Democratic National
Committee?'5 And I said, "Yes." And he said, "What do you know about
it?" And I said, "Very little other than the fact that one of the people
from the committee is involved and we are in the process of trying
to find out what it's all about." That was the substance of the
conversation.

Mr. JENNER. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. Well, thank you, Mr. Mitchell, and you are excused.

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Rodino, I would like to state very much a great
appreciation to the members of the staff here for all of the
courtesies and the courtesies that the committee has shown to us. It
has been very helpful in connection with our appearance. We appr
eciate it.

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you very much.

And the committee will recess until 9 :30 tomorrow morning, at
which time we will hear from Mr. Dean.

[Whereupon, at 6:20 p.m. the hearing was recessed to reconvene on
Thursday, July 11,1974 at 9 :30 a.m.]
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The committee met, pursuant to notice, at 9 :45 a.m., in room 2141
Rayburn House Office Building, Hon. Peter W. Rodino, Jr. (chairman)
presiding.

Present: Representatives Rodino (presiding), Donohue, Brooks,
Kastenmeier, Edwards, Hungate, Conyers, Eilberg, Waldie, Flowers,
Mann. Sarbanes, Seiberling, Danielson Drinan, Range], Jordan,
Thornton, Holtzman, Owens, Mezvinsky, Hutchinson, McClory, Smith i
Sandman, Railsback, Wiggins, Dennis, Fish, Mayne, Hogan, Butler,
Cohen, Lott, Froehlich, Moorhead, Maraziti and Latta.

Impeachment Inquiry staff present: John Doar, special counsel;
Albert E. Jenner, Jr., minority counsel; Samuel Garrison III, deputy
minority counsel; and Evan Davis, counsel; Richard Gill, counsel; Gary
Sutton, counsel; Bernard Nussbaum, counsel.

Committee staff present: Jerome M. Zeifman, general counsel; Garner
J. Cline, associate general counsel, Alan A. Parker, counsel; Daniel L.
Cohen, counsel; William P. Dixon, counsel- Arden B. Schell, counsel;
Franklin G. Polk, associate counsel; Thomas E. Mooney, associate
counsel; Michael W. Blommer, associate counsel,

Also present: James D. St. Clair, special counsel to the President;
John A. MeCahill, assistant special counsel; and Malcolm J. Howard,
assistant special counsel.

The CHAIRMAN. The photographers will please clear the room.

Will the Clerk please ask the witness to come into the room.

Mr. Dean, will you please stand.

Mr. Dean, you have the right to remain silent and not to provide any
testimony or information which may tend to incriminate you. But, if
you do testify, anything you say here may be used against you in any
other legal proceeding. You have the right, however, to consult with



an attorney prior to anwering any question or questions, as counsel
may accompany you for the purpose of advising you of your
constitutional rights.

You have been provided, I understand, with a copy of the rules of the
House and the rules of the committee.

Mr. SHAFFER. We have.

Mr. DEAN. Correct.

The CHAIRMAN. Would you kindly stand and raise your right hand.

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give
before this committee will be the truth, the whole truth and nothing
but the truth, so help you God a

Mr. DEAN. I do, so help me God.
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TESTIMONY OF JOHN W. DEAN III, ACCOMPANIED BY CHARLES
NORMAN SHAFFER COUNSEL

The CHAIRMAN. Could you please state your name and identify your
counsel, please be seated.

Mr. DEAN. John W. Dean III is my name, and I am accompanied by my
counsel, Mr. Charles Norman Shaffer.

The (:CHAIRMAN. Mr. Doar.

Mr. DOAR. Mr. Dean, v ill you briefly tell the members of the
committee your background and experience, occupation i

Mr. DEAN. Well, I am a lawyer by training and professional school. I
served for some time as a minority counsel of this committee. I then
went on to become the Associate Director of a commission rewriting
the Federal Criminal Code.

From there I went to the Justice Department to serve as the
Associate Deputy Attorney General for I,egislation, and from that
position, in July of 1970 I went to the White House to serve as
Counsel to the President.

Mr. DOAR. Briefly could you tell us the nature of your duties as
Counsel to the President 2

Mr. DEAN. The principal function of the Counsel's office and the
responsibility of that office involving their assignments to me was
to provide general legal advice to the White House staff to work in
the areas of conflict of interest for newcoming staff members, to
help in the clearance process of Presidential appointees, and to
handle miscellaneous legal requests from the staff in coordinating
those with the departments and agencies. The office work in the
area of handling requests for executive clemency.

I was also involved in that position in dealing with the
demonstrations, which was a carryover from some of the
responsibilities that I had had while at the Department of Justice.
And there was a certain degree of, for lack of a better, fire fighting,
when different areas would come up my supervisors would instruct
me to get involved in those areas.

Mr. DOAR. To whom did you report while you served as Counsel to the
President 2



Mr. DEAN-. Well, I think on a White House chart I would probably have
fallen under Mr. Haldeman's jurisdiction. But, as a practical matter,
Mr. Ehrlichman having been the counsel before me and maintaining a
certain interest in some of the things that the counsel's office did,
that I from time to time would r eport to Mr. Ehrlichman as well as
Mr. Haldeman.

Mr. DOAR. To what extent did you have a relationship with the
Attorney General, John Mitchell, prior to the time that he resigned
as Attorney General while you were Counsel to the President?

Mr. DEAN. Well, from time to time there would be matters that would
occur at the white House that I would be contacted by Mr. Mitchell or
instructed to contact Mr. Mitchell so that I would say that I
maintained periodic contact with the Attorney General Attorney
General Mitchell after I left the Department and assumed my
position in the White House.

Mr. DOAR. What was the frequency w What was the frequency of your
reporting to Mr. Haldeman, the regularity of it&
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Mr. DEAN. Well, that again was an evolving reporting relationship.
Initially I would get requests from Mr. Ha]deman's office principa]lv
through Mr. Higby. and send them back to Mr. Haldeman through Mr.
Higby. And as time progressed, I found myself having more and more
direct dealings with Mr. Haldeman.

At OII(' point he initiated morning meetings of all of his staff', those
principal, what he called office heads under his jurisdiction, so I
would then meet with him almost daily during the time we had those
meeting s. So, I would say that I reported to Mr. Haldeman quite
frequently.

Mr. DOAR. Can you give us the period of time or when those morning
meetings were held? During what period you were at the WhiteHouse
?

Mr. DEAN. That would be in 1971 and early 1972. They v ere
terminated as we got closer to the campaign.

Mr. DOAR. Turning to the 12)72 campaigns did you have any
responsibilities in CONNECTION with the 1972 Presidential campaign
?

Mr. DEAN. Yes, I did.

Mr. DOAR. And what were those responsibilities ?

Mr. DEAN. I was told by Mr. Haldeman in 1971 that he was instructing
all of the offices in the White House that they should try to
eliminate as much of the daily diet of work that seemed
nonessential to White House functions to begin to focus on problems
of the campaign. He told me that one of my primary responsibilities
would be to make sure that there was general compliance with all of
the election laws, that I should work with the people at the
reelection committee to make sure that they were established and
functioning under a manner that was in compliance with the election
laws, and I would say that was my principal relationship to the
campaign.

Mr. I)OAR. Did Mr. Haldeman give you any assignments with respect to
political intelligence activities ?

Mr. DEAN-. Yes, he did.
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Mr. DEAN. Well, when I—when you use the term political intelligence
activities, it was in the broadest sense that we discussed it, the
fact that I had worked with the demonstration problem, and the fact
that we anticipated that there would be demonstrations that would
affect the campaign.

Mr. Haldeman told me he wanted to make sure that we had the best
intelligence possible as to what was likely to happen, and that the
re-election committee should have a unit that was capable of
dealing with those problems, and an incidental function of that
would be any political intelligence they gathered also.

Mr. DoAR. Did you have any instructions with respect to the use of
illegal means in gathering political intelligence ?

Mr. IDEAN-. I don't believe that was specifical]y discussed when Mr.
Haldeman first raised it at all.

Mr. DOAR. When w as this first raised with Mr. assignment ? Can you
fix the time ?

Mr. I)EAN-. I vould say it was approximately a year before, or I
would(l say 8 months to a year before the re-election committee
was actually established.

Mr. DOAR When w as that 2

Haldeman, this first
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Mr. DEAN. That would be in 15371.

Mr. DOAR. The re-election committee was established in late 1971 a

Mr. DEAN. That's my recollection; yes.

Mr. DOAR. I see. So, you began to devote some part of your time and
attention to campaign activities, thinking about them, in the early
part of 1971?

Mr. DEAN. That is correct. My office did work with regard to the new
election law that was then in the Congress, how it affected the
Presidential campaign. We were concerned(l in following that, and I
had numerous conversations with the people over at the Re-Election
Committee as they were going over on problems they were
confronted with in the election law area.

Mr. DOAR. Did you continue to devote some of your time to these
problems of the election campaign problems up to and through June
of 1972 ?

Mr. DEAN. Yes; I did.

Mr. DOAR. Prior to

Mr. DEAN. And I would say after that date also.

Mr. DOAR. Prior to June of 1979 did you know Gordon Liddy?

Mr. DEAN. Would you repeat the question, please?

Mr. DOAR. Did you know Gordon Liddy?

Mr. DEAN. Yes; I did.

Mr. DOAR. When? Prior to June of 1972?

Mr. DEAN. Yes; I did.

Mr. DOOR. When did you first come to know him?

Mr. DEAN. The circumstances under which]l I first came to know Mr.
Liddy was when Mr. Magru(ler was seeking somebody to come over to
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function of the general counsel's office was going to he to deal with
the problem of demonstrations and the typ)e of political
intelligence. we just discussed. I had been asked that, by Mr.
Magruder, that a man who worked for me, Mr. Fielding, be assigned to
come over.

I told Mr. Magruder that that was not possible, and he asked me to
help him find somebody else because they were desperately in need
of somebody, time was pressing on. I then went to—I was thinking
about Mr. David Young, who I had come to know about in October of
1971, and we had a trip together, and I had talked to him, and he
seemed like a bright capable guy, and was a good lawyer, and would
be able to ao over and do it.

I talked to Mr. Krogh about Mr Young's going over and he said that
that wasn't feasible that Mr. Young was involved in a
declassification study that was being conducted and suggested that
Mr. Liddy, who had pretty well wound up his function but was still on
Mr. Krogh's staff, might be the man that could he of assistance. And
he would approach Mr. Liddy about it. He did.

I had a meeting with Mr. Liddv and with Mr. Krogh. and Mr. Liddy was
interested and we then went on to discuss it with—well he went on
to discuss it with Mr. Ehrlichman and then when that wasapprovedl I
took Mr. Liddy over to meet—in November—to meet Mr. Mitchell.

Mr. Mitchell thought it was a good idea.but thought that he ought to
meet Mr. Magruder, and then in December I took Mr. Liddy over
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to meet Mr. Magruder, and Mr. Magruder was anxious to have him, so
he was hired very shortly thereafter.

Mr. DOAR. At that time did you know anything about the work that Mr.
Liddy had performed as a member of the plumbers operation, at the
time in November and December of 1971?

Mr. DEAN.I knew he had been in the plumbers operation. I didn't know
what he had done for the plumbers operation, and didn't know what
the plumbers operation had done other than in the broadest terms
they were working in the leaks area, and they were working on a
declassification project.

Mr. DOAR.. Prior to June of 1972 did you know a man named E. Howard
Hunt?

Mr. DEAN.I think I had met Mr. Hunt on one occasion in Mr. Colson's
office. I had seen him there. He used to sit on the sofa outside Mr.
Colson's reception area, and finally one time I asked Mr. Colson who
he was. And he said, well, he is a man who ve have brought on as a
consultant. He is a former CIA agent, and I had just a casual
introduction, and that was the only time I ever recall meeting Mr.
Hunt.

Mr. DOAR. Can you fix the time of that meeting ?

Mr. DEAN. NO; I can't put a specific date on that now.

Mr. DOAR.NOW, do you recall learning about the Watergate break-in
following its occurrence on June 17, 1972?

Mr. DEAN. Yes; I do.

Mr. DOAR When did you first learn about it ?

Mr. DEAN.I learned about it when I had returned from a trip to the Fat
East. I landed in San Francisco. I was planning—I was tired from a
rather lengthy flight. I had flown directly from Manila through Tokyo
and on into San F rancisco. and I guess I had been on a plane 20 hours
or so, and I was tired.

I called my office to check in.
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Mr. DEAN. Yes; I arrived in San Francisco on the 18th. There were
several datelines crossed there and I have had to think about a
minute as to which day I left.

Mr. DOAR. How long a trip had this been ?

Mr. DEAN. It had been a brief trip. I had been gone about 7 days. And
when I arrived in San Francisco I called Mr. Fielding to tell him I was
going to spend a couple of days in San Francisco before returning to
the office so he shouldn't anticipate my return. He told me that he
thought I should return. He wasn't terribly explicit, and I asked him—
[ was trying to persuade him that I saw no reason why I should
return.

And he told me that well, John, there are some things that I will tell
you when you get back but you should get back here.

Well, knowing Mr. Fielding, and the fact that I trusted his judgement.
whatever it was, I thought I ought to get back, so I got on the next
plane I could find east, and flew back in, and arrived late that night
on the east coast here in Washington.

Mr. DOAR. Late that night would l)e Sunday the 18th ?

Mr. DEAN. That is correct.

Mr. DOAR. NOW, did you receive an assignment from one of your
superiors in the White House with respect to the Watergate breakin?



224

Mr. DEAN. Yes; I did.

Mr. DOAR. AM10 gave you that assignment ?

Mr. DEAN. Well, it was on Monday molllillg. the 19th, when I talked to
Mr. Ehrlichman. And he called me to tell me what. had occurred.

And  (1~~

Mr. DOAR What did he say ?

Mr. DEAN-. I was able to tell him at that time that 1 had talked to Mr.
Caulfield and Mr. Magruder(lel and he told me that he was most
interested in finding out if Mr. Colson had any involvement in this
thing, and asked me to call MI. Colson and see if I could determine if
he did.

Mr. DOAR. Would you identify for the committee Mr. Caulfield and
your relationship with him while you worked at the W hite House ?

Mr. DEAN. Mr. Caulfield was assigned to my staff shortly after I came
over in July of 1971). He did not exactly fit into the type of work the
counsel's office was doing. His office really wasn't in our suite of
offices. l He n as initially way down the hall and aroun(l the corner
from us, and he began telling me some of the things he was doing for
Mr. Ehrlichman in in connection with investigations of various
individuals, and the fact that he had had a man, who he only
described to me by the name of Tony who worked for him. And I
really didn't at that time know in any great detail exactly what Mr.
Caulfieid did other than the fact that he was supposed to be on my
payroll.

Mr. BUTLER. Excuse me, Counsel. bid he place the date when balking
about Mr. Caulfield ?

Mr. DEAN. July of 1970 or shortly thereafter he was assigned to my
staff
Mr. DOAR. I am not sure, did that answer your question, Congressman
Butler ?

Mr. BUTLER. Yes.

Mr. DOAR. Did Mr. Ehrlichman give vou anv further assignment with
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Mr. DEAN. Yes: based on what I told him about mv conversations with
Mr. Liddy, he suggested I speak ~~vith Mr. Liddy.

Mr. DOAR. You had a conversation with Mr. Liddy ?

Mr. I)EVS . Yes; I did.

Mr. DOAR. When did you have that conversation 2

Mr. DEAN. On June 17, or, excuse me. on June 19.

Mr DOAR. What was that c onversation ?

Mr. DEAN. Well, I asked him to come over to my office, and about the
time he arrived I was on my way around the c orner to the lavatory,
and I said, well]. (Gordon. why don't we just take a walk. which we
did. And we went out an(l out of the buildings and walked down l)v
the Corcoran Gallery. and(l at that time I asked him what had
happened and how it had happened and he gave men as I testified
insome detail before the Senate! what had occured

Mr. DOAR. And did you report that to Mr. Ehrlichman ?

Mr. DEAN. Yes; I did.

Mr. DOAR. And what assignment following(r that report. what assign
ment did Mr. Ehrlichman give to you ?

Mr. DEAN-. Well. the next thing I recall by way of assignment was
that he wanted me to be. in his office later that afternoon when Mr.
Colson came over.
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Mr. DOAR. I don't want to purport to go through your entire Senate
Watergate testimony. I am trying to inquire with respect to if either
directly or implicitly there evolved over within a few days after the
Watergate a g,eneral assignement that you were given with respect
to the Watergate break-in?

Mr. I)EAN-. Not to my recollection; no. It was just very ad hoc,
something would come up and he would ask me to do something.

Mr. DOAR. And did this continue for a period of time ?

Mr. DEAN. I would say it continued virtually during the whole time.

Mr. DOAR. And when you say the whole time

MI. DEAN. From June 19 until April 30, 1973.

Mr. DOAR. And did you then receive your directions from Mr.
Ehrlichman with respect to the specific assignments you were to
carry out with respect to the matters relating to the Watergate?

Mr. DEAN. In some instances; yes. In some instances I reported back
to him things I was discovering, or being asked to do by Mr Mitchell,
some things that were my own ideas as to how to deal with
problems, and that was the way the relationship evolved.

Mr. DOAR. Did you have any conversation with Mr. Haldeman with
respect to the work that you were doing in connection with the
Watergate ?

Mr. DEAN-. Yes, I did.

Mr. DOAR. Were those conversations—were you reporting to Mr.
Haldeman frequently or irregularly?

.Mr. DEAN. At first it was frequently, then it became irregular.

Mr. DOAR. For how long was it at first ? Was that a matter of days or
weeks?

Mr. DEAN. The first couple of weeks.

MI', DOAR. And you mentioned Mr. Mitchell. What was your
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Mr. DEAN. Well, I met with Mr. Mitchell, as I recall the first time was
on the night or evening of the 19th and possibly again on the 20th at
Mr. Mitchell's apartment. And there Mr. Mitchell wanted an update,
and then we began to discuss various aspects of it, and he would
request that I report certain situations and problems, as I testified
to Mr. Ehrlichman and Mr. Haldeman.

Mr. DOAR. Now, when you made your reports to Mr. Ehrlichman, did
you make them orally or in Wr iting ?

Mr. DEAN. Orally.

Mr. DOAR. Now when you made your reports

Mr. DEAN. Well, with one exception Very early on I did draft a memo.
It was on a very minute matter of the. signing of a letter that had
been sent into the White House by Mr. Larry O'Brien, and I needed, of
courses Mr. Ehrlichmall and Mr. Haldermall s approval, so I sent the
memo to both of theme but I decided about that time that would not
be the sort of thing to reduce to memoranda.

Mr. DOAR. And when Mr. Ehrlichman would give you specific
instructions were those in writing or orally ?

Mr. DEaN. They were orally.

Mr. DOAR. And what was the practice with respect to instruction
received from Mr. Haldeman or reports by you to Mr. Haldeman ?
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Mr. DEAN. I would say with rare exception they were all oraly.

Mr. DOAR. Did you ever, prior to September 15, 1972, report to the
President directly about the things that you were doing with respect
to the Watergate matter ?

Mr. DEANS N o; I did not.

Mr. DOAR. Did you ever receive an assignment to conduct an
investigation for President Nixon with respect to the Watergate
breakin, prior to September 15th ?

Mr. DEAN. No, I did not.

Mr. DOAR. Did you receive an assignment to conduct an investigation
from any of your—either of your superiors, Mr .Haldelman or Mr.
Erlichman, prior to September 15. 1972 ?

Mr. DEAN-. Only to the limited extent that they would ask me, for
example, what did Mr Colson know about this. They would ask me
questions, what did Mr.—what was Mr. MagrudersI  liability what did
I think about Mr. Magruder's staying at the re-electiton  committee,
what did I think about Mr. Mitche]] staying at the reselection
committee. Those were not investigations as such but what
information I had been able to pick up in my dealings with them.

Mr. DOAR. Well, did you conduct any independent investigation
following the Watergate break-in ?

Mr. DEAN. Only—excuse me.

(Short pause.]

Mr. DEAX. To answe r the question the only investigation I recall very
clearly bein g instructed to conduct was that with regard to MI.
Segretti, and the relationship of Mr. Strachan and Mr. Chapin to Mr.
Segretti, and that was in November of 1972. The types of
instructions I got while I was going hither and von were not to
obtain investigative type of information, but to know how to deal
with a situation.

Mr. DOAR. Did vou have any instructions to seek to obtain
investigative information that had been obtained or secured by
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Mr. DEAN. Yes, I did.

Mr. DOAR. C:ould you tell the committee about that ?

Mr. DEAN. Well, there was a continuing interest by all involved as to
how far and what the FBI investigation was doing.

Mr. DOAR. Now. you said all involved. could tou be more specific?

Mr. DEAN. Yes sir. Mr. Mitchell and Mr. Mardian, Mr. Haldeman, Mr.
Ehrlichman, and there the request for the FBI information came
principally from Mr. Mitchell and Mr. Mardian as to what was the
scope and nature of their investigation. I discussed that with Mr.
Ehrlichman, and he agreed it was a good idea if I could get the
investigative material, I should get it.

When I first talked to the Attorney General about it, he didn't think
it was a good idea. There was an idea that they would summarize it,
and they could send a letter containing that summary which was
done. The letter was not considered satisfactory after Mr. Haldeman
and Mr. Ehrlichman and Mr. Mitchell and Mr. Mardian read it, and they
were more interested in the raw data.

And that's when I went back and asked Mr. Gray for the raw data.

Mr. DOAR. And did you receive raw data from Mr. Gray?

Mr. DEAN. Yes. Not complete, but I did receive some.
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Mr. DOAR. The raw data, what do you mean, interviews ?

Mr. DEAN. Interviews, and interoffice information, 302's as well as
instructions to the different regional offices regarding the
investigation.

Mr. DOAR. Did you receive this on a regular or periodic basis
following the break-in ?

Mr. DEAN. It WAS 011 a very periodic basis.

Mr. DOAR. I have asked you about Mr. Liddy and Mr. Hunt, and I would
like to know when, if you learned of more details about Mr. Liddy and
Mr. Hunt's prior activities while working at the White E:House ?

Mr. DEAN. Well, it was principally Mr. Liddy's prior activities that I
first learned about, and that I would say was after Mr. Caulfield had
left my staff He was at the Re-election Committee, and he told me
of Mr. Liddy's involvement in the break-in and Dr. Ellsberg's
psychiatrist's office.

Mr. DOAR. And about when was that ?

Mr. DEAN. I would say April or May of 1972.

Mr. DOAR. So that you knew prior to June 17 that Mr. Liddy had
engaged in this activity while a member of the White House staff?

Mr. DEAN. Yes, I did.

Mr. DOAR. Did you know any other details with respect to Mr. Liddy's
activity ?

Mr. DEAN. Prior to June R

Mr. DOAR. Yes.

Mr. DEAN. No, I did not.

Mr. DOAR. Did you discuss that with

Mr. DEAN. Well now, that is—I did know of some of his work in the
Treasury Department, and you are working with improper activities
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Mr. DOAR. I am talking about covert, illegal activities.

Mr. DEAN. No. That was the one I was aware of.

Mr. DOAR. Did you discuss that with Mr. Ehrlichman after June 17 ?

Mr. DEAN. Yes, I did.

Mr. DOAR. When did you discuss it with him ?

Mr. DEAN. On June 19.

Mr. DOAR. And what did he say to you about it ?

Mr. DENS. Well, the exchange was that we were both aware of the
fact that this had occurred, and we recognized this as one of the
problems we were going to be confronted with in any investigation.

Mr. DOAR. Did you discuss that with Mr. Haldeman ?

Mr. DEAN . I cannot recall if Mr. Haldeman was present at that
meeting. He wasn't present on that day, I know, but I can't recap if he
was present in a subsequent meeting when it came up or not. and I
would be speculating to say.

Mr. DANNIEI SON. Mr. chairman, a point of clarification. In response
to a question I believe Mr. Dean said that this was on the 19t11. I
assume that means June 19. 1972, is that correct ?

Mr. DEAN. Yes sir.

Mr. DOAR. Did you, Mr. Dean, have a meeting with President Nixon on
September 15, 1972 ?

Mr. DEAN-. Yes, I did.

Mr. DOAR. You are aware of the fact that there was a recording made
of that meeting?
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Mr. DE.AN . I was not aware at the time.

Mr. DOAR. NON 110, not at the time, but you are aware now. ?

Mr. DEAN. Yes.

Mr. I)O2\R. And so it is not my purpose to question you about the
meeting in any detail at all, but I would like to know, I would like to
know if you would briefly indicate what was the amount of your
contact with President Nixon prior to September 15, 1972, personal
and direct contact?

Mr. DEAN. Well I believe we had that in an earlier question. and to
repeat, I had never spoken to him about the Watergate prior to that
time. I had been in the office prior to that time. but never any
discussions on this subject matter.

Mr. DOAR. Well, had you had other discussions with him about other
legal problems prior to that time ?

Mr. DEAN. Yes.

Mr. DOAR. And were these frequent or regular or irregular?

Mr. DEAN. Irregular.

Mr. DOAR. And how many discussions would vou say you had had ?

Mr. DEAN. Well, I never have been able to look at the entire log of my
meetings with him, but the one that sticks in my mind is the
meeting at which he signed his testamentary documents.

Mr. DOAR. Well! I am seeking to have you give the committee some
indication during the time that you were at the White House just
prior to September 15, if you could give the committee an idea of
whether you saw the President, reported to the President, and about
how often?

Mr. DEAN. Well it was extremely infrequent. The first time he c alled
me shortly after I had assumed the post w as, I don't recall
how.shortly after, but it was not long after and he c alled me and
asked me a question. He said that one of the girls, referring to one of
his daughters, was in the office, and had asked him a question about
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question he had on it. I reached back for my copy of the Constitution
which I had gotten from this committee, and it wasn't there. and I
told him I would have to call him back. And so I dug out a copy of the
Constitution and read it, having worked on it while I was here and
answered his question. That was the only other meeting that I can
recall other than the meeting when he signed his testamentary
papers.

There may have been one or two other occasions. I was in the office,
but there were certainly no discussions with him. The signing r of
his tax r eturns and things like that, I would merely take somebody
in, stand there and then depart the office.

Mr. DOAR. Now, how was the meeting on September 15 arranged

Mr. DEAN-. My secretary informed me that the President wanted me
to come to the Oval Office.

Mr. DOAR. Had you had any prior contact or had you received any
instructions from Mr. Haldeman prior to that meeting with respect
to assignments in connection with the Internal Revenue Service

Mr. DEAN. Prior to September 15 8

Mr. I)O.&R. Yes.

Mr. I)EAN-. Not directly -from Mr. Haldeman. I was in San Clemente
MI. Higby stopped me and(l said are you working with Murray Chot
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iner and I said I don't know what you are talking about. He said well,
you haven't talked to Ehrlichman about it yet and I said, I10~~ I have
not. He said, well, I understand that you are supposed to work with
Murray Chotiner. I said oh and he said yes, Mr. Chotiner was drawing
some lists, and that you were going to take care of it with the IRS.

I subsequently got ahold of Mr. Chotiner and Mr. Ehrlichman andfound
out what it was about.

Mr. DOAR. And what was it about ?

Mr. DEAN. That Mr. Chotiner was collecting the names of all of the
principal contributors in the McGovern campaign, and that he would
draw a list, selecting certain groups  of names, and that I would in
turn ask Mr. Walters to have Internal Revenue Service audits
conducted on these people.

Mr . DOAR. Did you meet with M r. Walters about that ?

Mr. DEAN. Yes, I did.

Mr. DOAR. And when was that meeting ?

Mr. DEAN. In September, I would say mid-September of 197?;. The
date September 13 sticks in my mind, but I cannot be positive of
that date.

Mr. DOOR. What was the purpose of that meeting ?

Mr. DEAN. I had then received the Chotiner list, and my assignment
was to ask Mr. Walters if it was possible to have audits conducted
on all or any of these people.

Mr. DOAR . Did you discuss your assignment with respect to the IRS
with the President during y our meeting on September 15 ?

MI. DEAN-. I am not sure how directly or specifically it came up, but
there was a, indeed a rather extended discussion with the President
on the use of IRS. He made some rather specific comments to me,
which in turn resulted in me going back to Mr. Walters again.

Mr. DOAR. When you say the use of IRS, what are you talking about ?



Mr. DEAN. Well, as I recall the conversation, we were talking about
the problems of having IRS conduct audits and I told him that we
hadn't t been very successful at this because Mr. Walters had told me
that he just didn't want to do it. I did not—I did not push him. As far
as I was concerned I was off the hook. I had done what I had been
asked, and I related this to the President.

And he said something to the effect. well, if Shultz thinks he's been
put over these to be some sort of candy asst he is mistaken and if
you have got any problems, you just come tell me, and I will get it
straightened out.

Mr. DOAR. Now, there has been testimony before the Committee with
respect to a $3SS0.0()0 cash fund under Mr. Haldeman's control at
the White House. Were you aware of that fund ?

Mr. DEAN. Yes, I was.

Mr. DOAR. And when were you first aware of that fund ?

Mr. DEAN. After June 19. I was aware of the fact there was golng to
be a fund there because Mr. Strachan had come to me and asked me if
I could suggest anvbody that could take out a safety deposit box. I
told him I didn't have anybody in mind, and he said well, never mind.
And the next time I heard about it was after the 19th.

Mr. DOAR. When you say after the 19th, can you fix the time a little
more specifically 
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Mr. DEAN. No, I can't. It was in connection with Mr. Sloan being
debriefed by people at the Re-election Committee. Mr. Stans talked
to him, Mr. Mardian talked to him, and there was just general
knowledge that Mr. Sloan had distributed sometime before April 7
the $350,000. Mr. Strachan also told me the same thing.

Mr. DOAR. I have never understood what was meant by debriefed.
What do you mean by that?

Mr. DEAN. Well, I can tell you—I am—how I am using the term now.

Mr. DOAR. How do you use the term ?

Mr. DEAN. Well, when the Special Prosecutor—after I pleaded, told me
that they wanted me to be debriefed, and that was an extended
questioning and answering as to all of my knowledge of various
things that I had been involved in.

Mr. DOAR. Well, when you used it with respect to Mr. Sloan, what do
you talk about ?

Mr. DEAN. Well, they were asking Mr. Sloan, you know what he knew
of various aspects of the handling of moneywhile he was Treasurer
at the Re-election Committee or at the Finance Committee for the
Re-election.

Mr. DOAR. Specifically were they asking him about what he knew
about cash money ? Is that right ?

Mr. DEAN. I believe that's correct.

Mr. DOAR. Who was doing that questioning, just for the record, so the
r ecord is clear ?

Mr. DEAN. I believe it was principally MIr. Stans and Mr. Mardian.

Mr. DOAR. Now, did any of that money ever come into your
possession, any of that $350,000 ?

Mr. DEAN. Yes, it did.

Mr. DOAR. And will you tell the committee the circumstances of that
?



Mr. DEAN. Yes. Mr. Strachan and Mr. Dick Howard came to my office on
the 19th or the 20th or 21st. I am not exactlv sure which date it
was, and told me that they had $15*200, 1U.2. and thev were
bringing it to me for safekeeping. They said it was part of a larger
amount. some of which had been expended for some campaign ads I
don't know why they brought it to me, and I told them that I would
keep it in my safe, and marked it on an envelope and told them I
would put it in my safe and be prepared to account for it as that's
where it would remain and this was a safe in mv office.

Mr. DOAR. And did you keep that money in your safe in the office ?

Mr. DEAN. Yes, sir. Well. yes and no. I kept it there, but I also. as I
testified before the Senate, at one time in October took some $4,850
out and made personal use of it.

Mr. DOAR. And did you replenish that money ?

Mr. DEAN. Yes, I did.

Mr. DOAR. Now, with respect to the larger fund, did you know the
amount of that fund ?

Mr. DEAN. Yes. I did.

Mr. DOAR. What was the amount ?

Ml. DEAN. Well the total fund was 350 less the 22, less the 22 had
been given to Mr. Colson.

l that
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Mr. DOAR. SO that there was $350,000 and $22,000 was withdrawn,
$6,800 was spent for advertising, and then $15,,200 came back to
you for safekeeping ?

Mr. DEAN. That's correct.

Mr. DOAR. Brought to you by Mr. Strachan and a Mr. Howard?

Mr. DF,AN. That is correct.

Mr. DOUR. NOW, subsequent to that time did you have any discussions
about the use of the remaining $328,000 for the purpose of
makpayments to the Watergate defendants?

Mr. DEAN. Yes, I did.

Mr. DOAR. And with whom did you have those discussions?

Mr. DEAN. Well, when the assignment was given to Mr. Kalmbach to
raise such funds there was an interest by Mr. Kalmbach in raising
money anywhere and everywhere he could find it. He was very
reluctant to go out to contributors and get money, and was looking
for any and all available moneys. It was decided at that time that we
would just say nothing about what was at the White House and in
fact, would try our best not to let any of that money get involve d in
this

enter prise.

Mr. DOAR. YOU knew then that there were payments being made to the
defendants ?

Mr. DEAN. Yes.

Air. DOAR. I)id you authorize those payments ?

Mr. I)EAN. No I did not.

Mr. DOAR. And to continue then would you develop the further
discussion that you had with respect to the use of the $350,000 ?

Mr. I)EAN-. Well, there was concern at the White House that if Mr.
Sloan were to testify that this money was at the White House, the
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of having a slush fund.

Mr. DOAR. Let me interrupt you a moment. You say there was concern
at the White House. Concern by who ?

Mr. I)EAN. Those that knew the fund was there, Mr. I Haldeman and I
principally were the ones that discussed this.

Mr. DO.AR. I see.

Mr. I)EAN. And Mr. Mitchell expressed some opinions on this also.

Mr. DOAR. All right. Go ahead. Please proceed.

Mr. DEAN-. I was very acutely aware of the fact that Mr. Kalmbach
was in need of money, and we were doing our best not to let any of
the money we had be used. I was also aware of the fact that I had
$15,200 in my possession, and was very reluctant to have money I
had directly handled myself for my own self protection be used for
what I knew was an improper purpose. So, I had—I had talked about
this with Mr. Stans. We had a problem with a campaign violation for
the use of 1968, which I didn't discuss with him, and told him that
we had to some way replenish the fund, and get it out of the White I
louse. We talked about this on numerous occasions. Finally in
November late November of 1972, Sir. Stans informed me that he,
that he had funds available, and if they were wanted we ought to get
over there very quickly and get them I do not recall specificallythat
he was saying that this should be done immediately. I don't—it's just
not in my memory at this time.
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However, I know that it was so fast I couldn't find Mr. Strachan, so l
called Mr. Fielding in my office and said can you go over and pick up a
package from Mr. Stans. I told Mr. Stans that Mr.F ielding would be
over. I said, to Mr. Stans1 said Mr. Fielding would know what he is
over there to collect, but he will just get it back to Strachan
. Stans said all right, and Fielding came back, and he was quite
outraged at the fact that here Mr. Stans was costing out money in
front of him. And I just said well, Fred, don't worry about that. that's
nothing that involves you. I said just get it to Strachan as quickly as
you call.

Well, the demands about this time were also increasing for money.
and l think that was one of the problems why) Mr. Stans wanted to
get the money out of his own possession.

Within oh, a week at the most after, just a matter of days actually,
after Mr. Fielding had picked up the money, and(l it had been brought
over, the demands reached to SIIC]I a crescendo that some thing had
to be done, and I received a call from Mr. Mitchell who said that we
are going to have to use some of the money you have got in the
$3:5(),000.

M1. DOAR. Can you fix the time of that i

Mr. DEAN. Yes, that was well, the delivery came on November 28, and
as I recall, we had discussed both before that day—you have got to
understand there are two levels of conversation going on here one
that Mr. Stans is not privy to, and another one that involves Mr.
LaRue and Mr. Mitchell, and my conversations with Mr. Haldeman and
Mr. Ehrlichman.

Well, the crescendo was reached and I was asked by Ml. Mitchell] to
go to Mr. Haldeman and ask can v.-e borrow some of that money, and
we w ill replenish it again as soon as we get some mor e . So I went
to Haldeman and I said I frankly Bob, don't have any—I don't like it. I
don't have any better solution, but here is what we are being asked
to do.

And he said, he said well, with the understanding we are going to get
it back, give them the money. So, I instructed Mr. Strachan to deliver
to Mr. LaRue, and work out the arrangements for the delivery with
Mr. LaRue of I believe it was either $40,000 or $70*000. I am not
sure on this day which it was.



Mr. DOAR. And that was early in December 2

Mr. DEAN. That is correct.

Mr. DOAR. YOU have testified that the demands for money were
increasing. What information came to your attention about that and
from whom did it come 2

Mr. DEAN. I was hearing it from the lawyers at the Re-Election
Committee and

Mr. DOAR. Identify them please.

Mr. DEAN. Mr. O'Brien and Mr. Parkinson. an(l I was then aware of the
fact from Mr. Colson that he had received a telephone call from Mr.
Hunt on the week of November 13 of 1972. He. in fact, had
transcribed that conversation on an IBM dictabelt. He called me down
to his office and he played the dictabelt and he said that he was
going to have it transcribed. And I said well, I am not sure you ought
to transcribe that, Chuck, whv don't y ou just let me have it. And he
was quite happy, he said, "I was going to send you a
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transcript" is what he said, and I said, "No, I think you should just
give me the dictabelt."

And I went down and recorded on a cassette recorder from my
dictating machine a copy of this conversation. It was quite evident
what was happening, and this just fit in with what I was being told
by the lawyers, and this was a very clear demand from Mr. Hunt that
now that the election was over he was expecting to be taken care of.

Mr. DEAR. What, if anything, did you do with the recording you made
of that conversation ?

Mr. DEAN. Well, Mr. Haldeman and Mr. Ehrlichman were at Camp David
at the time working on the reorganization plans. My office really
hadn't been involved in that, which was being kept quite secret at
that time. So, I called Camp David and I spoke to Mr. Hullin, I believe
is the one I spoke to and told him that I thought that I ought to see
Bob and John. He then arranged a meeting whereby I could come and
see them, and I drove up on the morning of the 15th of November to
Camp David with another member of the staff, and my sole purpose
in going to see them was to make sure that they were aware of what
was happening.

There were a couple of collateral matters dealing with Mr. Chopin
that came up at that meeting, but we went back into the President's
office in that lodge up there, and I played the tape recording for
them.

Mr. DOAR. And what instructions did you receive following the
playing of that tape recording ?

Mr. DEAN-. They told me I should—I told them that—

Mr. DOAR. What did you say and what did they say ?

Mr. DEAN-. I said I am going to see Mitchell this afternoon, and they
said that you should take this problem to John Mitchell.

Mr. I)OAR. And did you take that—

Mr. DEAN. There w as one thing on the tape that was particularly, I
assume! of concern to Mr. Mitchell. As I recall, Mr. Hunt had said that
Mitchell had perjured himself.
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Mitchell 9.

Mr. DE N. 5 es, I did.

Mr. DOAR. What was Mr. Mitchell's—what was the conversation w ith
Mr. Mitchell after you p] ayed the tape ?

Mr. DEAN. When the reference on the tape to the perjury came up, he
said "Oh I wonder what in the hell Hunt is talking about" and he gave
me—I recall no instructions or said nothing. He did nothing at that
time.

Mr. DOAR. And following that then, you have related you had
discussions with Mr. l l aldeman with respect to the $350,000 ?

Mr. DEAN. That is correct.

Mr. DOAR. Now, you has-e testified about a transfer of either
$40,000 or $70,000 in December by Mr. Strachan to Mr. LaRue. What
happened to the balance of that money if you know ?

Mr. DEAN. Well, there were subsequent demands for the money and
when

Mr. DOAR. How were they communicated ?

Mr. DEAN. From Mr. O"Brien. I was trying to think. I don't think
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Mr. Parkinson was involved in those discussions at that time. Frown
Mr. O'Brien, that there was still further need for mole funds that
their needs had not been satisfied, and that something Eras going to
have to be done. These were repeated. I would talk to Mr. Haldeman
ahout it, and tell him that the actual language Eve used, which I
happen
to recall, is that they wanted another bite out of the apple. We also
talked about the fact tilat they had not made the fund whole and had
not replenished it, an(l we v. ere very unhappy about that as they
were
promising us they would make that fund whole again, simultaneously

they are telling us they need more money from it.

At one point again the demands reached a crescendo where
something

had to be done and I had to go back to Mr. Haidelllan again.

Mr. DoArl. At what point ? Can you fix the time of that i

Mr. DEAN. I cannot. I am sorry.

Mr. DOAR. BY months ?

Mr. DEAN. I guess, yes, I would say that's fair, but I just don't

recall.

Mr. DOAR. NO, I mean in a particular month ? Can you fis it in a

particular month ?

Ml . DEAN. I would say it was in January.

Mr. DOAR. Please proceed.

Mr. DEAN. The call came in again from Mr. Mitchell saying, you

know, we need something and I said well, you know. you lvere
supposed
to replenish this and the like, and I wasn t one to argue vith Mr.
Mitchell. Banal so I finallv went to Fir. Haldeman an(l again said they



want another bite out of the apple. We have talked about sending the
w hole thing back, maybe it should be sent back now and Mr.
Haldeman
said send the whole damn thing back over there, and get a receipt for

it.

Mr. DOAR. And what did you do with those instructions?

Mr. DEAN. I told Mr. Stracllan that he should take the entire re

rnainder back and get a receipt from them for it.

Mr. SEIBERt.ING. Point of clarification, Mr. Chairman. Mr. Clean said

a receipt from them.

Mr. DEAN . That was Mr. La Rue principally.

Mr. DOAR. Acting in whose behalf ?

Mr. DEAN. Well, I really don't know. I guess—a receipt from Mr.

La Rue to the fact that they—the committee Old somebody had
received

$3.50,000.

Mr. DOAR. I see.

Mr. WALDIE. Mr. Chairman ?

The (~,IIAIRMAN. Mr. Waldie.

Mr. WALDIE. What is the date of this conversation ?

The CHAIRMAN. Are you unable to state the date of the conversation
?

Mr DEAN. I cannot tell you the precise date other than the fact that

I put if in January.

Mr. DOAR. NO V, YOU have test;fied to the fact that you became aware



of a man named Hoxvard Hunt and we have had a considerable amount
of testimony with respect to Mr. Hunt's safe at the White House. You

vere aware of his safe ?

Mr. DEAN. I was, yes. I wapiti was told that he had a safe, yes.

Mr. DOAR. I don't vant to ask you all of it, to develop all of your
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knowledge with respect to the contents and the disposition of the
materials in that safe, but I Mill ask you whether or not you did
deliver to the FBI certain materials in the safe to FBI agents ?

Mr. I)EAN. That is correct.

Mr. DOAR. And I will ask you whether or not you delivered other of
the rnaterials, other materials of the safe to the acting director,
AIr. Gray ?

Mr. DEAN. That is correct.

Mr. DO.\R. Now~ at w hose instructions were you operating when you
did that ?

Mr. DEAN. Well, they had asked for them, and they had asked for the
material in Mr. Hunt-s safe so I was delivering them to the FBI at
their request. But, what I was doing when I delivered the materials
to Mr. Gray was trying to provide an excuse for those at the White
House to be able to say that everything that was in Mr. Hunt's safe
had been sent to the FBI.

Mr. DOAR. Well, did you do that on your own devices with the
materials, or did you get instruction from any of your superiors ?

Mr. DEAN. I did that on my own decision. Well, I talked to Mr.
Ehrlichman about the fact of what was in the safe and he was very
unhappy with what was in the safe and had given me instructions
regarding the large suitcase that had had material, to deep six it,
and suggested shredding the documents that were embarrassing, and
at that time I was still a reluctant lady, and was very doubtful as to
whether this was the best course or not. And I thought there were
real possibilities that a lot of people would not be able to testify
that there had, indeed, or that nothing had turned up in Mr. Hunt's
safe.

Mr. DOAR. SO did you discuss that further with Mr. Ehrlichman ?

Mr. DEAN. Yes, I did discuss that with Mr. Ehrlichman.

Mr. I)OAR. And what was the nature of those discussions, that
discussion ?



Mr. I)EAN. Well. after I reported to him vhat was in the safe and the
fact that people would be able to say that that safe was not empty
that I conceded the idea, after my instructions from him, that I
could turn some of this material over and handle the rest of it
directly with Mr. Gray.

Mr. DOAR. And did hex

Mr. SANDMAN. Mr. Chairman, could we have a date established when
this happened ?

The CHAIRMAN. Can you establish the date on which this occurred ?

Mr. SANDMAN. The emptying of the safe.

Mr. DOAR. The opening of the safe, yes. That was the night of the
l9th.

Mr. SANDMAN. Ninteenth of what ?

Mr. I)EAs. Jlme.

Mr. SANDMAN. What year?

Mr. I)EAN. 1972.

Mr. SANDMAN. Thank you.

Mr. DEAN. I didn't kliow it was going to be. open that quickly and,
Congressman, in fact Mr. Kurli Clad instructions from Mr. Ehr]ichman,
who was present with us when ave discussed the opening of the safe.
He told him how it would be done and the like and I didn't know
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they were going to do it quite that quickly. I had gone to Mr.
Mitchell's. and that's when he called Mr. Fielding, who had no
knowledge, f hadn't told him to expect it, that I was supposed to
receive this materia], and then Mr. Fieklillg went up with Mr. Kulli to
witness the opening of the safe and take custodv of the contents.

The CHAIRMAN. Counsel, will you please proceed.

Mr. DOAR. Well, did you deliver all of the materials that Lad come
from the safe either to the special agents of the FBI or to Mr. Gray ?

Mr. DEAN. Well, when MI-. Ehrlichman—Mr. Shr]ichanall was there
when he passed the envelopes. At that time I thought we had
delivered everything, and rested comfortable in my mind that we had
delivered everything, and I was, if asked, I would be able to say that
everything had been delivered to the FBI.

Mr. DOAR. Had everything ill fact, been delivered to the FBI ?

Mr. DEAN. NO, I had not. It was subsequent to that that I learned that
we Lad not.

Mr. DOAR. And will you explain how you learned that ?

Mr. DEAN. Well, the prosecutors then handling the case asked Mr.
Kurli, Mr. Fielding, and myself to come down and explain the chain of
the handling of this evidence. During the course of that conversation

Mr. I )OAR. Can you fix the time of that ?

Mr. DEAN. Yes, that was ill December of 19 ( 2, just pretrial. I)llrillg
the course of that conversation Mr. SilbeIt asked me! he said Mr. Hunt
has a motion. and they do al with two Hermes note books and a file
folder and at that time neither ISUI1i nor Fielding WhO ha(l done
most of the packing of the material into my safe nor I were even
aware of what a Hermes notebook was. fits the diSCUSSiOII went on
I deci(led I had to then get Mr. Petersen aside because I lighted if
there is material missing it is because it is in the envelopes or
hanclle(l, or handed to Mr. Gray, so I told, I p ulle(l NIr. Petersen
aside an(l we we nt out of the room and I said, "lTenry, I have got to
tell of Ou tllis. If I am called to the stand I am going to Slave to tel]
you the wav the the evidence was handle(l is that not all of it really
weIlt to the ageists as such blat some of it was given to Pat Gray."



And thats where I woul(l surmise the Hermes notebooks would be. ~&
n(l he was quite startle(l to Lear this and with that broke off the
conference rather quickly and I was never called again subsequently.
MI. Silbert was the one who asked me. ITe said—well, during this
discussion before T ha(l had with Petersen he said would you please
go back and recheck. Al7e explained where the materials were all
kept. He said would you recheck that safe to see if there's anything
left in there.

Mr. DO XR. Did you do that 2

Mr. DEAN. Yes, I did. I subsequently went back, an(l that s when I
discovered the fact that amongst just some loose files that were ill
the bottom of my safe there were the materials stuck! there were
the t~vo Hermes notebooks and the pOpllp folder which had been
either inadvertelltly or some way placed in these accor(liaIl folders
that welt opened at the top. I subsequently had talked to Mr. Gray,
had learlle(l that he had told me to hang tight on the fact that this
material had been turned over to him and I said, well, nhthlat's the
problem, and he sai(-l well, I destroyed these documents
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Well, my feeling being—feeling quite pregnant by that time—I had I10
hesitation to just take and shred the documents an(l to destrov the
popup notebook vhieh I did.

311. I)OAR. What is a Hermes notebook 2

Mr. DE ON. It is a very thin cardboard-bound, paper-backed, white
open-leafed notebook that has just blank pages, I gather made by

the Hertlles Co.

Mr. OWENS. Counselor, are we still in December of 1972 ?

Mr. DEAN. No, this is January vhen I vent through my safe, of 1973.

The CIIAIRM:. A-. Did you vant to clarify somethinge

Mr. DEAN. No, sir.

Mr. DOOR. Would you let me ask you this, did you begin to have more
frequent contact, or begin to have contact on a regular basis with
the President beginning in late February 1973 2

Mr. DEAN. Yes, I did.

Mr. DOAR. And how did that come about ?

Mr. DEAN. Well, excuse me.

[ Short pause.]

Mr. DEAN. Counsel notes that I think it is quite appropriate that I
bring out the fact that I did not testify regarding the Hermes
notebooks before the Senate when I vas testifying there. There were
several things that vere not ill my conscience at the time I testified
there that have subsequently come out that involve my own actions
and my OWES behavior. They were just not in my conscience but as
soon as the matter did arise again and was brought to my attention,
the first time vas during the summer vhen Mr. Hunt was filing a
motion, and I was talking to counsel. and I said I have got to talk to
you about that before anything goes further. And I came back shortly
and they expedite.d the time they wanted me to plead. I pleaded in
the—one of the very early things I did as soon as ve got to that in mv
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had happened to the Hermes notebook regarding my destruction of it.

Mr. DOAR. All right, Mr. Dean, I would like to ask you about if in the
latter part of February 1973~ vou began to have frequent meetings
with the President of the United States ?

Mr. DEAN. Yes, I did.

Mr. DANIELSON. Point of clarification. Would that be 1972 or

Mr. DEAN. 1973.

Mr. DOAR. 1973. February 1973. And how did this meeting come about
?

Mr. DEAN. Well, I don t real]y know for certain. I had had some
discussions with Mr. Ehrlichman folio ving the l,a Costa meeting on
Februarv 10 and I thought that if I vere ever called to testify I was
going to have a lot of problem invoking executive privilege because I
didn t really feel. while we ha(l issued statements on executive
privilege, that they would cover anything other than conversations
with the

Presi(lent,.

Mr. I)OAR. And had you prior—had you between September 15 and the
latter part of February had any conversations with the Presidents

Mr. l)E ANT, Not on this subject no.

Mr. DOOR. And following La Costa meeting, can you tell me whether
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or not you began to have direct meetings with the President of the
United States?

Mr. DEAN. Yes, I did.

Mr. DOAR. And did you, at that time, do you have a recollection by day
what the President and you talked about between the latter part of
February and March 21 ?

Mr. DEAN. Yes; I do. I might pause and just say that when I
constructed my, drafted my Senate testimony, that I had no notes
frolic any of my meetings with any of these. I did not keep a diary. I
wasn't able to get any information from the White House as to
specific times. I made some efforts, but I was refused the
information. When it was in about April 15 and I could get some
informal, but not confirmed times generally for a few of the
meetings, and the way—the only wav I could do it was from just cold
memory. I had a partially complete newspaper clipping file and I
merely went through the newspapers and I tried to remember which
days I had met with t he President, what we had discussed, and to
reconstruct it from memory as best as I could recall it.

Mr. DOAR. I want to be clear. Did you not keep any contemporaneous
memorandum of the conversations that you had with the President?

Mr. DEAN. No, sir, I did not. I specifically had a conversation with Mr.
Moore once on that. He asked me why I didn't and I said I just didn't
think it would be appropriate because I don't think some of the
things we were talking about should be made a record of.

Mr. DOAR. Now, did you on or about or at the middle of March or
shortly after the middle of March have X conversation with Mr.
O'Brien about a demand by Mr. Hunt ?

Mr. DEAN. Yes, I did.

Mr. DOAR. Can you fix the time and place of that conversation ?

Mr. DEAN. Yes, I can.

Mr. DOAR. When was it ?

Mr. DEAN. That was on the afternoon of March 19,1973.



Mr. DOAR. Where did the conversation take place ?

Mr. DEAN. It occurred in my office in the Executive Office Building.

Mr. DOAR. Had Mr. O'Brien called for an appointment prior to the
meeting ?

Mr. DEAN. Yes, he had because Eve had to clear him to come into the
office. He didn't possess a White House pass.

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Chairman, point of clarification.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Edwards.

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Doar, did Mr. Dean ansxver the question about what
the President and Mr. Dean talked about in the meeting from February
to Mareh 21 ?

Mr. DOAR. No, not yet.

The CHAIRMAN. We haven't gotten to that.

Mr. DOAR. Let me just finish if I can the conversation with Mr.
O'Brien on the 19th.

Could you tell——

Mr. DEAN. Well. yes. Mr. O'Brien told me he had tried to see me over
the weekend and the reason that stuck in my mind is because I was
certainly available over the weekend and had in fact been in the
office over the weekend, had met with the President on St. Patrick s
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Day so I didn t really understand why he had had such a problem
getting ahold of me over the weekend.

And then loo told me that he had had a meeting the preceding Friday
with Howard Hunt. He said that he had met with him over in Mr.
Hittman's office said that Hunt had had a message that he wanted to
pass to me and I said to Mr. ()'lArien thell~ I said "well, why me?"
and l\Ir. 0'13rien then said •'well I asked Hullt the same question
and he said well, vou just pass this tlong to L)ean."

ltnd the message e fleas that he had to get his financial affairs in
order before he was sentenced and that he wanted by Tuesday or
Wednesday I think it novas to have his request handled and he wanted
$>7S,000 for living expenses and $Si0 000 for his attorneys' fees
and that if he didn't get theses he was going to have some seamy
things to say about lvllat he Lad done for John EhIli(hman while he
was at the White House. and he would have to reconsider iliS options
if he didn't Cet it

Mr DOAR. And lvllat svas your response to this ?

Mr. I)EAN-. Well, I was frankly rather shocked.

Mr. DOAR. What was your response ?

Mr. I)E.\N. A\7e]1. I told him that I—I said O'Brien and I had talked
about the deinands of people before—I said Paul! I said. I am out of
the monev business. You are just going to have to go somewhere else
to take care of this problem. I am not going to have anything to do
with it. I am out of the business. I said mavbe it's time to just end
this al]. It s rotten to the point where I don't think we can live with
it. You and I are a couple of conduits and we are going to get
ourselves in a whole hell of a lot of trouble if we keep passing this
information back and forth. This is obstruction of justice and I don't
l ike it.

And it was SOIt of a commiserating hand holding situation where
neither of us were happy with the situation and I was probably less
happy than he w as.

Mr. DOAR. Now prior to the meeting on the 19th with Mr. O'Brien, you
have testified to the fact that he had had a member of meetings with
the President of the Ignited States between the latter part of
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What if anv information? to the best of sour recollection, did you
give to the President during that time and if you can be as specific
and precise as possible, bearing in mind that you dOll>t have notes it
would be helpful. I am sure vou realize that the committee has a
recorded conversation for the 28th of February and for the 13th of
March but there were a number of other meetings. I think one on the
27th of Februarv and several between the first of March and the 13th
of March and another on the l 7th of March.

Mr. DEAN. Are you specificallv referring to with regard to moneys

Mr. DOAR. With regard to the Watergate defendants, the alleged— the
thing that—the obstruction of Justice thing and you acting as a
conduit.

Ml . DEAN. A5Te11, I recall

Mr. DENNIS. Mr. chairman, mav we have the witness. insofar as he
Culls break these conversations down to the different specific dates
that are involved ? Thank you.

Mr. DEAN. Well, as I testified before the Senate, my mind is not a
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tape reeorder and I had to repeat that on several occasions, that
xvas
long before we knew of the tapes even, that I feel I am capable of
r e -

calling impressions and gists of conversations.

I have always had a great deal of difficulty with recalling specitie

words said, who said what and what reactions were. Obviously the
recorded transcripts serve as a great recollection of some of the
things
that occurred. Some of them, frankly I would have never remembeled
had I not read tile transcripts. So, let s take first of all the group of
meetings that occurred OII the 27th 28th and the 1st of -March. I
noticed in reading the transcripts and I noticed in rereading mv
Senate testimony and I recall in preparing my testimony these
meetings happened very quickly and very closely together it svas the
afternoon of the 27th, it was the morning of the 28th and then the
morning of the 1st. There was a great deal of overlap in subject
matter, alld substance of blle~se conversations. I think it is quite
clear
that some of the things that I h ave put on one dav mav have
happened
on another day. But, with regard to my Senate testimony I am fully
prepared to stand on every recollection I had in there as having
occurred in those three meetings within stshat time frame. I may
have

slid from one day to the next day.

l\Iy mind is just not that precise that it can put everv separate

morning from an afternoon. But, as I said I have done the best I can.

Nozv, I can think of specific examples, in reading the transcript of

the 28th, that show exactly what I hanve done. If the committee
would

like me to point out these now I svould be happy to.

Mr. DOAR. I think first if you could just summarize the subjects you



discussed on those three meetings, the 27th, the 28th, and the 1st.

Mr. DEAN. Right.

Mr. DENNIS. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to obstruct the witness at

all but I think it is very important that he specify as much as he
rea-
sonably can what he said when instead of getting into questions that

call for general topics over a period.

I think he ought to be held down just as strict]v as he can do it.

I understand his problem, but I object to this broad general type of

questioning.

This is too important.

The CHAIRMAN-. Well, I think the witness is attempting to do this as
best he can from his recollection. He has stated that his mind is
attempting to be as precise as it possibly can without having to
refer to the recordings and the transcripts that are before us. And I
think that more than that we cannot expect the witness to do.

You may proceed.

.7\Ir. DENNIS. Mr. Chairman, what I really objeet to, with all due
respect, is counsel s question. I understand the witness problem, but
Mr. Doar, instead of trying to get what he can he was about to tell
llS for instance, about February 28 and he has asked him a broad
question to tell IIS the general topics you discussed within this
time frame and I don't think counsel should do that.

The CHAIRMAN-. Well, the member will have an opportllllitv when he
interrogates the witness if he feels that the line of questioning is
imprecise.

Mr. Doar, please proceed.
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Mr. DOAR. Well, Ml. I)ean, I have no objection to your answering Mr.
Demlis specific question about the 28th. and all I am asking for is
your best recollection and with as much precision as you can about
February 27th, February 28th, and March 1st. Not the entire period
between February 27th and the 19th of March at this time. Do you
under stand that question ?

Mr. DEAN. Yes, I do.

Let me say, on the 28th w as the meeting

Mr. DOAR. Let me ask you just for the record so the members under
stand you are refresllint, the recollection from your Senate
testimony ?

Mr. DEAN. That is correct.

Mr. DOAR And could you just for the benefit of the members indicate
the page of the Senate and the volume of the Senate testimony i

Mr. DICAN. 99 1, 3, book .3.

Mr. DEAR. All rights Mr. I)ean.

11\Ir. DEAN. Well, as I indicated when I testified before the Senate,
this was the first meeting when the President told me that I was to
directly report to him on Watergate matters, and that he told me
that this was a matter w]liell was consuming too much of Mr.
Haldeman's and Mr. Frdicllrnan's attention and that he would like me
to report directly to him.

He also noted to me that they were principals. Now, I have
szbsequently testified that on the 28th I told him that I thought I
also was a principal and proceeded to explain to him why I thought I
was a principal. For some reason I thought a day had elapsed. I am
inclined to believe on reading the 28th that this probably occurred
right at the time he told me this, that I told him that I too thought
that I had a problem with obstruction of justice. and we had a very
brief conversation about it.

He didn't really agree with me, and didn't want to pursue the matter.
The President told me about his meeting with Baker and the Attorney
General and requested that I follow up with the Attorney Aven eral.



I noted from reading the transcript of the 28th that it was quite
evident that not only on the 28th as reported, had I talked to him
about Mr. Sullivan but that had come up on the 27th as well. and
that's the way I recall it, having refreshed my recollection with the
transcripts that we did talk about the Sullivan matters. In fact, I
had placed on March 1 testimony to the eSect that I informed him
that I had a meeting several days prior with Mr. Sullivan, who had
been at the FBI for many years and Mr. Sullivan alluded to the fact
the FBI had been used for political purposes in past administrations
and I cited a few examples he had given me. I had placed that on
March 1. It is quite evident that happened on the 28th in the
transcript.

But I also believe it occurred on March 27^ that there was allusion to
it. We talked about the leak. The transcript of the 28th recalls to me
that it was on the 27th that ve talked about Mr. Mark Felt and we
talked about how the leak of the news and then wiretaps had come
out and he had asked ale we had had questions on that. I had
originally placed that on the 28th.

Mr. Bl-T1ER. Excuse me. Mr. Chairman, we are talking about the 27th
and 28th of February are we not 2

Mr. DEAN. Yes, sir. Yes, sir.
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Mr. BUTLER. I think you mentioned March a second ago.

Mr. DEAN. Starch 1, alluded to that.

Mr. BUTLER. We are still talking about the 27th and 28th of February
and the i st day of March ?

Mr. DEAN. Yes, tllat's right.

Mr. BUTLER. Thank you.

Mr. DEAN. Another example of how I have apparently mingled
overlapping meetings is my reference on March 1 to the fact that he
had told the Attorney General to read the chapter in the book of "Six
Crises." Well, I had remembered that very vividly anti that obviously
happened, according to the transcript of the 28th, on the 28th. So
that's the type of thing that I am alluding to where the overlap of
the subject matter resulted in my not being able to separate every
specifie thing that had happened on three meetings that were held
very close together.

Mr. DOAR. NOW, what I •vould like you to do, as specific as you can,
is to indicate the matters that you talked about, brought up with the
President with respect to the Watergate problem.

Mr. DEAN. At the end of the meeting on the 27th, as I was leaving the
office, one of the thill«,rs after I was—I was not sure at that time
that the coverup could continue and I thought that I ought to convey
that to the President. And I did. And he gave me what I would have to
interpret as sort of a pep talk. I recall that he told me that, you
know, this had been the only issue they had had, and it had been
handled well, and he had a lot of confidence that I could handle it,
and he gave me you know. just sort of you have got to fi~ht and hall(r
in type of gesture and this was when we were on our feet and I was
leaving the office.

That was one of the things that he had accomplished in turning rile
around, and if I was to have any pessimism I wasn't groing to show
it to him. We discussed how the reporting would go on and that I
should keep in touch with him and resolve problems relating to the
Watergate with him.

Mr. DO.\R. And did you have further meetings then during the first



week in March?

Mr. DEAN. I believe the next one •vas the 6th.

Mr. DOAR. And what's your recollection of that meeting?

Mr. DEAN. Well, I have a very brief recollection of it and I have
searched my mind and I have tried to do one thing and that is not
force my memory, feeling that's the best way to have a faulty
memory is to force. it.

So, I just have to say that I really don't know much more than what I
discussed, that there was a general discussion about the status of
the Gray hearings and a reminder that I was to continue to report to
him about the Watergate matters.

Mr. D(>AR. And when did you meet next with the President?

Mr. DEAN. The 7th.

Mr. DOAR. And do you have a recollection now of your conversation
with him on that date?

Mr. DEAN. Well. I can add nothing more than what I said in the Senate.

Mr. DOAR. Well. could you just summarize that for the committee so
they have it ill mind ?
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Mr. DEAN. Well, there was discussion about Gray's performance
before the committee, and the fact that Gray had made comments
regarding my sitting in on the investigations •vith the FBI. And I do
recall the reference the President made to Gray's attitude when he
made the reference that •;vv-ell, that's jolly well." I have never
heard the President use that before and that sort of stuck in my
mind. And we were—then thele was further discussion about the
Attorney General cutting off Gray from further Watergate reports or
the FIJI files to the Senate Judiciary Committee during the Gray
hearings. He was unhappy about that.

Mr. DOAR. And did you meet with the President again on the 8th of
March?

Mr. DEAN. Yes, I did.

Mr. RANGER . Mr. Chairman?

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Rangel ?

Mr. RANaEL. Mr. Chairman, it was my understanding that the witness
was indicating that there was some new material as related to
March 7 and he was requested to give a summary. Did the summary
include the new material ?

The CHAIRMAN. No; I don't believe that that was the question.

Mr. DOAR. Do you have a recollection of what took place at the March
8 meeting ?

Mr. DEAN. Well, again it was, as I recall, pretty much discussion of
the Gray hearings and that's all I can recall.

Mr. DOVER. Booking back at the logs that were furnished us by the
White. House, my attention has been called that oil Starch 1 you had
three meetings with the President, two in the morning and one in the
afternoon. Do you have a recollection now of any of the specifics
about any of these three meetings, or can you differentiate between
what took place at one as contrasted to one of the other two ?

Mr. DEAN. Now, I would not want to—as I say, I didn't have the logs at
the time I prepared this and I would find itch would think it unwise
to sit here and try to, while I am testifying, to force my memory.



This isn't exactly the best circumstances to try to recall vhat
happened when.

Mr. DO.\R. Now, according to the logs furnished us by the Wllite
House you had a conversation by telephone with the President when
he was at Camp David on March 10. Do you have a recollection of that
conversation ?

Mr. DEAN. It WaS my impression that was the call where we talked
about the executive privilege statement and getting it out but what
else transpired in that conversation I camlot recall.

Mr. DEAR. Then you had a conversation with the President for 1 hollr
and 18 minutes on March 13, is that right ?

Mr. DEAN. I will take your word for whatever the logs say, yes.

Mr. DOAR. And you have looked at the transcript of that conversation
?

Mr. DEAN. Yes; I have.

Mr. DOAR. NOWX 011 the 14th of, when was the next conversation
that you remember you had with the President following the 14th?
Or following the 13th, excuse me.

Mr. DEAN. Well, my recollection is of the 14th.
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Mr. DOAR. Did you have a recollection of the subject matters that

were discussed and what was said ?

Mr. DEAN. Primarily dealing with the forthcoming press con

ference and discussion of executive privilege. 2md the making Dean a
test case in the courts and executive privilege beeallse there would
be
more than executive privilege, there would be attorney lient
privilege

and the like.

Mr. DOAR. And where was l)ean going to testify ?

Mr. DEAN. Before the Senate Judiciary Committee.

AIr. DOAR. In connection •vith what matter?

Mr. DEANS . Mr. Gray's hearings.

Mr. DOAR. And did you meet again with the President on the fol

lowing day ?

Mr. DEAN. Yes: I did.

Sir. DO.\R. What date was that ?

Mr. DEAN. The 15th.

Mr. I)O.\R. And what do you recall about that conversational

Mr. DEAN. I recall that was after his press conference. The Pres

ident was in a very r elaxed mood.

I remember he vas saying his surprise at the fact that he had had a

rather historic announcement to make regarding the opening up of
liaison offices in China and then he was—he expressed some
annoyance



at the fact that the first question the press asked him was
whetherhe.an
was going to testify or not after he made this amlolmcement. And
thell we went Oll from thee e to h.tve what I would ea]l really just
lather
a bull session. He and Mr. Moore talked about the handling of the
hrix8
ease. I remember now that I—that that was the first time that Mr.
Moore said that he had really had you know, had found out who this
young Congressman from California was, was during this period of

time.

rMater ial unrelated to testinlollv of witness deleted. l

Mr. DOAR. Do you have a recollection of the conversation with the
Presi dent on the 16th of March ?

Mr. DEAN. Just the reference to the fact that there was some follow

p Oll matters that had arisen due into the l)ress conference.

Mr. I)OAI{. Now, you met again with the President on the 17th of
Mares. I)o vou have a recollection about that conversation ?

Mr. T)EAn . Well, mv reeo]leetion was that that was St. Patriek's Day
and it was a—I have. never been able to remember much about that
meeting but also had the subsequent feeling that an awful lot more
was diseussed at that meeting than I am able to remember just a
rather rambling open discussion about a lot of things. and I would he
merely opining what thev were if I were to testify to them. So I
didn't even include them in my Senate testimony. I had great
difficulty remembering whether that might not have been the day
where there was discllssioll of money. I have also had the very firm
impression that the fact that what I called the million dollar
conversation occurring on the 13th might not have oeeurled at
another time, or some disetlssion of money had arisen, just my
reeolleetion is verv clear that that wasn't the first time it eame up
and I just ean't get that impression out of my head.

But, I can't put it on any other day.
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Mr. DOAR. YOU mean that wasn't the first time it came up ? What de
vou mean bv that ?

Mr. DEAN. Well, as the transcripts would indicate, the first time it
came up was on the 21st, that is I was mistaken in putting it on the
13th, but I still sit here today with the impression that there was
some other discllssioll before the 21st of this general subject.

Mr. DOAR. NOW, YOII met with the President again on March 19. Do
you have a recollection of that meeting ?

Mr. DEAN. Yes. That was the meeting where we discussed drafting a
letter that would be sent to the Judiciary Committee in which we
wvould try to answer but not answer some of the questions.

Mr. DOAR. Can you recall whether that meeting w as before or after
the meeting you had with Mr. O'Brien ?

Mr. DFAN. I am sure it was before. I didn't meet with Mr. O'Brien until
late on the afternoon of the SOth or the 19th so that—well, excuse
me. That would have been after I had had that meeting on the lSth
with Mr. O'Brien.

Mr. DOAR. I see. And did you meet with—Mr. Moore was with you at
that time ?

Mr. DEAN. That is correct.

Mr. DO.\R. NOW, after you got the eall from M.. O'Brien, can vo tell the
committee in vour own words just exactly with whom you
communicated about the information that Mr. O'Brien had given to
you and if you could, take it sequentially and try as best you can to
fix the time and the date.

Mr. DEAN. Well, after I received the information on the 19th from Mr.
O'Brien, it was late in the afternoon. I recall that. I was going to go
over to a reception that seas being held at Blair House for Mr. Colson.
Having received this information, I didn't feel like going over an(l
seeing Mr. Colson.

I might also add that Mr. O'Brien told me at the time that he reported
this that he had in fact, or that Mr. Colson had received the same
message through his attorney, Mr. Shapiro, so that Colson was aware



of l:Tunt's demands. When Mr. Colson went out of the White House it
was supposed to be one of Mr. (?olson's assignments to hold Mr.
ITullt's hand and to take care of his problems. O'Brien was aware of
this.

Mr. I)OAR. When you say it was supposed to be one of Mr. (Xolson's
assignments

Mr. DEAN. It was an assignment he didn't want.

Mr. D(1AR. Well I know. T3ut who gave him the assignment if you
know ?

Mr. I)E.\N. I believe it was Mr. Ehrlichman.

Mr. DOAR Well. is this of personal knowledge or just something Mr.
Ehrliehman told you or something Mr. Colson told s;ou ?

Mr. DEAN. Mr. Colson told me he didn't v ant to do it and I assume that
Mr. Ehrlichman had mentioned it to him and that's all I know.

Mr. DOAR. IS that what Mr. Colson told vou ?

Mr. DE.\N. That's right. glut anyway I was supposed to go to the
reception and I was not inclined to go to it at all. r remember Mr.
Fielding went to it. We were going to go over together, and I did not
go. I was rattled, I recall that I had more than one Catty Sark that
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night trying to think about the problem, and did nothing with it that

night.

Mr. DoAR. Then what did you do the next day ?

Mr. DEAN . The next day I tried to arrange to see Mr. Ehrlichman
because I thought I ought to get this message. to him, because he
was the one who was the subject of Mr. Hunt's demand. I recall some
diificulty arranging a meeting with him. He said he had a busy
schedule but worked me in in midafternoon. I was bothered enough bv
it and distressed enough by it that I told Mr. Moore about it.

Mr. DOAR. Let me ask you first did you report this to Mr. Ehrlichman
in that afternoon meeting?

Mr. I)EAN. Well, I was going sequentially.

Mr. DOAR. Excuse me.

Mr. DEAN. I haven't gotten there yet.

Mr. DOAR. All right

ZIr. DEAN. I think as I recall, I discussed it with Mr. Moore before I
discussed it with Mr. Ehrlichman. This came in the context of trying
to draft this letter. I said well, you know, we are answering
questions that don't ansv er anything We have got more problems and
more problems. And then I finally let it out to him what was really
bothering me.

Mr. SEIBERLING. Mr. Chairman, point of clarification. Mr. Dean
referred to this letter without

Mr. DEAN. I'm sorry. I testified to a letter. That s the letter that I
was drafting for the Senate Judiciary Committee regarding my
appearance or the questions that had come up regarding my
involvement in various phases of the Watergate investigation.

I believe that's an exhibit that I submitted to the Senate committee,
so I assume it is in the possession of this committee also.

When I got to see Ehrlichman



Mr. DOAl;. Wait a minute. Before you do that, you said "I told Mr.
Moore what xvas bothering me " anal I think the members of the
committee would be interested in the substance of that
conversation.

Mr. DEAN. Well, what was bothering me was the fact that here was
Hunt now making direct demands OIL the WN hite House that were
escalating, they were threats. Mr. Moore is the one who put the label
blackmail on it, and when he told me that's nothing but blackmail 1
said, I told him I agree it is, and he was—I respected his judgment. I
think he's you know a fine man, and I was really, I bounced an awful
lot of things of of him and I wanted to get his feel for this, and he
thought it was a very bad situation. I told—I might also add, he made
a reference to me and he said "well is he talking about the Ellsberg
thing?" And I said yeah, and I said "well, hoav do You know that?"
And he said "well, I just got that off the grapevine." So I recall that
very clearly and I was surprised that he knew about that because I
have never talked to him about it.

Wllen I got in to see Ehrlichman it was a rather brief meeting. He
told me he xvas going down to see the President, and I said well here
is the latest from Hunt, and repeated to him what Hunt had said and
how I had received the message.

MJ. DOAR. Could you fix the time that you saw Mr. Ehrlichman?

Mr. DEAN. Midafternoon.
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Mr. DOAR. Of what day R

Mr. DEAN. Of the 20th.

Mr. DOAR. Of March?

Mr. DEAN. That is correct.

Mr. DOAR. All right. And will you continue please, Mr. Dean?

Mr. DEAN. I told—when I told Mr. Ehrlichman I was surprised at his
reactions which was not—he had no reaction. He said "Humph~ I
wonder what he's talking about."

And I thought, well, if it doesn't bother him! vou know. I didn't

I know ones whether he already knew that from somebodv or what. In
my dealings with Ehrlichman he was always, the best way I can
describe it, is played it close to the chest with me.

We walked togetllel out of his office and it is my very clear recol

\ lection that MI. Haldeman was there also and we walked. all of us

[ walked down the stairs together because I remember the
discussion, we were also talking about the fact that Mitchell had
called to tell

| me about his experience before the Vesco grand jurv ill the south

I ern district and had said that Ehrliclmlan's name had come up and

) I thought 1 ought to r el)ort that to Ellr] ichman's also, which I did.
And Erlichman said also as we went down the stairs he says "I am
surprised they haven't called me yet, I have had some dealings with
Vesco ' and recited some of them.

And I said maybe vou will be called, and he said maybe I will.

Alld that svas on the way dowel. He was going downstairs to the
l'resident's office.

Mr. BuTLF.r~. MI. CllairmaIl. excuse me. One clarification for a



nlomellt.

Tile CIIAlRM.\N. Mr. Butler.

Mr. BUTLER. Could yott elarifv exactly when Ml. Ila]deman joined this
discussion ? Was he present when vou delivered the news to MI.
Ehrlichman or when did he join your group '0

Mr. DEAX. I'm sorry. I just do not know. I do not know. And the thing
that has triggered whether I m right at \01011t!t iS when I read the
transcript of the Slst and as I recall reading teats he kept saying
when we got into Hullt's demands, "really reaily"^ and the more I
read that I think he had misinterpreted what I had said and he
thought I was talking about MCCOI(1 playing haldleall! but I can't be
certain, in which case thel e is some doubt on whether whether my
recollection is correct but that has been my recollectioil, and I can
only recall them the way I see them.

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask one question more ?

Tile CHAIRMAN. WIr. Butlel .

Mr. BUTLER. When MI. Ehrlichman made the statement along the lines
of won(ler what he was talking about was Mr. Haldeman present at
that time or not ? I)o you have any recollection one xvav or the other
?

Mr. DEAN. I'm sorry, I just can't tell you.

Mr. BlrrlER. But there is a possibilitv he could have been there?

Mr. I)EAN-. Tilat is correct.

Mr. BUTLER. OK. Thank you.

Mr. DOUR. All right, Mr. Dean, you avere xvalking down the stairs with
Mr. Ehrlichman and Mr. Haldeman.

Mr. I)EAN. And that's where I departed and went back to my oSce
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and was in my office and Mr. Krogh came in. Anal WIr. Krogh came by.
He said to cheer me up that I had been takint a lot of public heat, and
then he began to tell me that he hadn't had a pleasant dav since he
had been over at his job at the Department of Trallsporatioz;.

And he said that this whole matter had just been haunting hirn, that
he talked to his wife about it, and you known it was one of theses
things that he just didn't knolv Low much longer he could really live
with and he would like to get it all e teared up and the like and the
whole matter.

I am referring to his involvement in the break-in in I)r. Ellsberg's
office and the perjury he had committed, he felt he had committed,
during one of his grand jury appearances.

So, he and I, being close friends, began to commiserate, and I would
say "Bud, well I am not sure this thing is going to hold together any
longer."

And I told him about Hunt's demands and the fact that I thought that
the President was being ill advised by his senior advisers, that this
thing had reached a point where it had—it was now going to affect
the President pretty seriously if we didn't do something about it.

And I told him also about the fact that. you know all it would take is
one good investigator to run into those files that v. ere down in the
Department of Justice with the pictures of I,iddv standing in front
of Dr Fielding's office and they were under the whole Ellsberg break-
m.

AlTell, through was—he said I am glad I came by but he said I
certainly hadn't expected to tally about these things and maybe it is
best to get these things talked about.

So. after he departed I then did what Mr. Ehrlichman had asked me to
do during the meeting with him and that was he asked me if I would
talk to John Mitehell about it. find I hadn't.

So, I called Mitchell who had left his office for the day and I reached
him at home. And it sounded when I called, that somebody else had
picked up the phone. And I had been told by IJaRue, I believe it was
the first time when someone told me about it that if you call him at
home be very careful because Mrs. Mitehell picks up the phone and



she listens in.

So, I had a very guarded conversation with him and I told him that
there had been demands made by Hlmt on Ehrlichman about what had
been going on in the past, and conveyed the message where he was
aware of it, and that I had been asked by Ehrlichman to pass this on,
and then I raised the question of whether there was anything, any
available funds to take care of it. And using some language to the
eSeet well is the CTreek bearing gifts became we had conversations
about Mr. Tom Pappas coming down and being able to take care of
some of the fund problems that we were out of monev. that we
needed more money and that pretty Novell takes me through the night
of the 20th until I get home.

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Chairman, could I just inquire about the sequence of
conversations?

I am not sure that I missed this myself but following your
conversation With Riehard Moore, did you meet with the President,
with Moore, on March 20 about 1:42 to 2:.31 p.m. ?
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Mr. DEAN. That's entirety possible. I don't recall. I know that I was
holding—I was very reluctant to talk to the President about these
things in front of Mr. Moore, and if it did, nothing of this nature came
up that I recall on the 20th.

I think I recall some rather vivid conversations with the President
Oll the 20th that had to do with what was going on in the southern
district, and the President's opinions on what was going on in the
southel n district.

Mr. COHEN. Thank you.

Mr. DOAR. What was Mr. Mitchell's reply to this conversation ?

Mr. DEAN. He said he would call me back.

Mr. DOLOR. I see.

Mr. DEAN. He obviously didn't want to talk given the fact that he seas
home, and he was—I think had had a hald day from my earlier
conversation with him, before the grand jury up in the Southern
district and he •vas left it was left that he would call me ba&.

Mr. DOAR. And then did you go home, you say that evening ?

Mr. DEAN. That is correct.

Mr. DOAR. Then what did you do then ?

Mr. DEAN. 71Ve11. I had virtually no more than walked in the door
and the President was on the telephone.

Mr. DOAR. And what did the President say to you and what did you say
to him ?

Mr. DEAN. Well, we had what I think is known at the White HouKse as
a stroking call, was the first call, it was very light very easy, verv
rambling, Just a general chatter back and forth.

And at one point I told him, I said I have met with Ehrlichman that
day before he had come doxvn to the President's office that dav and I
thought that the President and I should talk in the morning so that
before the President did anythiIlg~ the substance of the



conversation before, you know, he should have the same information
that I think I have. so he understands the implications of everything
and has the broadest picture.

Now, I was guarded in this call and I was trying to tell the President
that being in my own mind that Ehrlichman had alreadv raised the
Hunt matter with him, that he should not do anything until he sees
the picture, and that was what I was you know, and the fact that
this thing had all kinds of problems on the sides of it. so that's what
I tried to convey to him, and he said veil I •vould—he said—well, I
said I would like to take a little time to prepare for this.

And he said I would like to see vou tomorrow morning at 10 o'clock,
will that be all right ?

And I said. ves, that would be all right. I realty didn't have any
option, beeallse I really wanted to sit down and think everything
through and collect everything and assess everything but obviously
the opportunity w asn't going to be there because he ranted to see
me the next morning.

Mr. I)OAR, I)id you talk to anyone else that evening about this
subject ?

Mr. DEAN. I don't recall.

Mr. I)OA1R. NonT did vouffall—you Itell us if you had a eall or a
eonversation with AIr. La Rue about the subject of Mr. Hunt's demand
?
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Mr. DEAN. Yes. You mean on this day ?

Mr. DOAR. Well. no. Either—whenever you had it.

Mr. DEAN. Well, I have never been sure vvllether I had a call with
IJaRue or not, but I, what I remember in my dealing with LaRue was
Mr. LaRue came into my office.

Now, that may have been prompted by a telephone call but he came to
my office. But I don't recall. I do recall his coming in, sitting across
from my desk and saying are you going to do anything about the.
money demand. And I said no, I am not I am out of the money
business, Fred, and I am not going to have any part of it.

Ancl he said what should I do and I said well, I think you ought to
talk to John Mitchell.

Mr. DOAR. (Dan you tell me whet-her or not that conversation was
before or after the time you or your meeting with the President at
10 o'clock on the 21st ?

Mr. DrAN. My best recollection is it preceded that meeting of the
21st.

Mr. DOAR. And •vas it before or after your conversation with John
Mitchell on the 20th ?

Mr. DEAN. I can't really fix a time certain on that.

Mr. DOAR. But.—

Mr. DEAN. You mean the telephone eall or the personal meeting?

Mr. DOAR. The personal meeting.

Mr. DEAN. It could verv wells and I hare thought about this an(l
thought about this. It cotlid have been tile morning of tile 21st
before I •vent in. The only thing I recall getting in the office late.
and well my normal time of arrival with rare exception was between
about 9 :1 and '.) :3(}.

I Iha(1 a l() o'clock meeting scheduled with the President and the
onlv call I remember very well was I called Mr. Haldeman before I



went in to see the President because I had one never asked about a
meeting with the President l~efore~ he had always called me in, and
I had been responding at his will.

Here I had asked for one, and I thought knowing the way the
cl)almels operated, that I shollldn t do this without telling Mr.
Raldenan who cleared everybody xvllo went in to see t he President.

I told Mr. Haldemlill I thought there wert things I should tell the
President and I shoul(l lay some of these facts out to llilll.

Haldeman agreed.

Mr. I)O.SR. NOW~ did you go in YOU did haze a meeting with the
President on the 21st ?

Mr. T)~As-. That is correct.

Mr . r)OAR. And Mr. Slaldelllan Divas present during that meeting ?

Mr. DEANS. The latter part, yes.

Ml. I)O~\R. (fan yoll tell me whether or not you recall whether Mr.
Haldeman took notes during that meeting ?

Mr. T)EAN. I recall he had his pad. It was open at one point and I
recall that he did make some notes during the meeting, yes.

Mr. T)OAR. Now

Mr. T)EAN. I have got to sav this. vou know whether he had doodles on
his pad or writes on his pad all I know is he had his Dad out and his
pencil in hand. I have got to say that with Mr. Ehrlichman I used to
think he took copious notes of everything that was ever said until
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finally one day I walked around to see what he was doing, and he
makes fantastic, very artistic doodles.

Mr. DOOR. FOIIOWillgX YOU had two meetings with the President on
March 21~ one in the morning and one in the afternoon ?

Mr. DEAN=. That is correct.

Mr. DOPER. And did you learn or when did you learn that a payment of
$75,000 or any kind of a payment had been made to Mr. Ilunti

Mr. DEAN. Well, I don t know the amount. It was on the morning of the
2id when it was very early in the meeting that Mr. Mitchell, Mr.
Haldeman, Fir. Ehrlichman and myself attended.

We were the four of tlS were seated in Mr. Haldemall's office in
front of the fireplace. There are four easy cllail-s that face each
other. Mr. Ehrlichman and Mr. Mitchell were across from each other,
in the chairs closest to the fireplace. Mr. Haldeman and I were
across from each other.

Halde.mall and Ehrlichrllall being on the same side Mitchell and
myself being on a side. I was catty-corner from Ehrlichman and
Holder man was catty-corner from Mitchell.

Ehrlichman said very early on in the conversation "well, what about
Mr. Hunt's problem?" He xvas looking to me and I with sort of a
gesture said "well, ask the man who knows", sort of thing and that
was referring to Mr. Mitchell.

And Mr. Mitchell merely said "well, I don't think that's a problem any
more."

And everybody dropped it, and that was the extent of it.

Mr. DOAR. I neglected to ask you whether or not you had any meetings
or conversations with Mr. Ehrlichman and MMr. Haldeman or both of
them between the morning meeting and the afternoon meeting with
the Presidents

Mr. DEAN. On the 21st ?

Mr. DOAR. On the 21st ?



Mr. DEAN. Yes, I did.

Mr. DOAR. (Gould you fix the time and place and the duration of that
meeting?

Mr. DEAN. Well, I would fix it about starting sometime midafternoon
until we went in to see the President when we all went over
together to see the President.

Mr. DOAR. What was the subject of that meeting ?

Mr. DEVON. AVell. the principal subject was that it seethed that the
best tactics to deal with the entire matter would be to get Mr.
Mitchell 21 step forward because if they got Mr. Mitchell and
somebody—he would account for himself, that that would solve
everybody's problem for post June 17. In other words, they would
have a big fish, as the word that was used around the White House.
that would satisfy everybody and then everybody else could not be
eoncel ned about their activities for the coverup.

This was one this was one of several strategies but it was the
mostappealing. In fact. when I sat down on the morning of the 22d I
thought I was going to see the most thrilling confrontation that I
had ever witnessed between Haldeman and Ehrlichman and Mitchell,
but it never happened.

Mr. DOAR. NOW, were you requested to prepare a written report by
the President either on March 21 or March 22 ?
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Mr. DEAN. Well, there was countless discussion of my preparing a
report. I was always very reluctant to do it. I tried to frankly bob
and weave regarding a report because the report that was described
to me was one I didn't ever know how to write.

He told me at one time you say this this this. this and the President
would also describe it as well, you can say he did such and such and
he didn't and so on and so forth and he said I don t want everything
specific but, I avant general, and I just didn't have anv idea what
was being requested, how it mould be written and frankly didn't
want my name on it. I had made an earlier effort to do it when it had
first come up and I thought that was a satisfactory solution where I
would take and prepare interrogatories or depositions of everybody
and if everybody else wanted to lie about their degree of
involvement, fine, and I would just write a summary of that, and
that would satisfy the situation.

And as I testified in the Senate when my name was put out in front
back in August 1972, about the I)ean report. I trot a little bit grin
shy from that t.imc on because here it visas I svas the man Rho said
that there xvas nobody presently involved OI' employed in the White
House or the administration thalt had any knocked . e of the
Watergate.

Now, I have never known whether that ~vas an artfully phrased word
that was meant to be literally what I believe it to he, and believe it
to be that no one did indeed know that anybody svas Coiner to break
into the DNTC on the June 17tht I don't think anvbo(lv did other than
those that revere directly involve(l: or xvhethel it xvas really
intended to be given t.lle broad brush that the r)ress later Brave it.
fort ettinfr the niceties of the l iteral meaning of it.

Mr. DOAR. Well, had you, prior to AllgUSt 29 prel ared a so-eallesl
T)ean report ?

Had you prepared a report for the President or any. anvone else in the
White House ?

Mr. DEAN. No, I had not.

Mr. DOAR. Had yoll been instructed by Haldeman to prepare such a
report ?



Mr. DEAN. No, I had not.

Mr. I)OAR. TTad you been instructed by Mr. Fllvliehman to prepare

Mr. DEAN. N(13 I had not, and if anything I avas told my lob •vasn't to
investigates and it avas after the Dean report novas issued they said
avell, lvell just saw that you zvere investigratingr this thing.

Mr. D.\ATIEr,SONT. Mr. Chairman; point of elarifieation. The
ge.ntlemall has just testified after tLhe Dean report avas issued. I
Rather after, he means after the allefred

Mr. DF.AN. Alleged llean report mad the statement svas made on
VllslSt 29.

Mr. DANIELSON. Rut there fleas no SllCIl 1 el)ort ?

Mr. T)EAN. There svas no sueh report.

Mr. DOAR. Nonv did vou So to vamp David on the 22d or 2Ud ?

Mr. DF.A?S-. 57Tell, as the trankselir)ts reseal, there wvas
discussion of it on the 22d. I did go on the 23d.

I avas a captive of the press at mv home on the 22d and didn't avant
to move. didn't avant to (ro out in front of the eameras and they had
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the whole house staked out with five or six camera crews, and I was
vaiting until either they thought I wasn't coming out. or I wasn't
there and I conducted business from my Louse phone and learned of
such thins s as the letter that was released in court that morning
and talked to O'Brien about it and talked to Ehrlichman about it and
the like. And finally I received a call from the President and he said
well, your prediction v as right and he said I think what you ought to
do now is to go up to damp David and just relax and unwind and g et
your thoughts together.

l le said that's where I can do my best thinking, and analyze this
whole thing.

Ile did not ask me in that c all to write a report..

Mr. I)OAR. VVhen you got UI) to Camp David, did you attempt to
prer)are a report 2

Dr. I)EAN. Well, as we were entering the cabin, my wife was with
me, as we +^ere entering the cabin that I was staying in the phone
was r inging and the operator said it was the President on the line.
Well, I picked it up and it wasn't the President, it was Bob Haldeman,
and Haldeman said to me, he said "John, while you are up there, why
don't vou stat t drafting a r eport ?"

And I said is it for internal tlse or external use and he said "wells
we will decide that later."

So, I beto,an, being instructed to write a report, and I have not the
foggiest notion what they have in mind, and I told them the only way
I could find out is if I started writing, so I was instructed at that
time by Haldeman to write a report.

Mr. I)OAR. And did you attempt to write a report ?

Mr. DEAN. I began making notes. I began trying to think of how to
construct a report, again collecting rmy thoughts, trying to recall
things.

Had I known I •vas going to write a report I would have spent an
afternoon in my office collecting what documents I could.

I would have asked others for information so I could draw things



together. I didn't have any of that so I called down and asked Mr.
Fielding in my office to get any documents that he thought might be
relevant and helpful for me to prepare such a report.

And then I requested my SeCI etarV to come up on Monday to do any
typing that I might have if I Novas able to do anything I thought was
what they wanted.

Mr. DOAR. And did you ?

Mr. DEAN. I think that document, my notes and the like, are on
exhibit. They are all over the lot. You know, sometimes I am trying to
lay it out the way it really is and other times I am trying to write it
in a Way that protects people. I didn't know what I was supposed to
Ifl and I was trying to figure out what I divas supposed to do.

Mr. I)oAR. Well, was it an accurate report or are there inaccurate
notes g

Mr. I)EAN. Some are accurate some are inaccurate.

Mr. DOVER. Now, moving Mr. Dean, to the 1Sth of April 1973, I will
ask you whether or not vou had a meeting with the President on that
day 2

Mr. DEAN. Yes, I did.

41-674 0 - 74 - 17



254

Mr. DOAR. And prior thereto, had you retained counsel?

Mr. DEAN. Yes, I had.

Mr. DOAR. When did you retain independent colmsel ?

Mr. DEAN. I first retained counsel on I believe the With of the month
of April of Malell, excuse. me, and then I began talking with counsel
about the fact that I would like to talk with somebody who has
experience in criminal law so that he could sit down and assess
what not only my problem is but evervbody's problem is ill this and
figure out, because that s something that I could never do.

I was not a c riminal lawver. I had a general knowledge of criminal
statutes, but no sl)ccific knowledge of all of the whys and
wherefores and hows of criminal prosecution and the like.

So, I began talking to him about that. And that's when he suggested
we meet with Mr. Shafer when I got back.

Mr. DOAR. And did you meet with and retain Mr. Shader?

Mr. DEAN. Yes I did.

Mr. DOAR. And subsequent to that, and prior to April 15, did you or
your attorney halTe conferences with the U.S. attorneys about the
Watergate matter 2

Mr. DEAN. Yes. Whein I retained Mr. Schafler I said by that time I said
that I would like to tell whatever I know about my involvement in
this thing to the then prosecutors and he said well, let's hear it all.
And I spent 5 houls Oll one day and then he said I want to think about
it more. We met again.

Tllat was on a Friday afternoon the 29th. SOth, and then the next
Monday.

Mr. SANDMAN. Of April ?

Mr. DEAN. That's March. And then the next Monday we talked again and
he said, I Wallt to go down and talk to the prosecutors about it and
explore it.



Mr. l l lTs-GATE. Pardon me, eoullsel. Sir. Shafl>er. Wllo is he?

Mr. DEAN. Pardon?

Mr. HITNGATE. AS I understood vou. you said he suggested vou contae
t Mr. Sllaffer. Who was that ?

JIB. I)EAs. That was my prior colmsel who was Mr. Hogan at that

time.

Mr. Hogan staved in the case until he realized he had to drop out
because. of a conflict because he had represented Mr. Colson in
another

matter.

:\Ir. HUNG,ATE. Thank YOU.

Mr. DOA1R. .ZTll right 110W! did you, subsequent to those
conferences with Mr. ShaiTeI, prier to the l )th of April have
conversations with the IJ.S. attol neys ?

Mr. I)EAN. Mr. Shatler has corrected me on the fact that we not only
had n conference Oll that Fridav afternoon but we met on Satulday
and Sundav and then again on Monday apparently as well. I had an
awful lot of information that took time to sort o;lt and begin to
explain it to him.

Yes, to answer your question I did have mvself then I believe the
first meeting on the 8th.

Mr. I)OAR. Eighth of April.

He said he suggested you get
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Mr. DEAN. April.

Mr. T)OAR. And did you have subsequent meetings between then and
the 15th?

Mr. DEAN. Yes.

Mr. DOAR. And how Flatly?

Mr. I)EAN. Excuse me. (:ould you repeat the question?

Tile CHAIRMAN. Mr. Doar.

Mr. DOAR. Mr. Dean, directing your attention to the 15th day of April,
1973, I will ask you whether or not vou had a meeting with the
President on that day?

Mr. I)EAN. YCS, that is correct.

Mr. DOAR. And did you testify about that meeting when you testified
before the Senate Select (Xommittee?

>AIr. DEAN. Yes I clid.

Mr. A\7AI.DIE. May I interrupt just a moment?

Tlle CIIAIRMAN-. Ml. Wa]die.

Aft. WAT.DIE. Thele was a question pendingr before we broke on the
nllml)el of meetings the witness had had with the President after
April 8 and before April 15.

Sir. DOAR. You mean with the IJ.S. attornevs?

Me . WALDIE. I'm sort y. yes.

.M1. NSIT.\FFF.R. Thank you. I was teeing to make a correction.

Mr. l)OAR. Well, •ve will go back and pick UIV) that ansxver.

Mr. DIXTA\N-. Would Roll repeat the question then?

Mr. DEBAR. Yes. betxveen the 8th and the 15th did you have one Ol



more meetings with members of the U.S. attorneys office?

Mr. DEAN. I am not sure as to the number of meetings. There were
certainly two meetings that I am familiar with, but how many
oceurle(l I don't know.

Mr. T)O.\R. I see.

tar. I)EAN. Our records are not complete on it. The IJ.S. attorney
wolllcl probablv have the best evidence on that.

Mr. T)OAR. You then met with the President on the filth, and as I said

Ml. DEAN-. (FoIIect.

XII. T)OAR. And as I said you have testified about that meeting before
the Senate Select committee?

AIr. T)EAN. That is correct.

Mr. DOAR. An(l briefly could Toll just summarize tile discussion that
you had with the President on tlie eveninfr of the 15th?

Mr. DEAN. Well. I tolfl the President I had ,rone to the prosecutors. T
thoufrht. I thoufrllt T should. and that I didn't consider this an act of
dislovaltv rather it •vas mv effort to step forward and account for
myself and I thout ht it was time to do it. He then proceeded to ask
me a number of (IIlestions. and I had the reaction at that time and I
still do that thev wele very leading questions that he was trving to
put on the r en ord allcl I didn't mind if he wanted to put them. on the
r ecorcl in which he was trvinpr to recollllt certain facts. He asked
me. for ex

ample

Wl7ell he asked me also had I discussed anv of my meetings with the
President with the prosecutors or with mv lawvel and T said no. I
had not that we considered those matters privileged and there w as
an attorney-client privilege and they had not been discussed



256

Mr. DOAR. What did the President say to vou at that time 7

Mr. DEAN. He told me that I should not discuss any of those meetingrs
that he considered them privileged and/or national secul itv
matters, and that I should stav out of those and I agreed that I
wotlld.

He then proceeded to ask me a number of questions about appalently
information that had been given him by

We also talked about Henrv Petersen, whether TIenl v Petersen was a
good man and all of that sort of thing and I anteed tilat he was and
this was in reference to a note I had sent in earlier I assume that I
thought that Petersen would be of frreat assistance to him.

He raised when I had talked to him about these facts, and I was very
confused by the question. I didn't know exactly which meeting he
was talking about, but he clarified it saving about the cancer on the
Presidency, and I said that that was tlie~

I wasn't sure of the precise date. hut it was the Wednesday before
the Fridav they were sentenced. I remembered that. And then he said
did I asked if I had told him at that time about the fact that after
the two meetings in the Attorney (Teneral's office in Janual y and
February of 1972 did I come hack toQeport these meetings to
Haldema]l. and I told him yes I had. And he said, well, Petersen is
quite concerned about that that Haldeman didn't turn them over. and
these was some discussion about that.

Eye also, as I testified in the Senate, at one point asked me about
Biddy and I surrested that he might tell Petersen that if Liddy
wanted a signal to start talking because the prosecutors had told me
in their dealings with me that Biddy had imleed. informally talked to
them.

Now, whether in retrospect this was merely a prosectltor's
technique or whether in-fact it happened. I don't know. I assume it
has not happened.

But when thev said that, T remember my counsel jumped up and he
said "well, (>Tod damn, that s great. Let him keep talking you know,
as far as mv client is concerned, let him talk." And we were hopeful
that Biddy zvas talkin r to them.



He says he might not have said "God damn".

Anvway. I suggested to the President that he mit ht give Petersen
the veord that if Marolis who was l,iddvs attorney would like to talk
to the President. mavbe the Presidellt~himse.lf ought to meet with
Malolis. and then Marolis would have no doubt that it was coming
from the hi(rllest author itv and that if Liddv was looking for this
type of signal this miXlt prompt T,iddv to tell evelvthinfr he knew

The Presi(lellt agreed, and he said you pretend like you're not here
and I will call Henrv Petersen. And so then he placed a call to
Peter.sen and there was this conversation with Petersen where he
went throll«r!) this with Petersen. And then eve were returned to
our conversation.

Mr. SElBERLlA(1. Point of clarification Mr. Chairman. The witness
said that the President went through this with Petersen. It is
unclear to me what that means.

Mr. I)NAIN-. Well. excuse me. congressman. He went through my
su(rfrestion that Marolis himself could he told that if he wanted to
meet with the President that that eollld be worked ollt. I don't
recal l
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the specifics of it. The concept was, though, my idea divas to tell,
get the message to Liddy directly from Marolis, and maybe a trip
into the oval office would impress upOIl Mr. Marolis the fact that he
had the highest signal that he could get.

Mr. DOAR. What other matters did you discuss with the President?

Mr. DEAN. Well. there were—well without reading all of my Senate
testimony, I am just again going through the highlights of it, there
was discussion about the fact that the President. told me, he said
you know, when I said that it should he no problem to raise a million
dollars I was only joking and he sort of made, you know a laugh and
said that this divas you knov.7. just a joking matter.

Toward the end of the conversation I recall that he got up out of his
chair and went over to sort of the corner of the office around his
e}lair wllic}l is over in one corner of the office. he went up around
over l)ehilld it, and he folded his arms and looked over at me and he
said "John " he said. "I t uess I was foolish to talk to Colson about
clemen(y for Stunt? ' Anid I didn't make any comment at the time and
the conversation ended shortly thereafter and I recall he made some
remarks to the eSect to say hello to vour pretty wife and I thanked
him for that and I said to him, in a very serious moment. he was
walkillfr into his little anteroom, off of his office there and I w as
walking out the door at the other room, and I said ":\Ir. Plesident, I
hope this is handled right so it doesn't restllt in the impeachment of
the President. '

And he said. "MTell Tohn I guarantee you it will be handled right."
And that was the end of the meeting, and I left on that note.

Mr. I)OA1{. Beet me ask you this, (lid you have any conversation about
Mr. Haldeman ancl Mr. Ehrlichman ?

Mr. 1)l..ss. Thele was a conversation I mentioned and

Mr. I)OAR. Speeifical]y with respect to information. whether or not
yoll had furnished infoimation to Mr. Haldeman or Mr. Ehrlichman
throtlgllollt the period of time following the Watergate hr0ak-in ?

Mr. DEANS. Yes. there vxas. There avas a general disenssion. I cannot
at this time recall all of the specifics as to the areas that he xvas
interested im It seemed that he was eliciting information regarding
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Mr. DOAR. And did you notice whether or not the President made
notes ?

Mr. DEAN. I believe he had a pad in his lap and he did make some notes
during that conversation. yes. They were very minor notes but he did
make some notes in the pad on his lap.

Mr. T)OAR. That s all the questions I have Mr. Chairman.

The CrrAIRzfAN. I believe we will recess at this time until 2 o'clock
this afternoon.

thereupon. at 12 :2() the hearing was recessed to reconvene at 2 l' "'
this same day.]

AFTERNOON SESSION

The CIrAIRM sN. The committee will come to order.

Mr. Edwards, you will take the chair.

Mr. EDWARDS ppresiding] Mr. St. Clair.

Mr. ST. Cl,AIR. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
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TESTIMONY OF JOHN DEAN—Resumed

Mr. ST. C,8rArR. Mr. Dean, I believe you have testifiecl that Mr.
0'13rien came to see you on—about, late in the afternoon of March
19.

Mr. DE \N-. Tllat is my recollection, yes sir.

Mr. ST. CT~.\IR. And that is on a Monday ?

Mr. T)EAN-. That is correct.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Di(l yogi make any notes or diary or log entries that
woul(l r eflect that visit ?

Mr. DEi\5-. No. I have not. The only reflection I can think would be of
a doclllllelltalv natule would be tile fact that he was cleared into
mv office which would requite the clearance through the UPS.

Mr. ST. (CT,.\IR. Wells you made no notes e

Mr. T)EAN. No, I did not.

Mr ST. (7I,AIR. Mr. O'Brien had come to see you on a number of
occasions ha(l he not, during the period, let's say the first fi months
of 15)73?

MJ T)EAN Yes.

Mr. S I . (1T..vIR. Ibid veil Understand from what Mr. O'Brien told you
that he had talked Wit}l Mr. Hllnt on the previous Friday?

Ml. T)E.\5- That RS 111Y understandings yes.

Mr. ST CL~\IR. Are VO11 sure that Mr O'Brien didn't indicate that he
had jl;st finished talking to Mr. Hunt and came over to see you
lirectlv from Me . IXittnlaJl's offil e ?

Mr. I)EAN-. I recall him saying something to the effect that he had
been unable to reach me over the weekell(l and that had surprised
me, because I had been available over the weekend.

Mr ST. CLAIR. Well, now, I wonder if vou would answer my
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I)id Mr. O'Brien indicate in any form of words to you that he had just
left Mr. I3ittnlan's offiee and eame directly to your officese

AIR . OEAN. No. file did not.

Ml . STr. (XI.AIR. I see.

in faet. it is your memory that he told you that he had talked with I
[ullt on the pl e;vious Friday ?

Mr. PLIANT. That is eorreet.

Mr. ST. (~T,AIll. Havoc you reviewed Mr. O'Briell's testinlony before
this eonllllittee w itll anyone ?

Mr. DEAN. No sir, OJ;IY to the extent of what has been published in

the paper.

Mr. ST. CHAIR. YOU haven't talked about it with anyone t

Mr. T)EAN. Not in anv specifieitv, no.

Mr. ST. BLAIR. With whom have you talked about Mr. O'Brien's
testimony to any—other than your own counsel, anv specificity e

Mr. I)EAN. I was asked if I recalled meeting with him on a Friday
after, as you had said it! he had come directly from Hunt's office,
with Mr. Doar and told him not I did not reeall it that w ay; to the
contrary, I recall the fact that it had been on a Monday.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. My question was Wit}l whom did you discuss it other
than your counsel ?

Mr. SHAFFER. Mr. Chairmant he said Mr. I)oar.

Mr. ST. (BLAIR. I ail sorry. I (li(ln't hear that.
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Mr. DEAN. Yes, I did.

Mr. TST. BLAIR. I am sorry.

Now, as I understand it, you told him in substance that you were out
of the money business, is that right ? In part ?

Ml. DEAN. Yes.

You are talking about Mr. O'Brien ?

MI. ST. CLAIR. Yes.

Mr. DEAN. Yes.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. This is now, you say, on Monday, sort of late in the day
?

Mr. DEAN. That is correct.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And do you have available to you or your counsel the
transcripts of eight recorded Presidential conversations published
by the committee?

Mr. DEAN. Yes, I do.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Would you turn to page 91 ?

Directing your attention to the paragraph at the bottom of the page,
do you see where it says "I told this fellow O'Brien"2

Mr. DEAN. Yes, I do.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Is that an accurate quotation of what you told Mr.
O'Brein; namely, you came—"All right, you came to the wrong man,
fellow. I am not involved in the money. I don't know a thing about it,
can't help you. You had better scramble around elsewhere."

Is that what you told Mr. O'Brien ?

Mr. DEAN. Wel], I don't know who put the quotations in there. That is
an accurate characterization of the conversation, yes.



Mr. ST. CLAIR. That is, did you say ?

Mr. DEAN. Yes; I believe it is.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And if Mr. O'Brien said that no such words were spoken
heismistaken?

Mr. DEAN. Would you repeat that, please ?

Mr. ST. CLAIR. If Mr. O'Brien testified that no such words were
spoken to him by you, he is mistaken ?

Mr. DEAN. Those precise words ?

Mr. ST. CIAIR. No; such words, words to that efFeot?

Mr. DEAN. Yes, he is. I talked to him-—

Mr. ST. (FLAIR. All right.

Mr. DEAN [continuing]. As I have testified today

Mr. ST. CLAIR. All right.

So you say you did strike those words or their substance to Mr.
O'Brien late in the afternoon of the lath ?

Mr. DEAN. I think that is an accurate characterization of the
comaressed form of the conversation, yes.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And this is, of course, what vou reported to the
President on the morning of March 21 ?

Mr. DEAN. Correct.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And I take it that you believed and that you intended
the President to believe that vou had turned Mr. O'Brien oil in effect?

Mr. DEAN. I had told him I was not in the money business that is
correct.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Well now, vou also had a meeting with Mr. LaRue on the
morning of the 2 I st, did you not 2
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Mr. DEAN. I have not been able to put a precise date on it. I recall
that the meeting occurred just before I did meet avitll the President
on the morning of the 21st.

Mr. ST. CI,AIR Well. would you say—what is your best memory as to
when you met with Mr. LaRue and dealt with this same subject
matter of a payment to Mr. Hunt ?

Mr. DEAN. Well, I believe, as I have testified, I think that was
probably, it could have happened on the morning of the Qlst. I don't

Mr. ST. CLAIR. IS that your best memory ?

Mr. DEAN-. I don't have a good memory of it, Mr. St. Clair.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. YOU don't have a good memory of this event ?

MI . I)EAN. Of the meeting ?

Mr. ST. CLAIR. With Mr. LaRue ?

Mr. I)NAN-. Or of the timing of the meeting ?

Mr. ST. CHAIR. Well, do you have a memory at all of the time of the
meeting with Mr. IJaRue ?

Mr. DEAN-. Yes, I have a recollection of the meeting, but not the
timing of the meeting.

Mr. ST. Cl..\IR. YOU do agree it was before vou met with the President
on the morning of the gist ?

Mr. DEAN-. I believe that is correct, yes.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. A11 I ight. Cal} VOU help us, when, to the best of your
knowledge, did you have this meeting with MI . LaRue ?

Mr. DEAN. Well, that, as I have testified I just camlot say. I don t
have an accurate memory of it.

Mr. ST. CHAIR. I lvould like to ask you a little bit about your memory.
Do you have a good memory ?



;Mr. DEAN-. I would say it is a Brood merllol y, yes.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Well, when you testified before the Senate
Colrlmittee, you indicated you had a veiy good memory, didn't you ?

Mr. DEAN. I believe I indicated I had a good memory, but it zvas not a
tape recorder.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. DO YOU remember telling a Senator

Mr. tSHAFFER. Could I have the leagez please ?

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Yes, book IV, page 1433.

Mr. DEAN. I recall a reference—

Mr. KST. CLAIR. Please, T haven't finish( d the question:

I think I have a good memory. I think that anyone who recalls my
student years knew that I was very fast at recalling information,
retaining information. I was the type of student who didn't have to
work very hard in xehool l~ecanse I have, I do have a memory that I
think is good.

Now, is that your appraisal of your lnelllory ?

Ml . I )E2\N. Yes, sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Now, what is yowl best. Ille.moly as to when you met
as ith Mr. I,aRue to discuss a payment to Mr. Hunt 2

Mr. I)EAN. I will stand on as I have just testified.

Sir. ST. BLAIR. YOU can't tell us whether it was on the 21st or the
20th ?

Mr. I)EAN-. That is correct.

Mr. HlJNaATE. Mr. Chairman, I believe, as I sit here, that he has
answered that question maybe twice. Now I know that he answered
the call about whether he made one on Friday or not, the same
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question, approximately twice. Anal some of these others I don't see
what eve gain by excessive repetition with the witness.

Mr. ran CARDS. Thank you. Mr. Hungate.

You may proceed.

Mr. DENNIS. Mr. Chairman.

Mr. EDWARDS. MI. Maraziti.

Mr. MARAZITI. I think if we are going fo allow Ml. St. Clair to
examine, he should have the full right to examine fullv. We must
admit that Mr. Dean is a very important witness and I don't think the
right of examination of Mr. St. (Clair should be circumscribed.

Mr. HUNGIATE. Mr. Chairman, I certainly do not want to eireumscribe
it. I just get a little caught up when the same question comes by two
or three or four times.

Mr. EDWARDS. Thank you.

You may proceed, Mr. St. Clair.

Mr. ST. BLAIR. Thank vou, Mr. (:hairman.

Well, now, you say whenever it was you met vith Mr. LaRue, he came
to your offiee.

Mr. DEAN. That is my recollection, yes.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. As a result of a telephone call, is that corrects

Mr. DEAN. I said that was entirely possible.

Mr. ST. BLAIR. Do you have a memory of that ?

Mr. DEAN. No I do not.

Mr. ST. BLAIR. But you do have a memory of him coming to your office
?

SIR. I)EAN. Yes sir. I do.



Mr. ST. (7I.AIR. Sitting opposite ) our desk ?

Mr. T)E;\X. That is correct.

Mr. ST. BLAIR. .~n(l you had a conversation with him with respect to
Mr. Hullt's demands?

Mr. DEAN. A verv brief convel sation, woes.

Mr. ST. C:LAIR. Well, how brief ? How long did it last ?

Mr. DEAN. I would not say it lasted 3 or 4 minutes.

?\Ir. ST. CLATR. Who initiated this contact with Mr. IiaRue?

Mr. I)EAN Well, when Mr. IaRue came to my office he came of llis
oxvn volition.

Mr. ST. C:LAIR. I ull(lerstarld, but did vole initiate a call to him or
some other communication that resulted in his coming. to vour
office ?

Mr. DEAN. I believe I have testified that that is entirely possible,
yes. I don't have a recollection of its though.

Mr. ST. (FLAIR. I see.

Well vou had certain information that you wanted to impart to him.
did vou not ?

Mr. DEAN. My memory of it is that he came seeking information from
me as to what I was going to do about the demand that had been
made and I told him that T didn't plan to do anything about it.

Mr. ST. BLAIR. Whele •lid vou unclerstan(l he learned of this demancl
?

Mr. DEAN. I presume(l he had learned it from Mr. O'Brien.

Mr. ST. (7LATR. T)iel Mr. O'Brien tell you that ?

1\IIX DEAN. He did not.

Mr. ST. (:LAIR. Di(l Mr. [,aRue tell y ou that ?
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Mr. DEAN. The discussion xvas not that long.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I take it the ansxver is no.

Mr. DEAN. That is correct.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. All right.

Does that refresh your recollection that you sought out Mr. LaRue to
impart this information to him ?

Mr. DEAN. No it does not.

Mr. ST. CLAlR. I)o you deny that you sought him out to give him this
information?

Mr. I)EAN-. No, I do not.

fair. ST. BLAIR. T}lank you.

And you informed him that you had had a demand or a request for
money from Mr. Hunt, did you not?

Mr. DEAN. He asked—the meeting I recall, he asked me what I was
going to do about Mr. Hunt's demand.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. It is your testimony, then, that he initiated the
dircussion regarding this demand ?

Sir. DEA>r. That is correct.

Ml . ST. C LAIR. An(l not you ?

Mr. STAFFER. May he finish his answer ?

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Of course. I don't mean to cut you off. I had only
requested you answer the question.

IJet s start again then.

Is it your testimony that he initiated the subject of the payment to
Hunt in the course of this meeting or that you did ?



Mr. DEAN. In the meeting I recall There he came to my offiee, he
asked me what I lvas going to do about Mr. Hunt's demand.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Do you recall in the conversation you had with him if
you had one by telephone that you told him initially about this
conversation ? With Hunt ?

Ml-. I)EAN-. I am sorrv I do not recall that telephone call, but I am
not saying that it may not has e happened.

Mr. AT. BLAIR. Well, in any event, you these payments, r ight ?

Ml-. I)EAN. That is correct.

]\II-. ST. (>LAm. And you told hint that—avel}, you tell us what you
told him.

Mr. I)EAN-. I just vwent through that. I)o you avant me to repeat it
again ?

:\Ir. TST. BLAIR. If vou (loll't Illin(l.

Mr. I)I2AN. Whell Mr. league arrived in mv office. he asked I svas
going to do al)ollt these demands an(i I told him that plan to (lo
anvthillgt that I avas not in the money business.

Ile sai(l xvllat do YOU think I sholll(l do?

.tn(l I said. I think you ought to get hol(l of .Johll Mitchell.

Ml . S 1. C LAIR. .tIl(l ;vllat (li(l lle then say ?

Mr. I)EAN. He said fine an(l left tile offiee.

Mr. TST. (AI .\lR. An(l that is the SUlll total of it ?

Mr. I)EAN. That is the sulll total of nay recollection of the meeting,
yes.

Mr. DST. C>LAIR. Well, nova shortly or sometime after that meeting
with Mr. I,aRue yoll met with the President of the l nite(l States, did
you not ?

. had a discussion regarding



' me v^-hat t I didn't
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Mr. 1)EAN-. That is correct.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. You did not tell the President of the United States of
this meeting with Mr. LaRue, did you ?

Mr. DEAN. Durin(r the morning meeting on the 21st ?

AIr. S r. CLAIR. Tllat is right.

Mr. DEAN. I don't recall that I did, no.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. You didn't tell the President of the I5nited States that
you had referred Mr. LaRue—doavn here it sounded like a question.
May I continue ?

Mr. BROOKS. Please tlo.

Mr. ST. Cl AlR. tnd you didn't, certainly tell the President that you
had suggested that Mr. LaRIle might well go see. Mr. Mitchell, did you
?

Mr. IOWAN. That is correct. Was it a—

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Was there some reason why you did not want the
President to know that vou had suggeste(l that T;aRue go see
Mitchell ?

Mr. STAFFER. AIy avitiless hall a question that Mr. St. Clair drowned
out with his question and I xvotlld like mv witness please to ask his

question on the record.

Mr. El)W Nl{DS. fair. St. Clail, would yotl please ask the question
again ?

Mr. ST. CTZATR. I think Mr. Dean wanted to ask the question.

Mr. DEAN. I v as trying to get a clarification, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Dean.

Mr. DECANT. You were referring to the morning meeting or the
meetillz in the afternoon with the President ?



Mr. ST. CTwAIR. The morning meeting ?

Mr. DEAN. The morning meeting.

Mr. ST. CHAIR. Yes. And if you met with Mr. LaRue on the morning of
the 21st it would be within a matter of an hour or so that you met
with the President of the ITnited States, is that right ?

Mr. DEAN. Yes.

Mr. Sr. CLAIR. That is right. And if you met with him on the day
before it would have been within a day of the meeting with the
President of the I7nited States.

Mr. DEAN. That is correct.

Mr. ST. CLALR. Do you have any reason wny that you can tell us you
told the President about the meeting with Mr. O'Brien but not the
meeting with Mr. LaRue ?

Ml-. I)r As. Well if eve take the entire meeting of the 21st in context
which is the only way I can take it, I was trying to give the
President a broad overview of the entire situation and I have to also
go back to my conversation with him the night before as to what I
was trying to do and why I was trying to do it.

Mr. ST. CLAlR. I)id you tell him about Mr. LaRue's visit the night befog
e ?

Mr. DEAN. I don't recall that I did, no.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did you tell him about Mr. LaRue's visit on the
afternoon of the 21st of Mare.h ?

Mr. Draw. In the afternoon, the question came up and I recall a
referellet! upon reading the transcript that I had not spoken with
LaRIle since the morning meeting.

Mr. ST. Cl.ATR. Well in fact what you said was you hadn't talked with
either Mitchell or LaRue. Isn't that right ?
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Mr. DEAN. Since the morning meeting.

AIr. ST. Cl AIR. It does not happen to sllo+r since the morning
meeting in the transcript does it ?

l\Ir. DEAN. No, but that is what tile r eferen( e is clearly to.

Mr. ST. (:LATR. SO YOU say.

Mr. DEAN. SO I testify, yes.

Mr. ST. C:LATR. All right. E

I am curious to know why you felt you should not tell the President
about your meeting with Mr. I,aRue.

Mr. DEAN. Wells I am Sue that there are a lot of things in the course
of the conversation where I was trying to give the President a
general overview and I didn't get into every single specific. I can
think of countless other specifics that I didn't get into at the time
of the meeting—

rMater ial Ulll elated to testimony of witness deleted.]

Mr. ST. CLAIR. When you testified before the Senate committee, do
you recall telling the committee that on March 21, you told the
President everything you knew at that time—this would be at page
1078. I)o you recall that?

Mr. I)EAN. I am sorry, I don t have that page in this volume.

Mr. EDWARDS. I think this would be a good time to recess for 1()
minutes for a vote, final passage of the disability amendments bill.

I Recess.]

Mr. EDWARDS. YOlS may proceed.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Mr. Chairman, what's sour desire? Shall I try to
reconstruct or just go ahead?

Mr. EDWARDS. Would vou reconstruct, I)lease, Mr. St. (flair?



Mr. ST. CLAIR. All rip ht.

Mr. I)ean, in order to shorten this up a little bit can we agree that in
your testimony before the Senate Select (lomn-litteer your
testimony identified the meeting with the President on March lZ as
the meeting in which you told him about MI. Hunt's deman(ls in fact
took y)lace on Mareh 21 ?

Mr. I)EAN. Vgain as I l)elieve I anssvere(l. although I phrased it a
little difTelelltlv this time ul)oll re\-iewillg the trallseril)t of the
13th and the 91st, it. appeals that what T had the iml)lessioll
occurred on the lath did oecur on the 21st. Hozvever, I still have the,
harbor the impression and the re(olleetioll that I had disenssed
rmonev with the President J)receding the 21st.

Ml. ST. (7T.ATI1. Yoll ean't fix any speeifie conversation as to time
and place ?

Mr. I)EAs-. No sirs I cannot.

Mr. Sr. (BLUR. It is just an impression of yours?

Mr. DEAs. A\Tell, in T)rey)arillz my Senate testimony, I had manic
impressions which I did not testifv to.

Mr. ST. FLAIR. A;\Te11, I ala Sale XOU have revien-ecl the transcript
of March 21 ?

Mr. DEAN. Yes, I have.

Mr. ST. (FLAIR. And vou reeall earlv on in the conversation saying
lvords to the President to the otlfect that von lrante(l to let him
know some things that vou knew that von tholl.rllt he did not know,
or avoids to that effect?
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Mr. I)ES\N. That is again a rephrase of a question a little differently,
and I am answering it that given the conversation I had with the
President on the preceding evening, driven the fact that I had met
with Ehrlichman just before he went to the President's office, given
the fact that I saw John Ehrlichman coming out of the Presidentns
office just before I vent in, I had the impression that the President
was aware of the fact that Mr. Hunt had made a demand even before I
walked in the office.

Mr. S r. Cl,.\IR. You said to the President On page 80 1 of the
transcript, "I have the impression that you don't know evervthing I
know."

DO .YOU r ecall that ?

Mr. DEAN. That is correct.

Mr. ST. (FLAIR. And one of the things you recited to him under that
heading of things that he didn't know that you know was Hunt's
denlands, is that right ?

Mr. I )EAN. That is correct.

Sir. ST. (FI,AIR. And later on, at page 100, you said, do you recall
this: 'I know, sir, it is. Well, I can just tell from our conversations
that vou knoxv, these are things that you have no knowledge of."

Mr. DEAN. That is a reference to pre-June 17.

Sir. ST (PAIR. Well

Mr. DEAN. And I think if you read it in contexts you will find it is
such.

Mr. ST. (FLAIR. All right. But this was—how about the conversation
with MI. Moore on the day before? I)o you recall telling Mr. Moore in
substances there are things the President does not know that I think
he ought to know, or words to that effect i

:I\f1. I)EAN. Yes, I did, and as I testified in the Senate, I hadn't told
:\lr. Moore all of the things I discussed with the President.

Mr. ST. (?LAIR. And you incidentally told others substantiallv the



same thing before you ;uet with the President on the morning of the
21st 2

Mr. DEAN. For example ?

Mr. ST. (BLAIR. Mr. Kl ogh.

Mr. I)EAN. No, I think what I recall telling Mr. Krogh is I think he was
getting bad—the President's advisers were doing him an injustice.

AIr. ST. (BLAIR. And that you think vou ought to give the President
some more information that vou thought he didn't have.

Mr. DEAN. I thought the President ought to understand the
implications of what was going on.

Mr. ST. (FLAIR. I see.~It was your view at that time that the
Presielent did not understand what you say were the implications of
what zvas going on.

Mr. I)EAN. AS I testified, OI as I told the President on the night of
the both in a telephone conversation, I thought that he should hear
me out in light of a conversation that I had had with John Ehrlichman
and the fact that John Ehrlichman had been down to his office after
that conversation so that he collld judge for himself, based on mv
feeling about the implications of all these things in their broadest
context. That is a paraphrase, I think

1 See House Judiciary Committee, "Transcripts of Eight Recorded
Presidential Conversations" (hereinafter "HJC Transcripts"), p. 80.
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Mr. ST. CLAIR. Yes; and he agreed to hear you out ?

Mr. DEAN. Yes; he did.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And you said, now, Mr. President, in substance, I think
there are things you ought to know and understand the imp]ications
of, and you began to recite them, didn't you 2

Mr. DEAN. That is correct.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Thank you.

STow? sir, without going through that entire conversations is it fair
to say that at the conclusion of the conversation as far as any
pavment to Hunt was concerned. nothing was resolved anal the
matter was left hanging ?

Mr. DEAN. Well, I have got to answer your question this way: As far
as the raising of any money was concerned, that was certainly left
hanging. As I so testified in the Senate.

As far as my own involvement in having to do anything about the
money, I had gone in with the intent of trying to turn of r the
payment to Hlmt. I came out, having been turned around as far as the
desirability or not desirability of doing that that indeed. the
President felt it was desirable, but I knew I ha(l nothing or had the
impression I had nothing to do with it and would not have any
responsibility for it.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Do you recall testifying on page 1423 of book IV "And
the money matter was left very much hanging at that meeting.
Nothing was resolved."

Do you recall testifying to that ?

Mr. I)EAN. Yes. with regard to

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Is that the truth ?

Mr. DEAN. Yes. it is. With regard to the raising of a million dollars, I
didn't think there was anything resolved as to how to raise a million
dollars.



Mr. ST. CLAIR. It says, "The money matter was left very much hang
mg and nothing was resolved. ' Is that the truth ?

Mr. DEAN. I will stand on my last answer, Mr. St. Clair.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Well. is the. sentence "Nothing was resolved" the truth
?

Mr. DEAN. The question is what I was referring to in the Senate, and
if you read that in context. vou will recall I was talking about how
to raise. a million dollars, not whether to pay or not to pav a demand.

Ms. HOLTZMAN. Mr. St. Clair what page are you on ?

Mr. ST. CLAIR. 1423 of book IV, Ms. Holtzman.

Ms. HOLTZMAN. Tllank vou.

Mr. ST. Cl AIR. Was the matter of paying anything to Mr. Hunt
resolved to any further extent in the afternoon meeting that you
attended with the President on the 21st ?

Mr. I)EAN. You are asking me based on my review of the tapes?

Mr. ST. Cl AIR. Your menlory based 011 any source it has been
refreshed by.

Mr. DEAN. I still had the same impression that I had no responsibility
for raising money or paying any demands.

Mr. ST. ClAIR. And vou had informed the President that Mr. ()'T3rien
had been, in effect. turned off by you, told to go elsewhere. that you
were out of the business. right ?

Mr. I)EAN. I don't believe I said that. I believe that I said in the
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afternoon meeting that LaRue and Mitchell were aware of his—
referring to Hunt's—feelings about it and that this was—

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I am talking about the morning, I am sorry. It was a
poor question.

In the morning, you told the President in substance that you turned
O'Brien off ?

Mr. DEAN. I had told him I was out of the money business yes.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Right. And you told the President in the afternoon that
you had not talked with either LaRue or Mitchell, and you say you
meant since the morning meeting.

Mr. DEAN. That is correct.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Thank you.

Now, sir, before you went to the afternoon meeting at which the
President attended on the 21st, you told us this morning that you
met with Mr. Ehrlichman and Mr. Haldeman before you went in to see
the President, is that right ?

Mr. DEAN. That is correct.

Mr. S r . CLAIR. And you had a discussion with them about the
situation. did you not?

Mr. DEAN. Which situation are you referring to, please ?

Mr. ST. CISAIR. Well, the situation posed by Mr. Hunt's demands.

MI-. DEAN. Well, I think it was broader than that.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Well, I am sure it •vas, but you had a discussion with
them about that broad subject matter that was involved in part in
Hunt's demands.

Mr. DEAN. About the continuing of the coverup.

Mr. tST. CHAIR. Right.



Mr. I)EAN. And how to get the President out in front of it.

Mr. ST. (FLAIR. Right. I was a little more interested in your
testimony this morning that there was a suggestion that maybe we
could get Mr. Mitchell to come in and plead guiltv on this or words to
that effect..

DO VOU r ecall that ?

Mr. DEAN. Yes, I do.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And you said that vvas most appealing to you did you
not ?

Mr. I)EAN. I don't believe I testified to that.

Mr. ST. BLAIR. Was this a suggestion between you, Haldeman, and
Ehrlichman, that maybe you could pin this on Mr. Mitchell ?

Mr. I)ES\N-. I believe it was a review of what we are going to do now
that we are in this situation. and I don't think we ever

Mr. JST. (FLAIR. What did you mean—excuse me. I don't mean to cut
VOll OS.

Mr. I)EAN-. Well! the problem had always been Mr. Haldeman and Mr.
Ehrlichman had not wished to talk with Mr. Mitchell. No one would sit
down and talk amongst one another and I was the conduit between
them. One group wouid tell me to do one thing. the other would sav to
do the other thing. It was time to sit dOWl1 and figllre out how to
deal with this problem.

The sympathy at the White House—and I believe I was trying to
convey the fact that the White House just should not be contimled in
the coveru~was to possibly, if Mr. Mitchell would stand up and be
accounted for, that the postactivities would be ignored. That is
whelp I
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had my conversation with Mr. Haldeman about drawing the wagons
around the White House and the like, as Mr. Haldeman had always had
the strong feeling that but for the White House having to help out the

committee the White House would not have any problems.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And that would include you 2

Mr. DEAN. That is correct.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. SO that you suggested in substance if you could only

get Mr. Mitchell to assume the responsibility, at least you and maybe
the others conBl go free, is that it e

Mr. DEAN. I think there was a mutuality of understanding that that

might avoid the problem and avoid the problems it might create for

the President as well.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I see.

Then you went in to see the President 2

Mr. I)EAN. That is correct.

Mr. ST. CLALR. Now, do you recall testifying before the Senate com

mittee that while in this meeting on the afternoon of March 21* in
the
President's presence, you directly accused Mr. Ehrlichman and Mr.
Haldeman of obstruction of justice in the presence of the President?

Mr. OEAN. I recall that testimony, yes.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Have you reviewed the transcript of the afternoon

meeting with the President i

Mr. DEAN. Yes, I have.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. DO YOU observe, as I doz there is no such conversation
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Mr. DEAN. I observe that it appears that the first part of the tran

script is missing, or the first part of the conversation is missing.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I see. My question was, I)o you observe in the tran

script there is no such conversation ?

Mr. DEAN. In the transcript that is published, that appears to be

the case, yes. There are indirect references to it in that Mr. Ehrlich-
man makes a rather snide remark to me that counsel here reads the
statutes that, and reference of that that would indicate that it
might

well have occurred prior to the point that these transcripts pick up.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Now, sir, on the morning of the 22d, you met with

Mr. Mitchell and Mr. F,hrliehman and Mr. Haldeman.

Mr. DEAN. Correct.

Mr. ST. CHAIR. And vou have testified that Mr. Mitehell said some

thing about not having to worry about Hunt anymore.

Mr. DEAN. VFTe11, I testified that Mr. Ehrlichman raised the
question.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. It would be a lot easier if you would just answer yes

or no, if you could. You know. time marches.

Mr. DEAN. I understand.

Mr. ST. C7LATR. Thank you.

Mr. DEAN. But I want the committee to have the fug information I

have.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I gather that. Now, just answer the question.



Mr. DEAN. Would YOU repeat the question.

Mr. SITAFFF.R. I Object, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. St. Clair, will you repeat the question. please.?

Start over again.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. MY only point is, Mr. Chairman, the answers have

been very extensive and to a great extent not responsive. Psut T will
not

raise the point. I will go ahead.
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Mr. STAFFER. I would like to note my objection to Mr. St. Clair's
conclusion that the answers are not responsive. That is in his
opinion and I would like the record to reflect that.

Mr. EDWARDS. Very good.

Mr. HlrNGATE. Mr. Chairman, I was here yesterday and I find them to
be so responsive as to be unbelievable in comparison.

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Chairman, would you pose your question.

Mr. DANIELSON. Point of order.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I apologize. I am sorry.

Mr. EDWARDS. fair. Danielson.

Mr. DANIELSON. I have not heard the answer. I feel that in order to
discharge my constitutional duties, I need that answer badly and I
would be prejudiced in making my judgment if I didn't hear the
entire answer. I therefore request that we hear the answer.

Mr. EDWARDS. The Chair has requested Mr. St. Clair to pose the
question once again.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And I must apologize. May it be read ? I don't recall
the question.

Mr. DEAN. I can save time. I recall the question and the answer I was
going to give.

Mr. EDWARDS. Is that satisfactory, Mr. St. Clair ?

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Yes.

Mr. DBAN. The question was, Did Mr. Ehrlichman say there would be no
problem with regard to Hunt's demand ? The answer was yes he did
so respond. Mr. Mitchell responded in that manner after Mr. Erlichman
had raised it very early on in the meeting.

Mr. EDWARDS. Very good.

Proceed, Mr. St. flair.



Mr. ST. CLAIR. Now, sir, did you report this fact to the President
when you met with the President that afternoon ?

Mr. DEAN. With Erlichman and Mr. Haldeman ?

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Yes.

Mr. DEAN. No, I did not. I was not in a reporting posture in that
meeting, if you will note the transcript.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Well, did Mr. Ehrlichman, in your presence, or Mr.
Haldeman, tell the President about it ?

Mr. DEAN. In my presence they did not.

Mr. KST. CLAIR. You were able to talk about such matters. I mean, no
one put a gag on you, did they ?

Mr. DEAN. The question came up.

You are talking about the afternoon of the 21st ?

Mr. ST. CLAIR. That is right, when you and the President were
together.

Mr. WEAN. Thiat conversation had oecurTed on the morning of the
22d, so it would be impossible to report it on the afternoon of the
21st.

Mr. ST. (7I AIR. I am sorry. I misspoke.

Directing your attention to the afternoon of the 22d, you were with
the President. ?

Mr. I)EAN. Right.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Participating in the conversation. Were you alarmed at
the fact that apparently $75 000 had been paid to Mr. Hunt?

Mr. DEAN. No, sir, I was not. That was not the first time something
like that had happened.
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Mr. ST. CI AIR. SO YOU weren't alarmed at that fact ?

Mr. DF.AN. No sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I thought you said you had determined to stop this.

Mr. DEAN. I had determined that I was not going to be involved in it
and I was going to, I tried to persuade and advise the President that
it should not be done.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. You tried to persuade the President that it should not
be done, right ?

Mr. DEAN. That is correct.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. All right. And then

f r. DEAN-. I might add, though, that the President had persuaded me
to the contrary by the time I left the meeting.

Mr. ST. CI^AIR. Well, nonv, Mr. Chairman, in all fairness, that is a
gratuitous answer, not responsive, and I ask that it be struck.

Mr. HUNGATE. Mr. Chalrman, that is tne restllt of asking the same
uestion twice in a row.

If the Clerk will read the question.

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. St. Clair, the Chair rules that the answer shall
remain in. It is not that important.

Mr. ST. CLEAR. Well. in any event, sir, you did not tell the President
when you were with him on the 22d of this apparent payment, did

S7OU?

Mr. 1)EAN. The subject of the conversation was entirelv different
an(l I did not raise it, no.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. All right. And no one else. did in your presence ?

Mr. I)EAN. Not in my presence, no.



Mr. ST. CLAIR. Although you and Mr. Ehrlichman and Mr. Haldeman, and
vou say Mr. Mitchell, had discusser it that very morning?

Mr. DEAN. There had been a fleeting reference that is correct.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And it was a reference that indicated to vou that the
payment had been made i

Sir. DEAN. That is correct.

Mr. ST. C7LAIR. And you were not alarmed bv that ?

Mr. DEAN. No sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Now. was it during the course of the afternoon of :\
Iarch 22 that you had a discussion involving the claiming of
executive privilege in the upcolnillt Irvin committee hearings?

Mr. DEAN. Yes sir.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Those hearings had not yet commenced, had they 2

Mr. DEAN. No sir.

Mr. ST. (FLAIR. There had been a number of discussions, I think you
have tolfl us this morning but executive privilege in relation to
these upcoming hearings 2

Mr. DEAN. Yes! there had been.

Mr. Sr. CrAIR. Had the President made a statement with regard to
that 2

Mr. DEAN-. He had issued a statement that is correct..

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And what was the thrust of the statement recall ?

Mr. DEAN. The statement said in effect that no present or former
members of the White House staS v ould be permitted to testify on
mat+~-c Loaf call ~ ;fl~il, the ~^l~orn1 nsrsmpterS of exeeutive
Dris iieze.

if you can

 { 1t11 }~ItI2J - ---- a--- e rho 1 ~
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Mr. ST. CLOVER. And this had been a plan for some period of time
prior to March 22 ?

Mr. DEAN. Yes, it had.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. HOW long would you say the plan had been to exert
executive privilege with respect to these hearings ?

Mr. GLEAN. Well, I believe it was first discussed at LaCosta. There
revere discussions after that when Mr. Moore began drafting the
statement. Others were working on it. The statement evolved. At one
point, there was no reference to former members of the White House
staff. Mr. Colson got word of that, got quite exercised about it,
talked to me. I presume he talked to Mr. Ehrlichman based on the
conversations I subsequently had with Mr. Ehrlichman. It was decided
to expand the statement to include former White House stab. There
were a lot of people involved in the preparation and finality of the
statement. It went over a several-week period.

I can recall when Senator Baker came down to meet with the
President, I was asked to rush down to the EOB office and provide a
copy of the draft, as it was in that status at that time. I am trving
to think of the day of that meeting. It was in February—I would say
maybe February 20, somewhere around there.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. SO the plan was to not participate by permitting White
House persomlel to testify, was not that about it?

Mr. DEAN. Well, the theory that had evolved was with a broad
statement, there would be a position of flexibility to negotiate back
from there and handle it in that manner.

Mr. ST. ECLAIR. Mr. Mitchell expressed a contrary view on the
meeting of the afternoon of March 22, did he not ?

Mr. DEAN. He thought that the President was getting bad public
relations on the matter.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And he felt that the President ought not to persist in
this plan, isn't that right ?

Mr. DF.AN. That is correct, yes.



Well, he thought that it was, vou know—when the question came up in
the meeting, and you are familiar with the transcript, you will note
that the President asked me what I thought about it, and I said I still
thought it was a good statement.

He asked F,hrliehman what he thought about it. He thought it was
still a Stood statement and we agreed it was the position that gave
the President considerable flexihility.

Mr. ST. C:LAIR. But Mitchell had a different view .

Mr. DF~\N. That is correct.

Mr. ST. (HAIR. ITltimate1Y, the President almost lea) pereent
reversed that view ?

Mr. DEAN-. IJltimately, did he ?

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Yes.

Mr. DEAN. In what time frame are you talking about ?

Mr. ST. (BLAIR. Well, you were permitted to testify free of executive
privilege.

Mr. DE.\X. A lot of things happened between the——

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I understand that

Mr. DEAN [continuing]. The time of that and his waiving of executive
privilege, yes.
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Mr. ST. C:LAIR. And you were even permitted to testify free of
attorney-client privilege.

Mr. DEAN. Yes.

Mr. SHATTER. I would like to register an objection.

Mr. EDWARDS. Counsel.

Mr. SHAFFER. I would lilie the record to note that irrespective of
what position the White House ever took on executive privilege or
attorney-client privilege, that Mr. Dean was prepared to testifv in
the Senate and was prepared to take the position that there mas no
attorney-client privilege with respect to matters of public affairs
and that there was no executive privilege which bound him.

Mr. EDWARDS. Counsel's objection is noted.

Mr. St. (flair, you may proceed.

Mr. ST. (:LAIR. Well, all right.

You had written a memorandum supporting executive privilege as as
basis for refusal, had you not ?

Mr. DEAN. I had written the memorandum ?

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Yes.

Mr. DEAN. I am sure I wrote many memoranda on executive privilege
vhile I was in the White House.

Mr. ST. CI,.NIR. To shorten the thing up, when did the hearings start ?
Mr. I)EAN-. The Senate hearings?

Mr. FIT. (:LAIR. Yes.

Mr. DEAN. When did I testifv ?

Mr. ST. (:LAIR. No; when did thev start, if you recall ?

Mr. DEAN. I think in May.



Mr. ST. CLAIR. Of 1973 ?

Mr. DEAN. That is correct.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. All right.

And during the course of those hearings, no executive privilege was
exerted by the President to anybody's testimony, isn't that right?

Mr. DEAN. That is correct, I believe.

Mr. ST. BLAIR. Thank you.

Now, was there any discussion during the course of the meetings,
let's say starting as early as March 21 about the possibility of White
House people testifying before grand juries ?

Mr. DEAN. Yes, there was.

Mr. *;T. (BLAIR. And did you recommend that ?

Mr. T)EAN. I recall when it first came up in the morning of the 21st. I
said, that is one avemle, but the problem that I tried to point out is
that as far as I was concerned, if I went down there I was going to
tell the truth and the feathers would start flving.

Mr. ST. (:LAIR. Did the President indicate that he felt that the calling
of a grand jury and testifying would be something that he would
prefer ?

Mr. DFAN. The President never reached a definite opinion on that. We
vacillated back and forth and there w as a lot of discussion about
that. This was primarily Mr. Ehrlichman's idea.

I talked to Mr. Ehrlichman and Mr. Ehrlichman had a difl?erent
perception of the testimony that might come Ollt than I did.

Mr. TST. CLAIR. Well, the time came when ygu were asked to testify
before a grand jury, were you not ?
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Mr. DEAN. When I was asked to testify before a grand jury ?

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Yes.

Mr. DEAN. That is correct.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Do you recall Mr. Ellrlichrllan, on or about March 30,
conveying a message to you that the President wanted you to testify
before a grand jury ?

Mr. I)EANT. I can recall that while I was at Camp I)avid, I received a
call from Mr. Haldeman, who said, Novell. if you go before the, rand
jury, what will you testify to?

I told him, because thev were talking about putting a statement out
that morning about Dean going before the grand jury. After I told him
the highlights of some of the things I would testify to, suddenly the
statement about Devan going to the grand jury avas not released.

- Mr. ST. CHAIR. My question was do you recall Mr. Ehrlichman
conveying a message. to you that the President desired that you go
before the grand jury ?

Mr. I)EAN-. At what time, please ?

Mr. ST. CHAIR. Near the end of March.

Mr. DEAN. I don't recall talking to anybody—oh, at the end of March 2

Mr. ST. C:LAIR. Yes.

Mr. DEAN. Yes, I do, because I remember when we were talking about
that, that I would be called before the grand julv, I told them I
thought I would be called and they asked me to go see Mr. Mitchell
and explain to Mr. Mitchell that I was going to ?z° to the grand jury. I
have submitted for the record in the Senate hearings a meeting I had
With Mr. Mitchell on April 10, where I told him that I thought T
would appear before the grand jury and that I had done that at Mr.
F,rlichman's and Mr. Haldeman's request, gone and told him that. And
indeed, I was prepared to go before the grand jury.

Mr. ST. CHAIR. Was it elear to you that at least as of that date, the
President had determined that at least you should testify before the



grand jury?

Mr. I)EAN. I didn't get that from the Presidellt, no. I got that from Mr.
Ehrlichman.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. As a result of the message delivered to you by Mr.
Ehrlichman 2

Mr. T)EAN. Yes; but I don't recall him saying that the President wants
vou to go to the grand jury.

Mr. ST. (FLAIR. I see. Well, now

Mr. DEAN. And I might add also that Ml. Ehrlichman, after that
decision had been made and I had related some others, reported to
me that there is novv incredible pressure—and this w as in April—for
you not to go to the grand jury.

Mr. ST. CHAIR. Well. at least as of the en(l of March, you received a
message from Mr. Ehrlicllmall to the eSect that there was a desire
that you go before the grand jury, is that right?

Mr. I)EAN. I told him I thought I would be called before the brand jurv
and they were registering no objections at that time.

Mr. ST. CHAIR. All right..

Now, during the period from Mareh 22 until the end of March— that is
about a week to 8 days—you spent how long in Camp David ?
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Mr. DEAN. I went to Camp David on the afternoon of the 23d. I think I
arrived at Caml) I)avid about midafternoon. I arrived at Camp David
in the afternoon of the 23d and was there until I was called back by
Mr. Haldeman on the 27th or 28th, I think it was.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. NOW? YOU say that while you were at Camp David, vou
learned that someone wanted you to wlite some kind of a report the
exact nature of which w as not clear to you.

Mr. IV)EAN. Not someone, verv spe.cifically, MI. Haldeman ealled me.

Ml. ST. CL.\IR. A11 right. AIl(I you spent some time in working on
SUCh a report ?

Mr. DEAN. That is correct.

Mr. ST. Cl,AIR. ] )i(l you ever produce such a report ?

Mr. I)EAN. NO; I told them I would not turn it over to them. I told
them I had not been able to complete it.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. When did you deliver that message and to whom ?

Mr. DE^-\N. I told them that I was working on it and after I had
retained counsel and I had noted a little different attitude toward
me— in fact every time I had raised testimonial areas with someone.
their reflection became sery fuzzy, their attitudes were Very
different, and I decided I did not want to turn over the document I
lead prepared.

You asked me WllO asked for the document ?

Mr. ST. C?LAIR. TO ~vhom did VOU tell that you either could not or
wollkl not fllrnisll such a report ?

Mr. I)EAN. I r eeall telling Mr. F,hrlicllmall—I doll t know if I spoke
~vith Mr. Haldeman about it or not. I remember Ml. Ehrlichman e ailed
me from the west coast and asked me to send whatever I had. I said,
w ell. I hadll t finislleA the Watergate part of it but I would send
hind what r had al. Segretti which had been prepared by Diek Moore
anal I said I ha(ln't reviewed it.

Ale saicl, well [)ex it out to us as soon as you can.



Mr. ST. CL.\IR. I)i(I YOU understand that Mr. Ehlliehmall was
condlletillg an investigation into the Watergate matter ?

Ml. I)E.\N. NO, I did not.

Mr. TST. CLAIRE But you do recall a request from him in California to
send out whatever you had ?

Ml I)EAN. That is eel rect.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. NOW, Sit', iS it your testimony that the President dill
not ask vou to write a report. 2

Ml. WALDIE. AIr. Chairnlall.

Would you hasc him reeall the date of the call from California frorr
Mr. Ehrlichman to Mr. I)ean ?

Mr. I)EAN. Mr. Waldie it was from California during the week of—
sometime after the both I would think when they led for C>alifornia
and they were out there during that first week of April, and I ean t
tell yoll which dav it is. There would certainly be a record in the
White House as to when the doellmellt was I)esed out. That is the
electronic machine that can transmit photocopies over the wire.
There svould be. a record of that in the military aide's office.. That
was the day that

ItIr. EDWARDS. Tllank YOU.

Mr. JSt. Clair.

l\tl'. ST. Cl,,SlR.-Thallk yogis Mr. Chairman.
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Do you recall testifying at page 1 385 of book 4 of the Senate Select
Committee transcript as follows on the question of this report.:

"He"—meaning the President—"never at anv time asked me to write a
repot t and it was not until after I had arrived at Camp David that I
received a call from Haldeman asking rme to write the report up?"

Do you remember so testifying a

Mr. DEAN. Yes, I do.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Was that the truth ?

Mr. I)EAN. Yes, it is.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Have you reviewed the transcript of your meeting with
the President on the afternoon of

Mr. DF,AN. The 22d 8

fill . ST. ( LAIR. March 22 9

Mr. DEAN. Yes, I have.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Would vou agree that the President, in the course of
that conversation asked you to go to Camp David to write up a report
a

Mr. DEAN. I would agree that he suggested that I might go to Camp
David and write the report. But the reference that vou have cited in
the Senate testimony is to the fact. and it is repeated elsewhere in
the Senate testimony, that, we are talking about the instruction on
the 23d in the telephone conversation I received from the President
on the 23d and to which I have testified again this morning, that the
President at no time during that call asked me to write a report. He
wanted me to go up there and relax, Imwind, think about things.
There was no mention of a report until I got to Camp David that
afternoon.

Mr. ST. (:LAIB. But vou testified before the Senate that the President
never at any time asked you to write a report, didn't you ?

Mr. DEAN. Wells that is—then I have misspoken myself with reference



to that eall. But I still believe it is quite clear that I am referring to
the fact that on the 23d, in the call from the President, I did not— if
you read the full context of that page

Mr. ST. CLAIR. That is 1385.

Mr. DEAN. It starts "Senator gurney. At any rate did you go to (tamp
David sort of understanding that you were going to write a r eport
about Wategate is that right 9 "

"No, sir. When the President talked to me on the 9;3d, I talked to
O'Brien that morllill.r—so on and so forth. "I ealled Rhrliellma

and so on and so forth.

Then I get down to the feet "But I recall the conversation very
e]early"—r eferrinffl to the conversation of the 23d—"because there
are no such complications. ' The complication was regarding Mrs.
Nixon and Tricia being up there.

The whole discussion Mr. St. (flair, is about the conversation on the
gad. At no time during that call did he ask me to w rite a report.

Mr. ST. C:LAIR. Have I misread your testimony when I said you
testified he never at any time

Mr. I)EAN. I think you have.

AIRY. TST. C?T AIR. DO you have page 138~ before you ?

Ml-. I)EAs-. I have it right in front of me yes.
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Mr. ST. CLAlR. Do the •vords appear "He," meaning the President
"never at any time asked me to as r ite a repot t." I)o they appear
there ?

Mr. I)EAN. Yes, they do.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Do you say the to anscript is inaccurate ?

Mr. DEAN-. No; I say it is in the context of the call of the 23d.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Is the word "never" limited in some respect 2

Mr. DEAN . To the call of the 23d, yes.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. "At any time"—is that limited to some extent?

Sir. DEAN. To the call of the 23d, yes.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Thank you.

Mr. CONFERS. Mr. (Shairman, I object.

Mr. DANIELSON. I don't think it will add to our understanding to have
the witness badgered and I would like to have this at an end.

Sir. EDWARDS. I believe the proceedings are going along in a proper
manllel and I hear no objection from the avitness' counsel.

Mr. St. (flair.

Ml. ST. CLAIR. Thank you, sir.

Well, nOW, Sir, this plan to claim executive privilege before the
tSenato comnlittec—I think Eve have covered it briefly—ran over a
long period of time, right ?

Mr. DEAN. That is correct.

Mr. ST. C:LAIR. Mihen did you last participate in anv aspect of the
decision as to lvllether or not tilat plan should be continued ?

Mr. DEAN. If you can give me just a moment. I think I can tell you.



I think that the last time I hafi any discussions M ith anyone vs as on
the lfith of April 1973.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And lvitll whom xvas that discussion 2

Mr. I)EAN. I believe it w as with Dick Moore. Possibly Len GEarrrxent
also.

Mr. ST. FLAIR. Now, during the course of the discussions that ran
over many lveeks, do you recall that the plan was sometimes
referTed to in the eolllse of those conversations as stonezvalling
the committee?

Mr. DEAN. That was a common term used around the White House and I
don't recall it being synonymous lvitll executive privilege, no.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Well do yell remember any discussions about mavbe
eve should stonewall the comrrlittee, or lvords to that eflect ?

Ml. I)EAN-. I am sure that novas said. If you will give me a specific
reference in the to anscript I might be able to help you.

Mr. ST. FLAIR. Well, by the exercise of executive privilege with
respeet to all testimony and all documents, that is what avoid
result, would not it J

:\II. DEAN-. That isn't the e oncept of stonewall as I understood it.

Mr. ST. (HAIR. Oh. I see, all right.

W ell do you recall discussions particularly by Mr. Mitehel1 to the
eiTect that that svould look like a coverup?

Mr. DF.AN-. On the afternoon of the 22d, with r eferenee to
discussing ?

Ml. ST. (BLAIR. Yes.

Ml-. I)EAN. Yes, I slo.

Mr. KqT. (:LAIR. A11 rift.

Mr. DEAN. Not with regard to stonewalling. Executive privilege that
Event too far.



Mr. ST. (BLAIR. Right. That is one of the reasons why he avas against
it, is that right 2

.
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Mr. DEisN. He thought it was verv bad public relations, yes.

Mr. ST. (BLAIR. Right. Now, what was the status of the plan on April
16, when you last had any discussions concerning it, if you now
remember 2

Mr. DEAN. That the fact that there was going to be discussion, that
people would go up and testify and the question I was principally
involved in was as to who was or was not going to turn in their
resignation and what was going to be said about what had happened
over the preceding weekend. I can't tell you what the thinking finally
was on the position of executive privilege, because I was not privy
to those discussions and obviously. from reading the additional
transcripts that you have provided, it is understandable why I was
not privy.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Well, now, is it fair to say, thell, that as of April 16,
at least, you observed any change in an attitude that had existed
earl ier ?

Mr. DEAN-. I think when they learned that I had gone to the
prosecutors, I got even a more sharp change than I had noticed after
mv meeting on the 21st.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. No, T mean a change in this plan with respect to
appearance before the committee 2

Mr. DEAN. Did I personally notice a change ?

Mr. ST. C:LAIR. Yes.

Mr. T)EAN. Only what I was reading in the paper.

Mr. ST. (BLAIR. I see.

Now-, sir. about your resignation. This was a matter of some
discussion between vou and the President, was it not ?

Mr. DEAN. That is correct.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And to shorten this up a little bite you took
substantially the view that if you were to resign, so should Mr.
Ehrlichman and Mr. Haldeman ?



Mr. DEAN. I thought they had equally serious problems! that is
correct.

Mr. ST. (BLAIR. And during the course of these discussions, you were
also meeting with representatives of the IJ.tS. attorney's office, as
Mr. Doar has asked vou about ?

Mr. DEAN. That Mr. Doar has asked me about ?

Mr. ST. (7T,ATR. I)idn't he ask you about meeting with the U.S.
attorney ?

Mr. DEAN. Oh I understand your reference.

Yes, that is correct.

Mr. ST. (MIDAIR. A]1 right. And during the course of those
discussions. you or your counsel on your behalf were seeking
immunity, were you

IlOt 2

Mr. T.)EAN. My counsel—I should give the background on that.

When I first went to see Mr. tShaSer and engaged him, I said, Charlie
there are certain things that I think I have got to go down and tell
the prosecutors.

The said. •vell. let's hear •vhat vou have got to sav.

I spent about 5 hones telling him, vou know, what I had done and
rincipally dealing with mv own involvement and actions.

And he said, w ell, Johns if you want me as your lawvcr~ there is
onlv one condition you can retain me and that is if you take my
colmsel.
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I said, well, I knolv the old saying that he who haKs himself as a
lawyer for a counsel is a fool, so I agreed that I ought to have
somehody who is more objective than I.

He also told me, John, you don't have to run into machineguns to get
your StOlg out and you have got to listen to me. I am going, down to
talk to the prosecutors and see what we can do.

And I said, well, Charlie, I am taking your counsel. So indeed, my
lawyer did go down and have discussions about, first of all, the
scope of my testimony. He wanted to be able to hear what I had to
say and then let them make their own judgment as to what they
wanted to do with me.

Mr. ST. CHAIR. I)id you authorize your attorney in the course of those
discussions to suggest to the U.S. attorney that if you did not get
immunity, you might involve the administration on matters other
than Watergate ?

Mr. DEAN. I had not talked to my attorney about it, I don t think, at
that time matters other than Watergate. To the best of my
recollection. it was not until sometime in the end of April that I
even discussed with my counsel my conversations and dealings with
the President.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Did your counsel report to you that he had made such a
suggestion on one or more occasions to the l7.S. attorney or his
representatives during the course of his negotiations on your behalf
?

Mr. T)E.\N. I think my counsel would be the best witness on that.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I am JUSt asking you whether or not he reported to

you.

Mr. DEAN. I frankly don t recall.

Mr. ST. CHAIR. Weil. it is your testimony you did not authorize it?

Mr. DEAN. I—my attorney had a free hand to negotiate with the
prosecutors in any manner he saw fit.



Mr. ST. CLAIR. Including that manner ?

Mr. OEAN. I didn t ask him how—he •vas my attorney. I was not Riving
him directions and guidance. He knows far more about this horsiness
than I do.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Thank YOU.

IJltimately. you did not receive imlllllllity is that r ight 2

Mr. DEAN. FrOln tie PrOSeCUtOrS w

Mr. ST. (BLAIR. Yes.

Mr. DEAN. The original prosecutors were replaced by the Special
Prosecutors and by that times T flail maple mv decision to plead.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Well, you did not receive immunitv from the United
States, did you ?

Mr. DEAN. STOW I did not.

Mr. SHAFFER. JustFa point on the record. Mv client did receive
immllllity from the Ignited States in the form of limited use
immunity from the legislative branch of our Governments

Mr. ST. CHAIR. That is mv understanding. My question should have
been more precise from the U.S. attorney.

Mr. DEAN. There has been some debate as to whether we had
technical immunity as a result of our earlier dealings as to whether
theft could evel prosecute me based on our earlier conversations.
But that is another matter. We never got it.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. YOU never received immunity for which you were
negotiating ?
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Mr. DEAN. That is correct.

Mr. S T. CLAIR. Thank you.

Mr. DFXAN. That my counsel was negotiating for.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Now, during the period that your counsel was
negotiating for you, you were retained on the White House payroll,
were vou not?

Mr. DEAN. You mean when I first went to talk to the prosecutors?

Mr. ST. (BLAIR. Yes.

Mr. DEAN. That is correct.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And you were retained on the White House payroll until
the end of April of 1973 ?

Mr. DEAN. I think it went beyond that.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. In any event, your resignation was accepted at the
same time as Mr. Haldeman's and Mr. Ehrlichman's ?

Mr. DEAN. It was requested and accepted, yes.

AIr. ST. (BLAIR. Thank you.

May I have just a second, Mr. chairman ?

With respect to plans to testifv before the grand jury, before you
testified clie-l vou meet with Mr. Mitchell and/or Mr. Magrudel ?

Mr. DEAN With regard to mv testimony before I was to testify before
the grand jury ?

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Yes.

Mr. DEAN. Can you be more specific, please?

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Well. you told us that you received a call from Mr.
Ehrlichman requesting that vou go before the grand jury.



Mr. DEAN. I met with Mr. Magruder and Mr. Mitchell on the afternoon I
came •lowll from Camp David. I went into Mr. Haldeman's office and
he said that he wanted me to go in and resolve the testimonial
differences between my recollection that had been consistent of the
meetings that occurred in the Attorney General's office in January
and Februarv with that that Mr. Magruder and Mr. Mitchell had
apparentlv testified to. Tlley were sitting in what was what had
been Mr. Chapin's office. I told Mr. Haldeman I didn't want to go down,
they knew perfectly well what my story was. FIe was very insistent
that I go down. I went down and I sat there and refused to really get
into anv substance with him.

Mr. ST. (BLAIR. My question is, sir, following the request that you
received from Mr. Ehrlichman, did you see Mr. Mitchell and Mr.
Magruder before you testified before the grand jury ?

Mr. I)EAN. Wells I didn't testify before the grand jury.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Ever?

.\ll r ight didvou

Mr. DEAN. I mean not until

Mr. ST. (BLAIR. Were you interviewed by the IJ.S. attorney?

Mr. DEAN. I was in continuous negotiations and discussions. My
counsel was in negotiations and I was in discussions with the IJ.S.
attorney fronl roughly the 2d of April on.

Mr. ST. FLAIR. Let me get at it this way: Did you ever tell Mr.
Magruder that you were not going to support his testimony that he
had given to the grand jury before you testified before the grand jury
?

Mr. DEAN. I recall a recording I made of a conversation with Mr.
Magruder in which he was urging me to go along with his story and.
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I would not give him the commitment to do that. With that, he flew-

off to Bermuda to retain counsel.

As far as Mr. Mitehell, the record of my meeting with Mr. Mitchell

I have submitted to the Senate. I remember I svas requested by the
Government to be wired and I said I refused to do that. I said I will
make a memorandum of the meeting as soon as it is over which I

did.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Can you fix the time that you met vs ith Mr. Magruder

for this purpose ?

Mr. DTLAN. I had a telephone conversation with Mr. Magruder.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Well, can you fix the time ?

Mr. DEAN. I think the gpecinl Prosee.utor's office has that tape and

I just don't know.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. What's your best memory ?

Mr. DEAN. I would say in the first week of April.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Thank you.

And when did you meet with Mr. Mitekell i

I\Ir. I)EA N . A p ri l 1(}.

Sol-. ST. FLAIR. All light.

Did you—you testified before the grand jury at some time?

Mr. I)EAN. Ye.s? I did.

Mr. S;T. CLAIR. When ?

Mr. DEAN. That was long after I had pleaded and—well, let's go



back. I did make an appearance before the grand jurv before I ap-
peared before the Senate, in which I invoked mv privilege. Then I—-
it was many many, manv months later. I believe it avas February of

1974 t hat I fi rst appeared before the gra nd jurv.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Was it after you told Mr. Magruder that you xvould

not support his earlier testimony that he appeared before a grand
jury

and changed his testimonv ?

Mr. Dx=sN.~Well, I fold my counsel that they ought to tell Mr.

I\Iacgruder's colmsel that you could not—I don't recall a meeting
with
Mr. Magruder. That is the point I guess you are getting at, and I just

don't recall a meeting with Mr. Magruder.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Or a e.onsrel sation with him ?

Mr. I)E\5. Yes; I had conversations where he xvas asking me to

change mv storv and I lvas unit illin,g to. I finally told my—you
knov~-.
Niger he decided to get a larvver. I had Mr. Shaffer stop bv and see

his counsel and sav, listen, John is going to testifv the avay it is.

Mr. DST. CHAIR. I)O YOU recall the President advising vou that lvay ?

Mr. DEAN. To tell me to testify truthfully ?

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Yes.

Mr. I)EA N . Yes I do.

Mr. ST. CL.\TR. DO POn have any kllolviedge that he also gave such

advice to Mr. Magruder?

Mr. DEAN-. No, I do not. He might have mentioned it to me. I don't



knolv. He told me he had told everybody.

Mr. S r. CT,AIR. Rut he advised Son specifieally to tell the truth.
didn't

he?

Mr. T)E AN. Yes, he did. lZ,xelu(lin-~,—he di(l not avant me to talk
about

Presidential conversations.

Mr. ST. (7I..'\IR. .\bollt n ntional security matters, isn't that right ?
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Mr. DEAN. He said executive privilege, attorney-client privilege, and
national security matters.

Sir. ST. CLAIR. I)O YOU recall the President made a public
amlouncement that all White House people were free to testifv
before a grand jury, free of executive privilege ?

Mr. DEAN. At what date, please ?

Mr. ST. ( LAIR. Well, do you recall that w

Mr. DEA:s-. Well. I am trying to get the time frame we are talking
about.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Well, you were there and I was not. Maybe you could
tell us when it was.

Mr. DEAX. Well. there were a lot of statements made publicly that
didn't fit with what was happening internally.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. DO YOU recall the President making a public
announcement that White House personnel were free. to testify
before grand juries, free of any executive privilege 2

Mr. DEAN. I frankly don't, no.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. YOU don't ?

Mr. DEAN. It is possible but I just don't have a clear recollection of
it. I just didn t read all the press releases.

Mr. HUNGATE. Mr. Chairman, the witness has requested what date this
was done. I think that is probably a fair request. I am looking at a
date myself that is interesting on that same point.

Mr. EDWARDS. The Chhair i)elieves the question is fair.

Proceed, Mr. St. Blair.

Mr. SHAFFER. MI. Chairman. may I have a minute with my client if
that is appropriate ?

Mr. lEDwARres. Yes.



Sir. STAFFER. Thank you.

Mr. DEAN. Mr. (chairman, to answer the question and this is what I
had in mind but I can't get the date on it before I was originallv
going to go down and testify before the grand jury, the original grand
jury, with the orivilla] prosecutors, and we had scheduled a special
F;aturdav session for me to appear, my counsel received a notice of
release from the White House as to how all counsel were supposed to
handle the question of executive Drivilege. There wet e very tight
guidelines that were laid out. Now-^ I don't recall seeing that
document. They had a copy of it down at the IT.S. attorney's office
and he looked at it there. That is wllv I am asking. There +N;ere many
many statements on executive privilege and I am not sure which one
vail are referring to.

Mr. ST. (~f..\lR. Well just one point that I think I have ove/r]ooked on
this subject matter. I aDologize for the digression.

DO you recall that Mr. Haldeman called Mr. Mitchell on about noon on
Mareh 21 ?

Mr. T)EAN. I am sorrv. would you start over ? I was looking at—we
found a statement here; but we are beyond that now.

Mr. ST. (FAIR. We.ll, if you found a statement, perhaps you could
advise the committee of the date.

Mr. DEAN. Well. it savs that at a news conference on March 15.1973
the President said Mr. Dean is colmsel to the White House. He is also
one who is counsel to a number of peoDle on the White Hollse staff;
he has, in effect, what T would call double privilege—the lawyer
colmse.l
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relationship as well as Presidential privilege. In terms of privilege.
I think • e could put it in another •vav. T consider it my
constitutional principle to defend the separation of poxvers. I
recognize that Members of Congress disat r ee with my
interpretation of that r esponsibilitv.

That xvas one. But as I say, there were so many statements on
exee.utive privilege, I am just not sure which one you are referring
to.

Mr. ST. (7LAIR. This is one that you have read here that was before
Larch 21 ?

AIr. DEAN. That is correct.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I asked vou about any knowledge you had of a
statement the Presi(le.llt matte freeing White House personnel of
any c.xeclltive privilege.

l\Ir. DEAN. Well, there mi~lt have been something in his statement
on April 17, but there may have been a half dozen statements in
between there. I just can't tell you without reviewing all of the
White House. press r Leases and T just don't know.

Mr. ST. C?l,AIR. I see. Ail right. Then may I make this digression that
I started out on ?

Mr. SHAFFER. May I have just a second ?

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. tSt. Clair.

Mr. ST. (:LAIR. ThaTlk YOU.

Gettingr, back to March 21, 1237.3. do you recall Sir. Haldeman
calling Mr. Mitchell shortly after noon on that date. following your
meeting with the President ?

Mr. DEAN. I recall that he lvas going to call him.

Mr. KST. (BLAIR. And the purpose of the call ?

Mr. DEAN-. Was to get Mr. Mitchell to come down to a meeting the
next morning, or that afternoon, if possible.



Mr. ST. CLAIR. Thank YOU very much.

NOWS sir, I would like to go xvay back to the break-in at the DNC1, if
I mav. You were actually in Hawaii as I understand it?

Mr. DEAN. NO sir, I xvas in Manila.

Mr. ST. (?LAIR. In Manila. Whell you returned to the United States, I
think vou have testified that yol; beeame involved in the coverup
almost from the very beginning, or vor(ls to that effect?

Mr. DEAN-. TI1at IS correct.

!\lr. ST. (BLAIR. I think at one point, you said it just sort of
happened, it grew like Topsy. or lvords to that effect ?

Mr. DEAN . It n;ade me wish I had staved in Manila.

Mr. ST. CIJAIR. I am sure in retrospect, that is so. IJut is it true that
V011 testified that this was not any set policy of anv kind it just
sort of

rew, and you just sort of fell into it, or as ords to that effect ?

Mr. DEAN. That is correct.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. All right. And that state of affairs commenced almost
immediately upon you] return to the United States ?

I\Ir. DEAN-. Correct.

Mr. ST. (BLAIR. Now, early in your investigation—excuse me. I don t
mean to use that lvord at this moillellt.

You made an in(liliry from Mr. I,iddv early upon vour return, clifl Toll
not?

Mr. DEAN. Yes I did.

Mr. ST. C:r,AIR And you learned. did vou not. from that illelllirv that
one in the White House was involved in the break-in ?
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l\Ir. DEAN. That is what Mr. Liddy had told me, yes.

Mr. ST. CLAIRE Yes. And you were convinced of that even as late as
March 21,1973, weren't you 2

Mr. DEAN-. Yes, I was.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. All right. Well, now, if no one in the Wllite House. was
involved in the break-in, who was it that vou were covering up for?

Mr. DEAN. I think that is verv clear from the early conversations I
had with Mr. Ehrlichman.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. A name will do ?

Mr. DEAN. Pardon.

Mr. ST. BLAIR. Just give me the name.

Mr. DEAN. Who was l worried—vie were worried about what Mr. Hunt
and Mr. I,iddv had done at the White House.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. W ho were vou covering up for ?

Mr. DEAN. I would sav—well, initially, before I got all the facts
sorted out, I di(lll't think. (1) that Mr. IXiddv might necessarily know
everything; (2) I had known of things that had gone OII there that had
gone to people that were fairlv high in the administration; an(l T
would say that the coverup was designed to not only protect the
campaign people, but it was designed to protect Mr. Ehrlichman and
anybody else that had been involved in any of the Hunt and Biddy

activities.

When I first went to Ml. Kleindienst, T didn't know how far it went
and told him it might go as far as the President.

Mr. ST. (11,ATR. But as far as Watergate was coneerlle(l, your state
of mind was that no one in the White House was involved in the bre<^
kin, isn't that right ?

Mr. DEAN'. That is right. but vou



Mr. ST. (~L.\IR. But you could not have been covering up for anyone in
the White Tlouse. could vou 9

Mr. S HAFFER. Could I have an objection ?

I think mv client was in the middle of an ansever.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I am sorry.

Mr. DEAN. I don t think you can separate because of the individuals
involved in the break-in find the fact that thev had come from the
White House and that they had done things at the Wllite House, that
you can separate the eoverup into here was a Watergate break-in
that was authorized by people unknown to the White House, and the
fact that they had done other illegal activities when they had been
at the White House that were equally as embarrassing and equally as
damaging as the break-in at the DNC.

So two people and the Cubans that they had hired to work for them
caused a problem that ran both ways. And this was the sort of
pressure and cross-pressure I continually got. Mitchell would sav,
well, they ought to be just as interested. And Haldeman would sav.
well! Mitchell ought to tee. just as interested. beeause of the fact
that these people, their activities had run such a wide gamut.

That is a long answer to the question that that is what we were
covering up.

Mr. GUT. CLAIR. It is all right. I am used to the long answers.

NOW, sir, you never saw the President at all until~September IS,
15)79, from the time of the break-in, is that right ?
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Mr. DEAN. That is correct.

Mr. ST. CL.\IR. SO it is very clear the President ne\ er gave you any
instructions to cover up anything. isn't that right ?

Ml I)EAN-. That is correct.

Mr. ST. (BLAIR. In fact, I gather from your testimony this thing just
sort of grew. No one gave you any instructions, you just went along
with it ?

Mr. I)EAN. Well, that isn't quite true.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Well, that is what yoll told me just a minute ago.

Mr. DEAN. Well let me clarify it! then.

Mr. ST. CLAIR Well, my question is this—you committed

Mr. DONAHUE. Mr. Chairman.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I am sorry. I keep thinking I am in a courtroorn. I am
sorry.

Mr. DONAHUE. I submit, Mr. (chairman, that the witness should be
permitted to eornplete his answer rvithout interruption from Mr. St.
Clair.

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Dean, will yoll complete. your answer, please?

Mr. OEAN. A11 right. It is not quite correct that I felt that J just had
to dive in.

For example, when I was asked by Mr. Haldeman and Mr. Rhrlichman in
Mr. Haldeman's office regarding whether Mr. Mitchell and Mr.
Magru(ler sholll(l remain at the Re-Eleetion Lion nlittee what my
feeling xvas, I said that T thouoht that Mr. l\,Iagruder definitelv ha(l
serious problems. I was not sure that the storv he avas portraying
avonl(l howl up and that he might lvell be indicted. I said I thought it
would be presumptuous of me to sav anything about Mitchell. I said I
don't knolv, I have never talked t(; hind about it. lvhiel1 I hadn't and I
said all I ean tell you is that it is consuming a great deal of his
time.



Then when Mr. Mitchell on the X()th left the Re-F,lection (Sommittee
and Mr. Magruder remained I avas quite convillcetl in mv orvn mind
rightly or wrongly that the President had obviously had to refleet Oll
this. That avas c lear to me also beeallse there nvas an increased
interest bv Mr. Haldeman and Mr. Rhrliehman in Mr. Magrudel~s rvell -
beint .

You knoav. honv he alas doing. what lvas his attitude zvas he
eoneerned hoav lvas his testimony.

So I can't sav that I had no indication that there xvas not coneern
an(l instructions on the coverur). It was not quite willy-nilly as you
have tried to portrav it.

Mr. ST. (LAIR. I Am onlv qllotina vour oxvn language.

T4ut you readilv joined what v(;ll norv identifv as a criminal eonSpil
avv almost from the beginning didn t vou ?

Mr. I)EA:S-. Yes I did.

Mr. ST. (11.AlR. And durina the eolllse of that vou among other things
subol ned b rjurv of Mr. Magruder.

Mr. I)EAN. I don t think that is eorreet to use the term "suborned". I
did assist him in preparing a false statement.

Mr. ST. (AL.\nS. And pled guiltv to that ?

Mr. I)EAN. I avas—no I did not to subornation. I pleaded to obstruction
of justis e of avhich that avas an overt act.
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Mr. ST. CLAIR. Thank YOU. Incidentally you didn t disclose that to the
President on the 21st, did you 9

Mr. DEAN. I certainly made reference to it.

Mr. ST. (II,TIR. Did you disclose to the President on March 21 that you
had assisted Magruder in preparing false testimony ?

Mr. DE SN. I told him that they had been by and run their story by ine.
Alld I told hint that, perhaps. I believe I prefaced that with the fact
that he had perjured himself.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I am sorry, I didn't hear that.

Mr. DEAN. I said I believe I prefaced that vital the fact that I
believed he had perjured himself and he had come by and run his
Story by me.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. I seen

Well, on September 15, 1972, you did meet with the President ?

Mr. DEAN. Yes, I did.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And you say that during the course of that
conversation, among other things, you discussed a list being
prepared for submission to the IRS ?

Mr. DEAN. I am not sure we got into the so-called list of 5/)O at that
time. It may well have come up. I recall general discussions by IRS
and the fact that the President—telling the President that I had been
less than successful in dealing with IRS and the President became
uite annoyed at it. And then that he got very explicit about his
thinking about IRS being responsive to the White House.

Mr. ST. (FLAIR. Well. the fact of the matter is it was prior to
September l5 that vou had already been over to the IRS ?

Mr. DEAN. NO; MI. Walters was at my office and that was at Mr.
F,hrlic}lmall s request.

Mr. ST. (FLAIR. A11 right, you had talked with Mr. Walters in your
office, prior to September l 5 ?



Mr. I)EAN. Yes. I had, and I talked to him subsequent to that also.

Mr. ST. CI AIR. And you gave him a list of names prior to September
I . r jw

Mr. DEAN-. TTnS11( CeSSfU11Y! yes.

Mr. ST. (?L.sIR. Well. you had no difficulty in delivering the list?

Mr. I)EAN. NO.

Mr. ST. (FLAIR. And you told him in substance and this may or may not
he accurate, hut did you tell him in substance that this was not at
the President's request?

Mr. DEAN. I did that.

Mr. ST. BLAIR. And that was before September the 15th, 1972t

Mr. DEAN. That's right.

Mr. ST. (FLAIR. And it is a fact, i9 it not, that that effort xvab
unsllecessful ?

Mr. DEAN. Yes, it was.

Mr. ST. BLAIR YOU know of no person on that list whose tax returns
had been audited as the result of that submission?

Mr. I)E.2\N. NO; I know I went back and tried again to limit the list
and this time, after I had mv conversation with the President on the
15th and the resistance was still there. And I felt that I had done
what was expected of me in carrying the request over and ~vas



Mr. ST. (BLAIR. YOU severe informed in fact, that if you wanted
anything done like that you would have to submit an anonymous
letter like anybody else in the world could do, isn't that right?

Mr. DEAN. I don't remember exactlv how Walters described it to me.

Mr. ST. (BLAIR. Isn't that the substance of it?

Mr. DEAN. What was envisioned was a little more massive than a few
anonymous letters would have handled.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And you xvere relegated by the role if you wanted
anything done it would have to be done by anonymous Betters?

Mr. DEAN. I do not recall that, no.

Mr. F,l>WARDS. (presidios,.,). The committee will recess for 10
minutes for a vote.

[Short recess.]

Mr. EDWARDS. The committee will come to order.

Mr. St. (flair.

Mr. ST. C:LAIR. I have just a few more questions. Mr. Chairman. May I
proceed, Mr. chairman?

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. St. C]air. you may proceed.

Ml. ST. FLAIR. Thank you.

Mr. I)ean, did you at any time during the course of the affairs that
followed the break-in of the Democratic National (Fommittee in any
form of words authorize Mr. Caulfield to oSer clemency to any of the
people xvllo broke in?

Mr. DEAN. Yes, I did.

Mr. ST. (BLAIR. Approximately when ?

rShort pause.]

Mr. T)E.\N. It xras in January of 1973.



Ml . ST. FLAIR. On whose authority. if anyone, did you do that 2

Mr. DEAN. The offer was based on a conversation I had with Mr.
Ehrlichman following a meeting between Mr. Ehrlichman and Mr.
Colson and myself after Mr. Hunt had wanted assurances on clemenev
when I raised with Mr. Ehrlichman the fact that I was sure that if Mr.
Hunt got it, others were going to get word of it and learn of it. I had
told Mr. Mitehell about the fact of Mr. Hunt s being given assurances
of clemency. It was some time in ,Jamlary, and I can't tell you the
specific date.

I might have it here in my testimony but I haven't checked that
closely that Mr. l\Iitchell said that he thollXlt that the same
assurances should go to AIr. Me(~ord who un{ler the vellla(lll2ll of
tile times avas of r the reservation.

Mr. ST. (BLAIR. Who told you that Mr. Hunt had been oflfered clemency
?

Mr. DEAN. Mr. Colson.

Mr. ST. FLAIR. When e

Me . I)EAN . In .Tanllarv of 197.S.

Mr. ST. C:LAIR. In whose presence ?

Mr. T)EAN. Well. it was both—it was on two occasions he told me. One
was after he had talked to Mr. TSittman and given assurances. and
seeon(lly xvas wllell +R-e xvere talking from the office subse(lllellt
to that meeting he told me that he had felt this matter so important
that he had to take it up with the President.

Ml . ST. (7I,.\IR. And all of this in .Tanu<lly of 1973 ?
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Mr. DEAN. That is correct.

Mr. ST. CLAHR. Thank YOU. Was anyone else present when vou and he
were walking and he told you this or just the two of you ?

Mr. DEAN. Pardon ?

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Was anyone else other than you and Mr. Colson present
during this walk when he told you he xvas going to have to take it up
with the President ?

Mr. DEAN. No, he told me he had taken it up.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Had taken it up with the President ?

Mr. DEAN. That is correct.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. NO one else was present 2

Mr. DEAN. That is correct. We were walking between the west wing
of the White llollse and the Executive Office Building.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Now! directing vour attention to the safe in which Mr.
Hunt kept some materials. when was it that you had anything to (lo
for the first time with that safe or its contents ?

Mr. I)EAN-. Well. the first time I ha(l allvthillg to do with the safe is
when it came up in a meeting on the 19th, the afternoon of the 19th
in Mr. Ehrlichman's office when I was instructed to take possession
of the contents.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. SO that the committee will be clear, that is June the
19th ?

Mr. DEAN. June 19.

1.\II. ST. CLAIR. 1972 ?

AIr. I)EAN. Correct.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. NO\V. at some time portions of the contents were del
ivered to agents of the. FBI ?



Mr. DEAN. That is correct.

Mr. ST. ('LAIR. And approximately the date ?

Mr. DEAN. It Divas in late June.

Ml . Sl . CLAIR. Of that same year ?

Mr. I)E,TN. Yes. I am sure tilat the FBI lvould have a record of the
dates they received those materials.

Mr. ST. CI.AIR. =4wnd lvas it on the same day that you gave another

ortion to Mr. Gray ?

Ml . I)EAN. No, it •vas not.

Mr. ST. CHAIR. When did vou give him some of the contents ?

Mr. I)EAN. That Divas a day or so after the materials had been
delivered to the FBI.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. SO by the end of June you had made a delivery of
documents both to the 15 BI and to Mr. Gray ?

Mr. DEAN. That is correct.

Mr. 87T. CLAIR. All right. Nolv—

Mr. DEAN. That's ma best recollection.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. That's your best recollection, yes. When did you
discovel documents that had been in that safe had not been delivered
to the FBI or Mr. Gray ?

l\/fr. DEAN. Ill ffalluazy of 1973.

Ml-. 87T. CLA1R. In January of 1973 ?

Mr. DEAN. That is correct.

Mr. DST. CI,AIR. And on that occasion, it is your testimony? I
zmderstalld it, that you shredded tlvo notebooks ?
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Mr. DR2\N. I shredded two notebooks and I threw one popup note book

Mr. ST. Cl,AlR. That s an acldress book ?

Mr. T)E SS-. Address book.

Mr. ST. CIIAIR~ Or telephone numbers ?

Mr. T)EAN-. Telephone number book with a sliding dial into the
wastebasket.

Mr. ST. CLAlR. That was in January 1973 ?

Mr. DEAN. That is eorreet.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. When did you first disclose that? those events to
anyone 2

Mr. DEAN. I first disclosed them to the Special Proseeutor's offiee in
Oetober. late October or November of 1973.

Mr. *T. CLAIR. You testifie(l in July of 1973 did you not before the
Senate Seleet Committee ?

Mr. DE.\N. Yes, I did.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. You did not testify anything about shredding these
notebooks during the eourse of that testimony, did you ?

Mr. DEAN. That is eorreet.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Is this because A, ou forgot it 2

Mr. DEAN. It was not in my eonseienee at the time, that is correct.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. You w ant us to understand you forgot the fact that
VOU had shredded two notebooks from Mr. Hunt's safe ?

Mr. DEAN-. I happen to have forgotten a lot of things.

Mr. ST. CT,.~IR. We mi~lt agree on that, but! is it your testimony that
vou forgot that you had shredded two notebooks from Mr. Hunt's safe
?



Mr. DEAN. That is correct.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. You knew that it would be an incredible action to
destroy potential evidence, didn't you ?

Mr. T)EAN-. I wish I had remembered it because if I had I would have
put it in the staternent. It wasn't nearly as embarrassing as some of
the things I was revealing I had done that I put in mv statement.

Mr. ST. CLAlR. Well, you described Mr. F,rliehman's eonduet that vou
alleged took place; namelvz to deel~-six some documents as an
incredible action to destroy evidences didn't vou?

Mr. I)EAN. I characterized that as my reaction at the time.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. And you want US to understand that vou simply forgot
about that when vou testified before the Senate Select Committee in
July of 197.S ?

Mr. SHAFFF,R. Mr. Chairmant I object. We are repeating the fact that
my client did admit twice in this recorcl.

The CHAlRMAN. Objection is sustained.

Mr. ST. CLAIR. Then I have no further questions

Tile CHAIRMAN. Mr. Donohue.

Mr. DON-OHITE. Mr. Chairmant T will yield my time to the g entleman
from Texas Mr. Brooks.

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Dean, do you know if the special projects funds were
used to finance the purchase of or to improve any of the Presidential
properties located at San Clemente, Key Biscayne, or elsewhere ?

Mr. DEAN. Congressman, when vou refer to the special projects fund!
is that the one at the White House under the budget arrangements at
the White House ?
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Mr. BROOKS. Normally 11/2 million and was expanded to 21/2 million
in the year 1970, being the only year thev expended all, and I would
like to put that exlveJlditure from 1963-73 ill the record. TZlat's
the fund, yes sir.

Mr. DEAN. I do not know. That was not handled by my office. From
time to time we did get questions about the use of the special
projects funds. It could well be that there is somethill(r in mv files.
Mr. fit. Clair might be able to speak to that more than I can because I
haven't had a chance to go through those files. And if there is
anything in there, it svould be reflected in documents or opinions we
gave and the like. So, I don't have any independent recollection at
this~time on that.

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Dean, did you obtain authorization for any
improvements on Presidential property while serving on the White
House staff?

Sir. I)E.\N . Did I receive the authorizations ? I was aware through
my office of some authorizations that apparently had been passed
directly to the Secret Service. The heating system, things of this
nature, when they became public, my office svas somewhat involved
in trying to answer publicly as to why the expenditures had been
made.

Mr. BROOKS. Now, as counsel to the President were you to any extent
involve(l in the sale of the President's San ClemeJlte property to the
B and C Investment Co ?

AXTr. DEAN. Yes; I was.

Mr. BROO1{S. TO what extent ?

Mr. I)E\N. The basic documents concerning that sale—excuse me just
a moJneJlt.

I am concerned that I don't know—maybe Mr. St. Clair can answer
this—if my privilege has been waived regarding this type of activity
at the White TIollse. I don't know.

Ml. SH2&FFER. With all due respect to Mr. St. Clair, I am going to ask
the c hairmall to rule that these questions are within the
attorneyclient privilege because I am aware of what the waiver was



by the White House at the time my client testified before the Senate
and it related only to the Senate testimony and this is obviously
something that does not relate to public affailE.

It relates to the sale of some property that was owned by the
President to some other private organizations. And if my client was
c onsulted, he was consulted in a private capacity-, and as his
attorney I assert the privilege.

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the question.

Sir. Dean, what was the nature of the estate planning that you
enMraged in for the President ?

Mr. SHAFFER. Same position.

Alar. BROOKS. Mr. Shaffer. what are you for 2 Pardon me.

The C IrAIRMAs. Does the gentleman withdraw the question ?

Mr. BROOKS. Yes. On September IS, 1972, a tape of a meeting of
Aıixon, Haldeman, and Dean include(l discussion of the Washington
Post news coverage and the President stated "the main thing is the
(Washington Post) is going to have damnable, damnable problems out
of this one. They have a television station, thev are going to have to
get it r enewed and that known license filing on radio and
teleViS;OJl stations are going to be god damn active in the case of
the Washington Post."
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Now, do you know of any action by the President or anyone else to
implement this apparent the eat against the Washington Post e

Mr. DEAN. The only thing I know. Mr. Brooks! is that there was some
talk about the subject, about it subsequently and I believe I had
those conversations with Mr. Colson. And I don't know what the final
followup was. It was not something that was designated to me.

The (?lTAwRMAN. Might I inquire of the gentleman from Texas if the
questions he is asking comes within the scope of the testimony ? Is
he relating to the paragraph 1. the nature of them

Mr. BROOKS. I am not

The (7lrAIRMAs- (continuing). Of Mr. Dean's duties as counsel to the
President ?

Mr. BROOKS. This would be. part of his duties as counsel. He might
have observed some activity. Apparently he did not observe verv
much and I just asked him.

It's a legitimate question.

Mr. Dean, do you have anv information regarding plans to use the tSan
(demented property or a portion thereof as a Presidential Library 2
Did you heal anything about that i

Mr. I)EAN. Yes, I did.

Mr. BROOKS. Whata

Mr. DEAN. Well, there was a plan that the land adjacent to the San
()lemente property would form the bulk of the property for the
future Nixon library. This was the Pendleton Land that was
specifically carved out when the grant was made back to the State
of California on a 99-year lease, that a certain portion of that land
was cut out. Now, the reason it was given was that this was for
security reasons, that the hilltop that overlooked the San (~,lemente
estate could theoretically if some man went up there with a rifle,
look down upon the property and start firing. This was a thought
after the fact as to a way to make sure California didn't have the
land.



There was an extensive effort, and this was going on just about the
time I left, to draw up appropriate legislation. (:ontact had been
made with the members of the House Armed Services (?ommittee
and the Senate committee to take them out and show them the
propertv and then to bring legislation up here that would in turn
grant that land to the President for a library.

Mr. BROOKS. That's the northern portion of the (tamp Pendleton
Marine Base on the west coast 2

Mr. DEAN. that s correct.

The CHAIRMAN. The fime of the, ent]eman from Massachusetts has
expired.

Mr. BRO(>KS. ()OU](1 I utilize the remainder of my time at this time
by unanimous consent and concluder

The C?lTAIRefAN-. Without objection. the gentleman from Texas
vould like to proceed with his 5 minutes.

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Dean, to your knowledge was any money paid to
Watergate defendants after March 21. 1972 ?

Mr. DEAN-. The last payment I am aware of is on the morning of the
22d.

Mr. BROOKS. 1973 I mean.

Mr. DEAN. The morning of the 22d when I was told the payment
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to Mr. Hunt apparently had been accomplished. That's the last
know]edge I have of any payments.

Mr. BROOKS. Now, were you aware, on another subject were you
aware of the purported $400,000 that was funneled into the
campaign of George Wallace's opponent, and if so, did you have any
indication as to who had recommended that payment, who delivered
i t ?

Mr. DEAN. Yes; yes, I was aware of it.

AIr. BROOKS. What is the fact situation there?

Mr. DEAN. Well, this is something that when I was going through Mr.
IValmbach's potential problems, as to how he would account for
$1,800,000 I believe is the figure he had, that some $400,000 had
been delivered. Now, the details of the delivery he never explained to
me. He told me that the plan had been designed by the former
Postmaster General, the last one to hold that as a Cabinet officer.
And that was—it xvas his suggestion, and apparently had the
blessings of the White House, and I don't know who in the White
House, so I use that term generically. And Mr. Kalmbach had been
directed to carry it out.

Now, I have read press accounts since then that are public as to Mr.
Kalmbaeh going down and the like. But! that's—I have no firsthand
knowledge of that.

Mr. BROOKS. Back on another related subject, Mr. LaRue, in testifying
before this committee, has said that while he received.
approximately $190 000 from Mr. Strachan, he only distributed
$75,000 on March 21, to which you just referred. DO YOU have any
knowledge. of what became of the balance? Maybe he testified on it.
I don't recall that. Do you recall what happened ?

Mr. I)EAN. First of all, I was unaware of the dollar amount that had
been delivered on the message I received on the 22d. It was much

later I heard in the public press that it was $75,000.

I have no idea what happened to the remainder of that money other
than I think someone told me, and I can't tell you who it was, that he
had turned it over to his attorney or thev had retllrne(l it to the Re-



Election Committee.

Mr. BROOKS. Had you been aware of previous payments to the
defendants prior to that March 21 payment ?

Mr. T)EAN. Yes; I llad.

Mr. BROOKS. In what fashion ?

NIr. t)F.AN-. Well, wllell there was a demand made, and I was aware
first of all—it s different times, preelection, pre-S;;eptembel Fir.
Kalmbach was doing it and when he completed it he came in my
office and met with Mr. LaRue and made a final accounting. And he
took his accounting slip and but ned it in my ashtray. That was sort
of the final act as far as he was concerned.

An(l then with regar(l to the else of the 3350 00() of course I was
aware of the demands being made that I would carrv them to
Haldeman and tell Haldeman what the problem was. As I say I think
the first request for the $:350,000 was somewhere between $40,000
and 870,000. I don't know the exact dollar amounts. And then the
subsequent sending of the entire amount back and then finally the
Hunt demand for $122,000 of which, subsequently $75,()00 was paid.

Mr. BROOKS. Were you familiar with the alias Mr. Rivers?

Mr. I)EAN-. T believe that's Mr. I~.asewicz. I had never—T had met
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him once. I only knew him by the name of Tony lentil just before the
Watergate hearings started and he started getting some press. I
didn't know the last name I5lasewicz, before that time. It leas just
Tony to me.

Mr. BROOKS. He was known as Mr. Riversw I was thinking of Ma-.
IiaRue, the transactions?

Mr. DEAN. That's right. It was it lvas—I understand that Mr. River's
was Tony IJlasewicz. I may be wrong. Mr. Kalmbach had a number of
codes that he would refer to, refer to Mr. Haldeman as the 'brush" and
Mr. Mitchell as the "pipe" and Mr. Hunt as the "writer" and I never
really got~

Mr. BROOKS. How did he refer to you ?

Mr. DEAN. He was talking to me so I don't know how he referred to
me.

Mr. BROOKS. I want to thank you. No further questions, Mr. (~hairman.

[Material submitted for the record by Congressman Brooks entitle
"White House Office Special Projects (Past 11 Years) " follows :]

C. ANALYSIS OF LAST 1I YEARS' EXPENDITURES

WHITE HOUSE OFFICE SPECIAL PROJECTS (PAST 1I YEARS) SUPPLIED
BY THE WHITE HOUSE

Personnel

 compensation Total other Total . .

 Budget and benefits objects obligations lapsing

1 500 000

1, 500 000

The CHAIRMAN. Ml . Hute.llillsoll.

M1. HUTCTIIN-SON. Mr. Dean, returning for n moment to the occasion
when you shredded a couple of notebooks.



Ml I)EAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. HrTs IllnsON. T)id you examine those notebooks before you shl
edged them ?

Mr. I)EAN-. Only l)rRefly. I did nothing more than flip through them.
Thev wele \ ery sinall and I saw that they ( obtained nanles. I had
been told by Mr. O'}Jriell priol to that time and, in fact, shortly after
I ( ame b ask from my n-leeting with Mr. Filbert and Mr. Glanzer, I
had asked him what is all of this about the Hermes notebooks, what
arc they, what do thev relate to! and he tool me they related to the
F,llshelg blelk-ill so tllat's al] I knew about that. And so, I can't say
that I did read them or did look at them. T remember the small
notebook ha(l names crossed out.

A]lllost every name had been crossed out of that when I flipped tl) r
ough it.

Mr. HUTCHINSON. YOU didn't read the notebooks in any way to retain
any memory of their contents ?
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Mr. I)EAN. No sir. They were really address books, they were not
notel)s)oks. There was no narrative in them of any kind. They were
just nalnes. .\lxd they looked quite old, I might add, that they didn't
look like anything of current vintage.

Mr. HUTCHINSON. Thank YOUR Mr. Chairman. I yield my time to Mr.
Mc(:lorv.

Mr. MCCLORY. I thank the gentleman for vielding.

Following up on some questions addressed to you by the gentleman
from Texas, Mr. Brooks, you said you knew about the earlier
payments that were being made and before the election and
subsequent to the election, and nevertheless during all of this time
you didn't report, and when you began having your regular
conversations with the President, you didn't report any of those
payments to the President, did y ou?

Mr. I)EAN. Not initially. I think

Mr. MCCLORY. On March 21 you did ?

Mr. DEAN. On March 21 I made reference to some of them, but I didn't
get into great detail. Now, if I could just backup for a minute on the
detail with which I reported on the 21st, the night of the both

Fir. MCCLURE. I reallv have a limited amount of time. I just wanted
to know whether you did report to him prior to that time ?

Mr. DEAN. Prior to the 21st w

Mr. MCCI,ORY. Yes.

Ml. DEAN. It's my strong impression that we did have some
discu.ssion of molley. I can't tell you and I don't want to force

Mr. MCCLORY. You donit have a distinet recollection and yo wouldn t
be able to fix a date ?

Mr. I)EAN. NO, sir.

Mr. M(.CLORY. You do fix the date of March 21, and then that was
confirmed, was it not on April lfi when you had a conversation again



with the President?

Mr. I)EAN. I beg your pardon ?

Mr. McCLoRr. On April 16, you Lad a conversation, that is one of the
transcripts.

Mr. DEAN. Yes, but what was confirmed ? That is what I am not sure
about.

Mr. MCCLORY. That is the first time the President asked you, I think,
isn't that the first time vou told me about these payments, the
AVIfite House. involvement, •vas March 21 ?

Mr. DEAN. Well, the conversation on the lf;th, Mr. McClory, was I
wasn't going to arglle with the President about a lot of things I was
saying, because he was talking about his public position and I told
him I didn't care what he said publicly. I corrected him on some
things.

Mr. McCl,oRr. You had other things going through your mind at that
time but you didn't express them ?

Mr. DF:AN. That s right.

Ml. MCCLORY. Now drawing your attention to this subject of
payments vou had a number of conversations with Paul O'Brien well.
long before the 21st of March didn't you I.

2\II. I)EAN'. I had almost daily contact with Mr. O'Brien from the
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day he arrived over there until the day he was called before the
grand jury, and that zvas the last time I saw him.

Mr. MGCLORY. And when he, or when money was needed, he would
contact you ?

Mr. DEAN. Well, initially it Gas Mr. Parkinson and then it was LaRue
to Kalmbach and then it was LaRue, LaRue and O'Brien both to me and
then sometinles it would be Mitchell to me and sometimes was
Colson to me as a result of calls.

Mr. XIC(ALORY. Noxv

Mr. DEAN. And Mrs. Hunt calls or there are all sorts of commutations
on who contacted who an(l I think I spelled that out in some de tail
in my Senate testimony.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Michigan has expired.
I recognize Mr. McClory.

Mr. MCCLORY. Can I have unanimous consent to use my o minutes
llOlVs l\Ir. chairman ?

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection.

Mr. MCCLORY. Thank you.

Now. as counsel for the President, you kept logs in the White House
and other White House personnel did, did you not ?

Mr. DEAN. I kept telephone

Mr. MCCLORY. Telephone logs ?

Mr. DEAN. Records. Mv secretary did, yes.

Mr. MCCLOR1-. So the telephone logs would tell about your— whether
you placed telephone calls to Mr. O'Brien. would thev not?

Mr. DEAN. In some instances, yes. In some instances. no. Mr. O'Brien's
number lvas one that I had handy it wvas not one that I had any
problem calling. The logs that my secretary kept arc not complete of
all of my calls by any means. The other thing is that I would often
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Mr. MCCLORY. That is part of the White House property, the logs, yoll
don't have those personally, do you ?

Mr. DEAN. Yes, sir; I do.

Mr. MaCLoRs. You have them ?

Mr. DEAN. Yes, I do.

Mr. MCCLORY. Would vou mind making available to the committee your
logs of March 20, 21, and 22 ?

Mr. DEAN. I believe they are available to the committee.

Mr. MCCLORY. And does our staS have those ? I v ould like to have
them made available to the committee members. Thank vou.

You recall that Mr. McCord wrote to Judge Sirica on March 1!3, 1973.
Did that ring a bell with vou ? When did you first learn about that
and what was your reaction to that, if any ?

Mr. DEAN. The first time I learned about it lvas the morning of the
23d. I was unaware of the fact that he had v ritten the 19th until the

• 23d, and I had a call from Mr. O'Brien who told me somebody had
called him from the courthouse and reported the substance oii l\lr.
McCordis Setter. Mr. O'Brien said lie had been calling around and Mr.
McCord had nothing but hearsay. there was no problem, he couldn t
prove anything. I called Mr. Ehrlichman. Mr. Ehrlichman—I reported
that to Mr. Ehrlichman and he said "I happen to have a copy of the
letter." And I said, "weld how in the world did vou get a COpV of the
letter ? "
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And he said: "Well, it just came floating in here."

Mr. MCCLORY. and during the recess I did hand to you a copy of the
comparison of the part of the March 22d tape in which there is a dis
crepancy or a difference between the Judiciary Committee version
and the A\Thite llouKse version. I listened to the tape myself, and
just •vitll respect to the expression "coverup plan," or "covelup
line"" r understood the language to be "in order to get oS of the
coverup."

Would you have an idea or an opinion as to whether or not the
Judiciary Committee version or the Wl-lite House transcript would
be more accurate, according to your recollection ?

Mr. DEAN. I can't recall from independent memory and I haven't
listened to that tape of yours, so—

Mr. MCCLORY. It is true that on that date you were abandoning a sort
of a close adherence to executive privilege and you were loosening
up or abandoning that kind of coverup insofar as the assertion of
execu tive privilege and going into something more flexible which
was at least letting things hang out partially, is that right ?

Mr. DEAN. Well, not quite. No, sir. The discussion of executive
privilege was executive privilege. The references to it as being a bad
policy were the fact that it would make it appear to be a coverup.
The dis CUSSiOIl—I nevel heard with synonymous terms with coverup
and coverup line or coverup plan being synonymous with executive
privilege. I think that much of the conversation on executive
privilege was, indeed, used as a device that would limit who was
available and hoM they were available and when they were available.

Mr. MCCLORY. Wasn't that the broad subject of the discussion with
respect to the possible testifying of White House staS before the
Senate Watergate Committee, and Pat Cray's hearings in the Senatei

Mr. DEAN. The discussion on the 22d was like countless other
discussions we had had. It was very much like the morning
discussion, it was just a batting around of, you know, is this good PR
or not and that s really the way at ran.

Mr. MCCLORY. You don't have anv opinion about what those—which
expression would be right ?



Mr. DEAN. No, sir, I don't.

The C IlAIRaraN. Would the gentleman yield ?

Mr. MCCI,ORY. Surely.

The CITAIRXIAN. I would just like to state that I listened to that
tape this morning.

Mr. MC!CLORY. Well, how is your hearing?

The CHAIRMAN. It's good.

Mr. MCCLOR5-. Well, mine is too, and I thought it very clearly

The CHAIRMAN. And it reads like our transcript does.

Mr. RATLSBACK. Will the gentleman yield briefly ?

The ClIAIRafA>. The gentleman from Illinois has the time.

Mr. MCCI.(\RY. I would like to return to one other thing if I may.

T:he discussion with respect to clemency had this in mind, did it not.
wasn't Colson a longtime friend of Hunt; hadn't Colson brought Hunt
into the White House and llunt's wife had died recently, and he was
talking about a sympathetic attitude toward Hunt and that that was
the particular reason for discussing celmency in his individual case?

Mr. I)EAN. No, sir, that's not correct. It is correct partially, but it is
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not the reason, it was the justifi+ ation that was conceived as to
why Mr. Colson could do it.

Mr. MCCJJORY. It was your opinion there was a quid pro quo involved
there and it involved others as well 8

Mr. I)E2SN. It is not my opinion, sir. It svas just what I heard during
the diSCUSSiOII. Mr. Colson had demands made UpOII him that :\Ir.
Hunt wanted some assurances that he wouldn't, given the fact tll.tt
he was going to plead, be in jail the rest of his life, and he svanted
some assurances from Mr. Colson.

Mr. MCCLOI{Y. WouXl that apply

Mr. DEAN. They Lwerell't all pleading. This is w hy it came up in this
case at that time.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. Kastenmeier.

Mr. KASTENMEIER. Mr. Chairman, I request that I may reserve my
time.

The CHAIRMAN. Fir. Slnitll.

NIr. SMITH. Mr. Dean, at the time that you found the two notebooks
and the pOpllp telephone direcworv of Mr. Hunt's, why did you decide
to shred them rather than han(l them over to tile FIJI and say, here
is some more of 11 unto things that we found ?

Mr. DEAN. lVell, I have learned that Mr. Gray had destroyed the
documents that he lad received and I was frankly pregnant, and you
know, it was just the onlv answer as I saw it then.

Mr. S3XITJI. All right

Mr. Chairman, I would like to reserve the balance of my time, if I
may i

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Edwards.

Mr. EDWARDS. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.



Mr. Dean, on March 20, 19z3, you told Mr. Ehrlichman and Mr. Moore
about the Hunt demands, is that correct ?

Mr. I)EAN . That is correct, and Mr. Krogh.

Mr. EDWAR1)S. And Mr. Wrogh. And did Mr. Haldeman know?

Mr. DEAN. A\rell, it's—it's my best recollection that he did, yes.

Mr. EDWARDS. Now, Mr. Dean, do you have any evidence that any of
this was passed on by any of those people who became cognizant of
this very explosive information on Mal(h 20 to the Presidents

Mr. DEAN. It was my feeling, after talking to Mr. Ehrlichman, I was
going directly down to meet the President and he said? as I recall,
he said George Bush is down there, and there are some Governors. So
I didn't know whether he would raise it then or not, if he had an
opportunity after the meeting to raise it, or however. But, I thought
that night when the President called that I made the point to the
President I said before John Ehrlichman came down to meet with
you, and I am paraphrasing, before he came down to meet with you
late this afternoon, I had a conversation with him. I wanted to make
it clear tllat, you know I had talked to him also and that is when I
went on to say that I think that before. you know, you make anv
judgments, you ought to have the broadest implications of this
entire matter.

That morning before I went in to see the President, I was frankly
surprised when Mr. Ehrlichman came walking out of the office before
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me. I went in with the impression that the President, indeed, did
know before I told him.

Mr. EDWARDS. My next question has to do with the telephone call.

The same night that you advised Mr. Ehrlichman and AII. Moore and
Mr. Krogh about the Hunt demands, the President called you at your
home. Had that ever happened before ?

Mr. DEANI believe he might have called me before at home, but it was
a little different call. There was no doubt that when, after I talked
to Mr. Krogh, and Mr. Krogh and I being good friends, Mr. Krogh knew I
was extremely unhappy about what was going on, that the coverup
was going on. I thought—I told him I thought he was getting, the
President was getting that advice and other things. I knew that he
was somewhat distraught about the entire coverup. I had been for
some months by then! and I was just finding more and more people I
felt I had to talk about it with, because I had been carrying it all
alone too long.

I received a call later from Mr. Ehrlichman, indicating he had talked
to Mr. Krogh later that evening, and he said, "Well, now don't worry
about Bud and his problem of perjury. I think that's no problem and I
don't think he perjured himself."

And then he also told me something that I had told Mr. Krogh, which
indicated that he had talked to Mr. Krogh at some length. I suggested
to lirogh that there might be some way, Bud, if we could talk to
Henry Peterson about it, to get you some sort of immunity on a
national security basis for your involvement in the Ellsberg break-in
and he liked the idea.

Well, I said I would brood on it, and maybe we could do something
about it.

Well, when Mr. Ehrlichman called me back after making this comment
about Bud doesn't have any perjury problem, he said, "why don't you
call Henry Peterson and discuss it with him.'' And I said all right, but
I never did.

Mr. EDWARDS. Next morning, on March 21, at your meeting with the
President, was this rather explosive news that you gave to the
President that the White House was being held up for $120,000 and



so forth, with implications of blackmail and so forth did he express
any anger or indignation at this bombshell that you had dropped ?

Mr. DEAN. No, sir, I don't believe he did, and I don t believe that the
transcripts indicated that he did. And I don't recall that he did.

Mr. EDWARDS. And a little while later, when Bob Haldeman walked in,
he didn't say to you, did he say to Haldeman, " Bob we have really,
really got a problem here?'' He didn't say anything like that? Did he
express any gr eat concer n to Haldeman ?

Mr. DEAN. Well when I was reading the transcripts I was quite
surprised to see where Mr. Haldeman says really, really, really, and I
tried to reconstrct that and I rememberI what had happened.

And I believe what had occurred there is Mr. Haldeman misunderstood
me, that Mr. McCord was making these demands that McCord was
playing hard ball. Alld that iswhy he was reacting that way, because
I don't recall the President briefing Mr. Haldeman and he went right
into the conversation with Mr. Haldeman, just as if he had been
present all along and privy to what the substance of the discussion
was.
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Mr. EDWARDS. Thank you, Mr. Dean.

THE CHAIRMAN. Mr. Sandman.

Mr. SANDMAN-. Mr. CHAIRMAN, I would like to reserve my time.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Hungate.

Mr. HUNGATE.. Thank vou, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Dean, as I recall at one time you were counsel to the minority of
this committee?

Mr. DEAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. HUNGATE. Served withus here?

Mr. DEAN. That is correct. I have spent a lot of time in this very room
right here.

Mr. HUNGATE.. And throughout that time if your competence,
integrity, or veracity were ever questioned during that period, I
never heard of it.

Talking now, or addressing June 17, 1973, I think the testimony was
in Florida at that time. Or 1')72, I beg your pardon, June 1972, June
17.

Mr. DEAN. That is correct.

Mr. HUNGATE.Do you know if the President r eturned to the White
House or to Camp David on June 18 of 1972 ?

Mr. DEAN. No: I do not. I can only recall on the 19th being under the
impression that Mr. Erlichman was in telephonic communication with
Mr. Haldeman in Florida is w hat he told me.

Mr. HUNGATE. Thank you.

Now, I believe you answered Mr. St. Clair that you never saw the
President at all after the DA5(S break-in and I take it that's the one
of time 17.1972, not the earlier May one but from the time of that
June 17 break-in, until September 1 a, 19 ( 2. Did I understand that
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Mr. DEAN. I never talked to him about Watergate. Other than that I
don't know. I may well have been—the White House records may show
that I was in the office for some other purpose, but that was the
only time I was in there or

Mr. HUNGATE. For discussion of the Watergate matter, is that correct
a

Mr. DEAN. That's correct.

Mr. HUNGATE. All right, Sir.

Now, in the Presidential documents, and I believe you have one there,
there should be. one there, the White House document like this

Mr. DEAN. This comparison ?

Mr. HUNGATE. No. No. I beg your pardon. These are press releases and
statements. I am looking at page 3 of that. There is a question in the
press conference:

Mr. President wouldn t it be a good idea for a Special Prosecutor.
even from your standpoint to be appointed to investigate the
contribution situation and also the Watergate case.

And the President replied about the GAO investigation the FBI, and
the Department of Justice and then he goes on to say, "In addition to
that, in my own staff under my direction, (Founsel to the President
Mr. Dean," this is on August 29 1972, "(counsel to the President Mr.
Dean, has conducted a complete investigation of all leads which
might involve any present members of the White House staff



or anybody in Government. I can say categorically that his
investigation indicates no one in the White House staff, no one in
this administration presently employedwas involved in this very
bizarre incident."

I take it you are the Mr. Dean referred to in that statement ?

Mr. DEAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. HUUNGATE~~ And this is August 29, 1972, and as I understand
your testimony to Mr. St. Clair, from the time of June It, 1972 until
September 15, 1872, the President, to your recollection, never
discussed the Watergate matter with you.

Mr. DEAN. No sir.

Mr. HUNGATE.. Thank you.

I direct your attention to page 5 of the Presidential documents. This
is a press conference, news conference of March 2, 1973.

In regard to the Watergate case, the investigation conducted by Mr.
Dean, the White House Counsel, which particularly he had access to
FBI records on this particular matter, because I directed him to
conduct this investigation, indieates no one on the White House staff
at the time he conducted the investigation last July or August was
involved or had knowledge of the Watergate matter.

That again refers to you does it not Mr. Dean ?

Mr. DEAN. Yes: it does.

Mr. HUTNGATE. On page 8 I believe you referred to that or a part of
that earlier in the terms of the lawyer privilege as well as
Presidential privilege and executive clemency.

continuing on page 8, the President states at a press conference of
March 15,1973:

I am very proud of the fact that in this Administration we have been
more forthcoming in terms of relationship between the Executive,
the White House and the Congress than any Administration in
memory. We have not drawn a curtain down and said there can be no
information furnished by members of the White House staff because
of this special relationship with the President.



And then continuing on page 9, in answer to a question:

Mr. President, would you be willing to have Mr. Dean sit down
informally and let some of the Senators question him, as they have
Mr. Kissinger.

The President, in reply states in the second paragraph that:

We have the relationship we have with Mr. Dean and the President of
the United States, his Counsel, that would not be a proper way to)
handle it. He will however, the important thing is, he will furnish all
pertinent information, he will be completely forthcoming, something
that other Administrations have totally refused to do until we got
here, and I am very proud of the fact that we are forthcoming and I
would respectfully suggest that members of the Congress might look
at that record as they decide to test it.

Now, that refers again to you Mr. Dean, is that rights and your
possible testimony ? Is that right ?

Mr. DEAN-. Mr. Hungate, that is true.

Mr. HUNGATE. Thank you.

The (CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. Railsback.

Mr. RAILSBACK. Mr. Dean, I would like to call your attention to page
121 of the transcripts that I think vou have on your desk, and refer y
ou to that part of a conversation that took place on the morning of
March i21 involving the President and yourself and which begins
with the President's saying:

That's why, that's why—that's why your, for your immediate thing
you've got no choice with Hunt but the hundred and twenty or
whatever it is. Right?



DEAN. That s right.

The PRESIDENT. Would you agree that that s a buy time thing you
better damn well get that done but fast?

DEAN. I think he ought to be given some signal. anyway to to

The PRESIDENT. yes.

DEAN. Yeah—you know.

The PRESIDENT. Well for Christ s sake get it in a, in a way that uh—
who s who's going to talk to him ?

Inasmuch as you have testified that you believe you talked to Mr.
LaRue prior to this particular meeting, I am wondering why during
this conversation you did not tell the President that you had already
talked to LaRue ?

Mr. DEAN. Well, I can only say, Mr. Railsback, that the President was
taking the lead at this time. I was just sort of following along and it
just wasn't in my mind to say that at that time.

Mr. RAILSBACK Did this

Mr. DEAN. The other thing is I can be dead wrong, and I might have, I
might have met with Mr. LaRue later. I don't know. I have tried to
place it as best I can. I recall it occurring before the meeting of the
21st.

Mr. RAILSBACK Well. let me ask you this: Did this conversation, did it
motivate vou, to the best of your recollection, to do anything, or
what if anything did it motivate you to do 2

Mr. DEAN. Well, as I testified earlier, as far as I was concerned, I had
no responsibilities to make anything regarding the payment. I had
no—I didn't feel it was an instruction to me to go out and do
something. I felt that as far as raising money, getting $21 million,
we discussed about that, that was totally left hanging.

Mr. RAILSBACK. But not this business about the $120,000; is that
correct 

Mr. DEAN. That is correct.



Mr. RAILSBACK. Now, calling your attention to the September

Mr. DEAN. Excuse me just a moment.

Mr.RAILSBACK. Mr. Chairman, could I have this not docked from my
time while he is consulting ?

The CHAIRMAN Well, it would be a little unusual, but nonetheless we
will construe it liberally.

Mr. RAILSBACK. Did you w ant to add something

Mr. DEAN. The other thing is that counsel points out Mr. LaRue s name
comes up on the next page, but I am there talking generallv about
how Mr. LaRue does a procedure. It is not in the context of having
talked to him or anything of that nature.

Mr. RAILSBACK. I see. Now, going to the September timetable, around
September I5, and I notice on September 11 we have information
that Mr. Walters went to your office. and that you gave him a list of
McGovern staff members and campaign contributors and requested
that the IRS begin investigations or examinations of the people
named on their list. Now, earlier you have testified about a
conversation that you had with the President. We have also been
advised that on September to, because of a tape that we received. we
know that vou entered a conversation with the President beginning
about 5 :27 p.m. which lasted until 6 p.m. I believe and then we have
also requested a tape that involved a continuation of the
conversation between your
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self and Mr. Haldeman and I think terminated at 6 :17 p.m. We have
not been able to get that tape.

Based on your review of the transcripts and your recollection of your
conversation on that day, was that the time that you engaged in a
conversation concerning the IRS ?

Mr. DEAN. Yes; it was. The first time I read these tapes I
immediately reacted, I said well where is the rest of the
conversation because I remember this very vividly. I did not testify
about it in any great detail in the Senate. I didn't use for example,
didn't want to do it on public television, Mr. Shultz' name and the
comments the President made about that, but that is very vividly in
my mind.

Mr. RAILSBACK. Is it your further recollection that this was the first
time that the President was advised of this requested audit of the
McGovern Contributors ?

Mr. DEAN. No, sir. That wasn't my impression. My impression was, and
I think that s revealed partially in the tape that is there, that there
was discussion about what to do with the McGovern situation. There
is a reference to a mail check. That went right beyond my head at the
time and apparently it was something that Mr. Ehrlichman was
conducting. I don't even know what a mail check is.

Mr. RAILSB.ACK. Were you instructed to tell Mr. Walters on
September 11 that the President himself had not authorized ?

Mr. DEAN. I was instructed to not use the President's name that is
correct.

Mr. RAILSBACK. And who instructed you ?

Mr. DEAN. Well, that was very clear in my discussions with Mr.
Ehrlichman.

Mr. RAILSBACK. In your conversation on September I5 with the
President, was it clear to you—well, no, let me just ask you this

Mr. DEAN. May I just correct the record? You keep saying the 11th. I
testified earlier it was the 13th. I am off 2 days, and that was just
my recollection of it being the 13th, so I would like to correct that



to the 11th.

Mr. RAILSBACK. All right. Let me ask you about the September 15
conversation that you now believe took place from at least after 6 o
c lock. can you give us a little bit more information about what the
conversations were about ?

Mr. DEAN. Yes; I can.

Mr. RAILSBACK. And the extent of the President's knowledge about
the requested audits i

Mr. 
DEAN. Well, I can't tell you what prompted the discussion of the
audit. I can only recall that that launches the President into a— into
an extended discussion about the situation and about the Internal
Revenue Service and not using it effectively and from there we
immediately went to the fact that we were not using the entire
apparatus of the Government effectively and the changes that would
be made after the election. And immediately Mr. Haldeman started
taking notes of this and he reported to him well, we have some plans
and programs for after the election to get our people out in those
agencies and the like.

I might also add that I believe there are other things in the
remainder of that transcript that are relevant to this and that I told
to him there were hurdles down the road that we couldn't get over.
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Mr. RAILSBACK. Well, you said for one thing

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. RAILSBACK. Mr. Chairman, I think .Mr. Smith has reserved some
time. Could I possibly use his time now ?

TheCHAIRMAN. If the gentleman wants ?

Mr. SMITH. Mr. Chairman I will yield to the gentleman.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection. You have 4 minutes and 16
seconds left.

Mr. DEAN. That there were hurdles down the road that I couldn't
guarantee that we could get over. This became very evident to me
when I read the portion of the transcript that s available that I was
talking about this point. This point and this point and I later came
back and told him how if we delete this hurdle and there were more
hurdles, something to this effect. This is the gist of the
conversation and I couldn't promise him that someday it wouldn't
unravel. That's my

memory.

Mr. RAILSBACK. Did I understand your testimony this morning that at
some point the President made reference to George Shultz and
referred to him as a candyass ?

Mr. DEAN. Something to that effect, yes.

Mr. RAI SBACK. Did the President also say that if you needed any help
that he would be willing to help you accomplish your purpose ?

Mr. DEAN. That is correct.

Mr. RAIIASBACK. Now, what happened when you were unsuccessful in
obtaining any cooperation from either apparently Secretary Shultz—
well. I have since been led to believe he turned it of or refused to
comply with the r equest and you were not successful in your
folloxving with Walters. What. if anything, did you do and what if any
help did you request from the President, and what did he do ?



Mr. DEAN. Well, I have got to be very candid. I was happy it had been
turned off. I didn't like it, and I didn't do anything more. I got
continual—one of Mr. Ehrlichman's staff assistants, Mr. Hullin,
continued to call me and ask me about it. And I think Igather from a
conversation I had with Mr. Walters that he had also called Mr.
Walters and Mr. Walters was a little annoyed about it but they kept
resisting and resisting, so I don't know if the President got back in
it or not or r don't knows I don't know of any audits that were
accomplished.

Mr.. RAILSRACK. I see. Do you have any knowledge of your own that
the—I assume that it would be from an earlier conversation that you
had with John Ehrlichman that the President knew- about these
audits prior to the September 15 conversation ?

Mr. DEAN. Congressmam that would be pure speculation on my part,
and I would prefer not to speculate.

Mr. RAILBACK. I see. In other word when you did—I take it you met
with Ehrlichman—well what was the authorization, the genesis of
the authorization for doing what you did ?

Mr. DEAN. Started from Higby telling me about something I didn't
know anything about. Then later from Ehrlichman I got a hold of
Chotiner. Chotiner told me about what the plan was. Chotiner
collected the list, brought it over to me, I got continual calls from
Ehrlichman's assistant Hullin to ask on the status of it. Finally, it
came—I finally got Walters over to my office, sat down, told him.
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Walters was a good friend of mine. He and I talked about IRS and the
problems of IRS and I told him this is what I have been asked to do.
He said, "Does it come from the President" and I said, "No it doesn't
come from the President " because that was the only way Be said he
avoid even consider it further. And he just said it couldn't be done
and then he went and got Secretary Shultz to back him up on it and I
was happy at that and then I think it did come up in the September
15

conversation.

Mr. RAILSBACK. May I just ask you one other thing. This involves the
CIA and the meetings that were. held following the. June 17 breakin.
I believe that at one point you had a conversation with the President,
perhaps it was John Ehrlichman that had a conversation. You met
with Walters and that's when you were trying to get the CIA to
indicate there were a possibly covert operations ?

Mr. DEAN. Yes.

Mr. RAILSBACK Was there any Presidential involvement that you
know of there ?

Mr. DEAN. Well, not on my side; No All I know is Mr. Ehrlichman told
me when I went to him with the plan that had been given to me over
at the Re-Election Committee with Mr. Mardian and Mr. Mitchell, to
check the CIA because they were competent to handle this. I went to
Mr. Ehrlichman with this and I said, "I don't know anybody at the CIA,
I have never dealt with them. I don't know Helms from Adam and this
is rather sensitive." And he said, "Well, don't call Helms." He said,
"Get ahold of General Walters, we have already had a little chat," and
I said! "OK."

He said, "If you have any problems with Walters, have Walters call
me."

I called Walters and indeed, I had a problem with Walters. He didn't
know who in the hell I was! and so he—in fact, I called him by the
wrong name, used the wrong first name. So, he subsequently called
Mr. Ehrlichman and then called me back and said, "I have checked it, I
willcome and see you." And then I had my conversation with him,
which I have testified to.



The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York has
expired.

Mr. Eilberg.

Mr. CONYERS. Pardon me.

THE CHAIRMAN. Oh, Mr. Conyers. I'm sorry.

Mr. CONYERS. Thank YOU.

Mr. Dean, the gr eat number of plans that you have testified to here
before the Senate committee that we have heard on tapes all point
out a continuing web of crime and illegal activity emanating from
the White House, is that correct ?

Mr.SHAFFER Mr. Chairman, may I object to the form of that question
?

The CHAIRMAN. I suggest that the gentleman from Michigan rephrase
this question.

Mr. CONYERS. I will withdraw the question and attempt to rephrase
it, Mr. Chairman. Isn't it true that your activities in connection with
the Watergate coverup were understood to have been in the name of
the President ?
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Mr. DEAN. Mr. Congressman—
Mr. SHAFFER. May I object to the form of that question. Understood by
whom'

Mr. CONYER. I will withdraw the question.

TheCHAIRMAN I think I have to sustain the objection.

Mr. CONYERS. I will try another approach, Mr. Chairman. Now, isn't it
true that these activities of Watergate and the coverup were done in
the name of r eassuring, the election of the President ?

Mr. DEAN. I think the best way I can answer the question is that
there was great concern by those involved and I can speak for myself
only on this, that the Watergate incident would affect the reelection
of the President, it would affect the operations of the White House,
his ability to conclude the negotiations with regard to Vietnam.
These were all things that loomed in our mind as important enough
to do what we were~doing. Now, right or wrong, the motive for the
act, misconstrued or not, these sort of motivations.

Mr. CONYERS. I, of course, I understand that applies to the Huston
plan as well, does it not ?

Mr. DEAN-. W ell I can't speak to the Huston plan. I inherited the plan.

Mr. CON-YERS. I know you did, but you understood what it was and
what it aimed to do ?

Mr. DEAN. Yes; I did.

Mr. CONYERS. And wasn t that working in the same general direction
of the objectives you have described 2

Mr. DEAN. In my own opinion I can't say that; no.

Mr. CONYERS. But what about the operations of the plumbers unit in
the White House. What objective would you say that they were
working toward ?

Mr. DEAN. Well, not being involved in the establishment of the
plumbers and, in fact, they established it without my knowledge, I
ran into it by accident. I think that given the fact that I had earlier



had some conversations where I had tried to turn off a burglary of
the Brookings that they figured that Dean isn't the mall for this type
of operation so I can't tell you.

Mr. CONYERS. But you were aware ofthe plumbers and their operation
within the White House ? That was not really a secret operation to
the extent

Mr. DEAN. To the extent—

Mr. CONYERS Continuing]. Members of the staff of the President were
unaware of it ?

Mr. DEAN. Well, the fact that there was a unit down there working on
leaks and declassification was no secret.

Mr. CONYERS. Right. And that activity was surreptitious, was it not ?

Mr. DEAN. The leak activity ?

Mr. CONYERS. All of their activities? The Plumbers' activities were
generally undisclosed anal unknown to the general public?

Mr. DEAN. That is correct.

Mr. CONYERS. And to the Congress, and was operating in a clandestine
fashion, is that true ?

Mr. DEAN. That is correct. Yes.
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Mr.CONYERS.  Would you not, as you have reviewed this matter, as we
have, come to the point, the conclusion that this was, in effect, an
extra legal police activity in that they were committing activities
that were normally reserved to law enforcement officers ?

Mr. SHAFFER. Mr. Chairman ?

Mr. DEAN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to be excused from offering

opinions.

Mr. WIGGINS. Mr. Chairman, I object to the form of the question.

The CHAIRMAN. I think that the witness should be excused.

Mr. CONYERS. I will withdraw the question. I am trying to get from
you, sir, the notion that this was, that there were a number of
activities going on in the White House that were clearly of all
illicit, illegal and covert nature that spread throughout the Plumbers
activities, that even started before the Watergate and the coverup
so that there were a seamless web of activities not generally known
to the American people. Isn't that fair to say ?

Mr. WIGGINS. Mr. Chairman I object.

Mr. DEAN. Might I ask that I might be excused

Mr. WIGGINS. May I interpose an objection before the witness
answers ?

The CHAIRMAN The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. CONYERS. Can I get an answer to that ?

Mr. DEAN. I Requested to be excused

The CHAIRMAN. The objection has been made and the Chair is going to
sustain the objection.

Mr. Wiggins.

Mr. WIGGINS. With regard to this pervasive activity which has just
been described, you didn't understand that it involved any initial



misconduct on the part of the President, though did you?

Mr. DEAN. You are asking me to speculate Mr. Wiggins, and I would
prefer not to.

Mr. WIGGINS. Well, let me read you a sentence from your Senate
select committee testimony at page 914 and tell me if it is true.
The sentence is "It is my honest belief that while the President was
involved, that he did not realize or appreciate at the time the
implications of his involvement. And I think that when the facts
come out I hope the President is forgiven." Is that a true statement?

Mr. DEAN That is a statement of opinion and that's one of the few I
offered in the Senate also.

Mr. WIGGINS. Did you at that time honestly hold that opinion ?

Mr. DEAN. Yes, sir, I did.

Mr. WIGGINS. Now Mr. Dean, I have gone over this extensive paper of
yours and it is indeed that and it fully justifies your taking credit
for a good memoir.

I would like to call your attention! if you will, to the events on or
about late June of 1972 and ask if at that time! you had a discussion
with any other person with regard to the raising of money for the
defendants. I am seeking, Mr.Dean, your first conversations when the
subject arose.

Mr. DEAN You mean the first date.

Mr. WIGGINS. Yes; if you can.

Mr. DEAN. I can't. I testified in the Senate that I thought it was after
the rejection of the (::IA idea and it occurred at about the 28th. You



306

will note when I used that date, I was speculating and I think, as I
recall I prefaced that date with, "That was the best I could
remember." I would say on or about

Mr. WIGGINS. That is fine. Would you tell us who was present at that
meeting on or about June 28 /

Mr.DEAN. Well. there was more than one discussion also.

Mr.WIGGINS The first one that you remember please.

Mr. DEAN. Well, the first one might have preceded that because we
talked about the problem with regard to the CIA being able to do this
function.

MI. WIGGINS. I am interested in your best memory as to the first
conversation at w hich the discussion was raised concerning the
payment of money to these defendants.

Mr. DEAN I can't give you the date of the first discussion.

Mr. WIGGINS. Well, can you give me the participants in that
discussion. whenever it occurred ?

Mr. DEAN. I guess I can. Mardian, Mitchell, I think LaRue was present,
and myself.

Mr. WIGGINS. Now, to the best of your recollection, please testify
what was said by the parties at that time insofar as it relates to
the payment of money.

Mr. DEAN. Well, there was a realization. apparellt]y based on
conversations that had been had w ith Mr. Liddy that they  were
expecting that certain commitments be honored and if they got their
attorneys and those attorneys paid for because none of them
couldafford them— I also remember the fact that Mr. Liddy said his
wife was ill and had expensive care treatments and things of this
nature—that that would solve the problem. It was not as direct a
threat initially as it became! for example, w ith the Colson
conversation—

Mr. WIGGINS. Well, let's not talk now about the latter conversation
but confining our attention to the earlier one, have you testified to



your best recollection of what was said at that time ?

Mr. DEAN-. T cannot sav at this time who said what and the like. I
can only recall the first of the conversations.

Mr. WIGGINS Did the conversation include a mention of commitments
which was relayed from Liddy? As I understand your testimony, he
mentioned some family problems as well.

Mr. DEAN. That is one of the things I do remember. the fact that these
fellonvs had—there was a bail problem making bail, and that they
were expecting that these commitments would be honored.

Mr. WIGGINS. All right. Now, you relayed that information to Mr.
Ehrlichman shortly thereafter, did you not ?

Mr. DEAN. That is correet.

Mr. WIGGINS. And as a result of the conversation With Mr.
Ehrlichman~~~ you contacted Mr. Kalmbach ?

Mr.DEAN. No, sir, that is not the sequence.

Mr. WIGGINS. Before we get to the sequence, did you tell Mr.
Ehrlichman accurately what you had learned from the earl ier
meeting ?

Mr. DEAN. Mr. Wiggins, whenever I was imparted information, I tried
to convey as best I could back to Haldeman or Ehrlichman whatever
itwas and vice versa.

Mr. WIGGINS. All right. I will accept that.
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Thereafter, you did have a conversation with Mr. Kalmbach, did you
not, concerning the subject of money ?

Ml. DEAN. After I was able to get the approval or the request of Mr.
Mitchell to bring Mr.Kalmbach forward to do this, knowing that this
was going to be something that would require the approval of Mr.
Haldeman and Mr. Ehrlichman, I went back and got their approval,
then called Mr. Kalmbach, and Mr. Kalmbach came back east.

TheCHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. Eilberg?

Mr. EILBERG. Mr. Chairman, I would like to reserve my time.

THE CHAIRMAN. Mr. Dennis ?

MR. DENNIS Mr. Dean, you have stated that it was your impression
that the President had heard about Hunt's demands before you saw
him on the morning of March 21. Nevertheless, that remains exactly
that your impression, correct?

Mr. DEAN. That is correct. Not totally, in that

Mr. DENNIS. Well, now, you have answered my question.

Mr. DEAN. All right, fine.

Mr.DENNIS. Referring again to the contents of Mr. Hunt's safe, how did
you happen to find the Hermes notebook and the popup notebook in
your safe ?

Mr. DEAN. I was requested, after I had my meeting with Mr. Silbert
down at the ITS. attorney's office and I had relayed to Mr. Petersen
the fact that there had been material turned over to Mr. Gray—and at
that time, it was my impression or conception that, by golly, that is
where the Hermes notebooks would be,, in those envelopes. I had no
idea what a Hermes notebook was.

Mr. DENNIS. How did those envelopes get in your safe ?

Mr. DEAN-. Well. Mr. Fielding of my office and I, in a very
unsystematic and—unfortunately, we didn't catalog everything; I



wish we had—packed the things in my safe. We could not get
everything in there. Some of the things I had to send to David Young.
Some of the—the big suitcase I locked in an outer office drawer and I
stuffed the rest of the things in the safe.

Mr. DENNIS. Le.t me ask you this: When you took the contents of
Hunt's safe and gave part of it to the agents and later gave part of it
to Gray. were you conscious at that time that you had some of it left
that you had put in your safe ?

Mr. DEAN. No, SiR, I was not. Asa matter of fact, Mr. Fielding was the
one who got the envelopes out for me to send over to Mr. Gray.

One of the problems with my dealing with my safe was I was unable
to open it. I could not handle the combination. I knew- what it was
but every time I turned the dials

Mr. DENNIS. Your answer is you don't know how it got into your safe
that right ?

MI. DEAN. I assume it was placed in there by either Fielding or
myself when the material was placed in there the night we had gone
through it.

Mr. DENNIS. And you had not sufficiently curiosity even though you
knew this was from Hunt s safe and you knew that Mr. Gray had
shredded some papers, you had not sufficient curiosity to read these
notebooks when you found them and found out what was in them ?
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Mr. DEAN . There was not that much in them. Just thumbing through
them I didn't really want to know.

Mr. DENNIS. Do you remember the names or addresses ?

Mr. DEAN. It was not a pleasant—I was pregnant but it was not a
pleasant act to stick these in the shr edder but it was the best
answer

at the time, in my perception of things.

Mr. DENNIS. When you talked to Mr. Colson, walking between the
White House and the EOB, about the fact that he had said that he had
talked to the President about clemency for Mr. Hunt, that was about
January 3, approximately is that r ight ?

Mr.DEAN. It was the -fourth or fifth I think.

Mr. DENNIS. Of January 1973?

Mr. DEAN. Yes.

Mr. DENNIS. Did Mr. Colson tell vou when he had talked to the
President ?

Mr. DEAN. Well. I could only assume what had happened.

Mr. DENNIS. No. I w anted to know whether he told you when he had
talked to him.

Mr. DEAN. No, but I can tell you because of the very short sequence of
time when it would have been.

We had met in Mr Ehrlichman s office where we discussed the matter
generally as to what Colson should say to Mr. Bittman. Ehrlichman
said, "You can't give him any commitments." He said he told—
Ehrlichman told Colson that he should not talk to the President about
this, that he had already talked about the President some time ago
and this was something he should not r aise, but he should give him
general assurances without giving him any commitments.

The next day—then Colson talks to Bittman. After he does that, he
calls a hurried meeting to come back and tell Ehrlichman and myself



how he has handled—he was very pleased with the way he had had

He said, "Well, I gave him all kinds of assurances. but I don't think I
gave him any "

Mr. DENNIS. I only asked you when he talked to the President-.

Mr. DEAN. I am getting to your point. It was after that meeting that
he told me that he had given the assurances to Bittman, when we
were walking over, he said, "You know, John, I felt this is so
important that I r early should t ake it up with the President.

Mr. DENNIS. All right. Did he

Mr. DEAN. I will tell you what else he said to me. He said, "Hunt is a
good friend of mine and I really would not want to give him that
assurance without having any backup at all."

Mr. DENNIS. All right. Did he tell you what he said to the President
and what the President said to him ?

Mr. DEAN. No, sir; I didn't ask him.

Mr. DENNIS. You didn't ask him ?

Mr DEAN. No, sir, I was sort of surprised he had done it because
Ehrlichman told him not to do it.

Mr. DENNIS. You say that in the conversation on March 21 you were
trying to persuade the President not to make payments to Hunt ?

Mr. DEAN. That was my initial motive and I was shortly turned
around.



Mr. DENNIS. That w as the same conversation referred to here a
minute ago by Mr. Railsback, in which you said that obviously, he
ought to be given some signal, anyway, was it not ?

Mr. DEAN . That was to be something less than money.

Mr. DENNIS.And was it also the same conversation in which, while
the matter of paying Hunt was under discussion, you said, that is
worth buying time on ?

The CHAIRMAN. YOU can answer the question, but the time of the
gentleman has expired.

Please answer the question.

Mr. DEAN. That is the same conversation, but as I have said, that was
the—by that time I had been turned around. I would slowly turn the
other way and I would be turned back around again, if you read the
conversation in context.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Waldie.

Mr. WALDIE. Mr. Dean, you te.stified to a meeting with the U.S.
attorneys, at which point the question of your handing over certain
matters to Mr. Gray from Mr. Hunt's safe came up and you asked Mr.
Petersen to step outside.

Mr. DEAN. That is correct.

Mr. WALDIE. YOU told him if that matter were pursued, you would
have to testify that that was what was done, and as I understood
you, you said Mr. Petersen then dropped that subject and that was
the end of the interview.

Mr. DEAN. Well, he terminated the meeting after that. He came back
in with me and after that, the problem was eliminated because Mr.
Hunt had pleaded guilty and they used Mr. Kehrli and Mr. Fielding
rather than Dean to testify as to the handling of the sequence of the
evidence.

Mr. WALDIE. Well, that problem was eliminated, but the problem of
Mr. Petersen s hearing that information and not proceeding any
further seems to me to bear some further examinations

Did you convey to any other individual such as the Attornev General,



Mr. Kleindienst that the top prosecutor was informed that you had
passed materials to Mr. Gray and did not pursue that?

Mr. DEAN. No. I told Ehrlichman after I talked to Mr. Gray that Mr.
Gray had informed me that the documents had been destroyed.

Mr. WALDIE. Well, but did you tell anybody about Mr. Petersen's role
in obviously I gather, attempting to~permit the coverup relative to
the documents inMr. Gray's hand to be sustained ?

Mr. SHAFFER MR. chairman l object to the question. beesause it calls
for a characterization of Mr. Petersen's conduct by my client and my
c lient does not know what steps Mr. Petersen did or did not take
with respect to Mr Gray to find out as to the truth or falsity of what
my client said.

MrWALDIE.. I will apologize for the question and rephrase it.

Did you discuss Mr. Petersen's conduct which I characterize as
peculiar—I do not ask you to accept that at all-—with any other
individual superior to you ?

Mr. DEAN. Well, Mr. Ehrlichman was aware of its and as I have said
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Mr. WALDIE. Did you discuss Mr. Petersen's conduct in that

instance with Mr. Ehrlichman ?

Mr. DEAN. No, I did not.

Mr. WALDIE. How was he aware of your experience with

Petersen, then ?

Mr. DEAN. I think he was when I told him about the destruction. I

told him how that had come up. I told him that it had come up when
we were down there being interviewed and that they had told me
subsequently it was being destroyed. I don't recall specifica]ly dis

cussing Mr. Petersen? though.

Mr WALDIE. Did you discuss Mr. Petersen's role with anyone? Did

you discuss that incident with Mr. Petersen with anyone other than

the Senate Select Committee ?

Mr. DEAN. I don't believe so, no.

Mr. WALDIE. You referred to Mr. Petersen in a conversation with

the President as being a good soldier. Was this incident part of the

reason for you to have concluded he was a good soldier ?

Mr. DEAN. No sir, it was not.

Mr. WALDIE. Had this incident occurred prior to or subsequent to

that conversation ?

Mr. DEAN. Prior to.

Mr. WALDIE. Well, did you not think he was being a good soldier

when he



Mr. DEAN. I thought he had been a good soldier because of the fact

that we were concerned that the investigation could go into
countless
other areas quite by accident the "Plumbers," things of that nature.

Mr. WALDIE. But this with Mr. Gray would have been quite by in

tention. You were concerned that he would have discovered Mr. Gray.
Well,you told him

Mr. DEAN. I believe I learned subsequently that Mr. Petersen went

to Mr. Gray right after that incident happened.

Mr. WAL DIE. After you Lad told him ?

Mr. DEAN. Yes that is correct.

Mr. WAIDIE. When did you learn that he went to Mr. Gray?

Mr. DEAN. I think this was in the Senate testimony or something

to that effect. It also came up with the prosecutors when we first
raised it that they said that Petersen had checked this out and Gray
had denied it. As a result of Gray denying it and then he re-denied
it again in April of 1973 when I raised it again, and as a result of
that

Mr. WALDIE. All right t.hen, will you describe what you meant by

Mr. Petersen being a good soldier ?

Mr. DEAAN. Well I had known Mr. Petersen since the days I worked

on this committee—I (had worked with him; I had often to know
him better at the Department of Justice—and that Henry called
them the way he saw them. He played them straight down the middle.
He didn't see any reason to get into things that w ere superflous. He
didn't want any investigation w ide open of the White House and he
would investigate the very narrow issue of who broke in the
Watergate.

Mr. WALDIE. When you said he was a good soldier. you did not



imply that we could really trust old Henry to keep all our cards in

order with a very narrow inquiry which we w ere seeking ?
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Mr. DEAN. I think that that is also—I think the good soldier
description is even further illuminated in later transcripts where I
described Petersen later on to the President as a man who vou know
I don't feel has done anything improper. I knew  of nothing, I hoped I
hadn't in any way compromised Petersen because I was aware of his
sensitive role when we talked about bringing him in. as a special
counsel that c an advise us. on the 2.3(1. I said this could create real
problems for the man as the head of the Criminal 
division in the U.S. Justice Department in his oath of office. If you
will remember that.

Mr. FISH. Mr. Dean I have two short questions, then I want to yield to
the gentleman from California. Mr. Wiggins.

Going back to your testimony quite early in the day vou were talking
about the meeting of September 15 and you are familiar are you not,
with the transcript prepared by the Inquiry staff of your meeting
with the President on September 15 ?

Mr. DEAN . Yes I am.

Mr. FISH. It was my understanding that this morning, in response to
Mr. Doar. you said that at the time you met the President on the 15th.
you told the President about your mieetin g with Mr Walters and, as I
had you down here you say "I related this to the President."

My question to you is. Did you relate to him the specifics of why you
went to Mr. Walters and of the meeting with Mr. Walters ?

Mr. DE AN. I cannot recall with specificity how much of that matter
was raised. I just have this vivid recollection of the discussion
about Mr. Shultz' role and the fact that IRS was not performing and I
think that the best evidence of that is obviously the tape.

Mr. FISH. And you are referring to that part of the tape that is not
transcribed that Mr. Railsback explored with you ?

Mr. DEAN. That is correct.

Mr. FISH. later on, we are now here on the 27th of February. I believe
you said that at the end of the meeting of the 27th! you told the
President of your doubts that the coverup could be continued. "He
gave me a pep talk and said that we must hang in there and fight," or



words to that effect. Is that your testimony this morning ?

Mr. DEAN. I mentioned the clasping of the first in the hand in the pep
talk, yes.

Mr. FISH. Well now, what I don't understand is if this occurred on the
27th of February that you used the term "coverup," that you have no
evidence—

Mr. DEAN. Now, you have taken literally my characterization again.

Mr. FISH. I have down—I thought I would verify if that was your

quote.

Mr. DEAN. I am saying that I am not saying that is the exact language
I used with the President. I was trying to characterize what
occurred at the end of that meeting.

Mr. FISH. Well, are you telling us that what you said to the President
in that meeting could be construed by him in any other way than
coverup ?

Mr. DEAN. I doubt it very seriously.

Mr. FISH. My point is if you were talking to him about a coverup and
you presume that he understood what vou were talking about, and you
give us no evidence of his surprise, why is it almost a month
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later, on the 21st of March, that you feel you have to go in and tell
him about a eoverup ?

Mr. DEAN-. Well, there are a lot of missing conversations between
the 27th and the 21st. There were, from time to time, conversations
about Watergate. There is no doubt in my mind—I am not going to cite
and speculate as to all the things that rumble around in the back of
my head because. I can't put them on a certain date, I can't be. that
specific. But they are in the back of my head. The best evidence,
again, will be when this committee reviews those transcripts.

Mr. FISH. Mr. (chairman, I would like to yield to Mr. Wiggins at this
point.

Mr.WIGGINSs. Redirecting your attention to these early,7
conversations in June of 1972 about the payment of money, you have
testified to a conversation with Liddy and others and thereafter, you
went to Mr. Ehrlichman and reported that conversation to him and
then next, in sequence, as I understand it Mr. Dean is a conversation
with Mr. Mitchell. Would you please relate to us what was said by Mr.
Mitchell, what was said by you in that converation.

Mr. DEAN. I am not sure, Mr. Wiggins. what conversation you were
talking about. You have capsulized a whole series of things that I
think I laid out in considerable detail in my Senate testimony. If you
could be more specific, I could tell you which one we are talking
about ?

Mr.WIGGINS. Yes. I am trying to direct your attention toA
conversation withl Mr. Mitchell following a discussion with Mr.
Ehrlichman at which the subject was money and the involvement,
perhaps, of Mr. Kalmbach.

Now. does that refresh y our recollection ?

Mr. DEAN. All right, I understand your question, but I can t accept the
way you phr ase it. I think I know the answer you are looking for.

Mr. WIGGINS. Just, give me what was said by the parties; that is all I
am interested in.

Mr. 
dEAN. All right. It was after, as I reeall the CIA was eliminatedl as a



feasible approach to deal withfinancing the support of these
individuals, that Mr. Mitchelll said to me, he said, "Well, we are
going to have to use Kalmbac h and I would like you to g o back over
and raise that with Haldeman and Ehrlichman."

Now, there is one thing that is very important here. He said to me. in
almost an aside asI was leaving the office,I was at the side of his
desk in his law office. in the Washington office. He said "and
Ehrlichlman and Haldeman should be particularly interested in taking
care of this problem."

Mr. WIGGINS. Did he say anything else?

Mr. DEAN. Yes; he did.

TheCHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. Mann 2

Mr. Flowers, I'm sorry.

Mr. FLOWERS. I will be glad to yield to Mr. Mann if he wants to go
first.

Mr. SHAFFER. Mr. Chairman, my client would like a little recess.
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Mr. DEAN. Could we have 5 minutes 2

The CHAIRMAN. We will give you 10 minutes.

Mr. DEAN. I don't need that long.

The CHAIRMAN. We are going to take 10 minutes, because we are
going to go through here and we are probably going to be here a
couple more hours.

[Recess.]

Mr. EDWARDS (presiding). Mr. Doar.

Mr. DOAR. Crongressman Edwards, Mr. McClory asked about the
telephone records of John Dean for the 20th, 21st, and 22d. We have
those records here. I would like permission to hand one to the
counsel for Mr. Dean and ask him to identify it as Dean's exhibit No.
1.

Mr. EDWARDS. Very good.

Mr. DOAR. We will distribute those to the members now so they will
have them.

Mr. EDWARDS. Without objection, it is so ordered.

[The document referred to was marked Dean exhibit No. 1 and follows
s: j
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Mr. DEAN. MR . Chairman, I know j Ust one thing on her e that does not
look like anything I have seen before. That is a mark on 3/21, the
second page. It looks like "Fred KAREN.~~' I don t believe that is a
correct transcript of the phone log. I think it is just KareIl, and I
think that is a reference to Dick Moore's secretary there. I don't
think the handwriting is mine.

Mr. DOAR. This may be inaccurate. Mr. Steve Sharp, one of the
counsel, got these from the Vesco, up at the Vesco trial There is one
notation on the second page. We tried to block out all the notes that
we had made on them We didn't block out the note about 12:52 per
GraY's log. so we don't purport Ml. Chairman that this is an exact
representation of Mr. Dean s original log.

Mr. DEAN. There is also a noteon page S. There is a time put on the
call there regarding the Attorney GeneralI :5t-3 :43, DW/RN in EOB. I
am not familiar with that.

Mr.EDWARDS. If there are no further ob jections, they will be made
part of the record with the notations, with the reservations as
explained by Mr. Dean and Mr. Doar.

Mr. DEAN. Fine.

Mr. EDWARDS. Non- Mr. Flowers.

Mr. FLOWERS. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Dean, is my under standing correct, and I believe you so testified,
that on the one hand, you had the Committee to Re-elect the
President concerned about the coverup) for the obvious reason that
their people were involved in the Watergate. break-in—that is Mr.
McClory and thereby Mr. Hunt and Mr. Liddy, who were under their,
you might say, jurisdiction at that point.

Mr. DEAN. Right.

Mr. FLOWERS. And on the other hand, you had a person or persons at
the White House, or White House people, personnel~~ involved
because of other activities that Mr. Hunt had engaged in at the
direction of persons at the White House. And thatwould be a past of
the diseover) flowing from any other activity thatwas discovered
from these peoples is that correct,sir?



Mr.DEAN. That is correct, with something I testified to earlier
regarding the fact that quite obviously, these was political
embarrassment to all concerned if something went wrong with the
Re-election

(committee.

Mr. FLOWERS. Whether or not there was any discovery of any other
activitv that Mr. Hunt had engaged in while at the White House?

Mr. DEAN. Right.

Mr. FLOWERS. Well, can you say which one of these sort of concerns
were predominant. perhaps in your own mind or which one did you
consider to be the most predominant one in the White House ?

Mr. DEAN. Well, sir that would be an opinion and I can't—as far as my
own mind, they all presented problems.

Mr. FLOWERS. Were there any other concerns besides these two major
areas ?

Mr.DEAN. I don't know I frankly didn't know what else we should be
worried about.

Mr. FLOWERS. I ask that, realizing that from almost before the dust
had cleared at the DN(n. and you had just returned from the Far East.

41-574 0 - 74 - 21
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you as the representative of the White House were integrally
involved in what to do about it.

Mr. DEAN. That was not new circumstance to some degree. I
remember when the ITT hearings were going on. I happened to be in
Paris at that time when they started and they called me back from
Paris. In fact when I first saw Haldeman when I returned from
Manila, Mr. Haldeman made the comment, "Well. John. ever y time you
go out of the country, something goes wrong." So I had been called
back before to be involved in what they called these firefighting
projects.

Mr. FL OWERS. Well, I guess what my problem is—and it has been a
problem I have had in understanding this scene from the very
beginning—is how, from at least what w ould appear to me to be such
meager beginnings, we could have such a massive coverup. Is the
only "seamy thing" that Mr. Hunt did at the White House the matter
involving the break-in at Mr. Ellsbe.rg's psychiatrist's office ?

Mr. DEAN. I do not know. I have heard rumors which are not really
worth repeating because I have no first hand knowledge of them.

Mr. FLOWERS. I think that is what I would like to know is what
rumors you have heard, Mr. Dean.

Mr. DEAN. Well you know, I feel reluctant to give those, because I
have, you know nothing other than rumors.

Mr. FLOWERS. I would judge it as a rumor but that would help me
understand the situation! quite frankly and I would ask you to
respond.

Mr. DEAN. Well I heard that there were such things as bag jobs on the
Chilean Embassy.

Mr. FLOWERS. By "bag job on the Chilean Embassv, what do you mean
?

Mr. DEAN. That is the way it was described to me and I gather that is
a breaking and entry and taking of documents.

Mr. FLOWERS. All right sir.



Mr. DEAN. I was asked one time by a newspaperman if there was an
assassination attempt on a South American leaderby Hunt. and I said
I don't have the foggiest notion about something like that.

In fact when this came up and it is evidenced in one of the
transcripts where the President was asking me about other things. I
said. Stir. President I don't know and I have never asked because I
really don't want to know.

But I don't know what all was going on. I picked up piecemeal things
like the Brookings Institute. That'd always kind of distressed

me.

I was aware of the Huston plan that there were no bounds on what
they would do to get intelligence—things like this.

Mr . FLOWERS. Were there other things that you—

Mr. FLOWERS The time of the gentleman from Alabama has expired.

Mr. Mayne ?

Mr. MAYNE. Thank vou, Mr.Chairman

Mr. Dean, at the risk of being indelicate. did I correctly understand
you on at least two occasions during your testimony to say that you
were pregnant ?

Mr. DEAN. I used that phrase.
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Mr. MAYNE. P-r-e-g-n-a-n-t?

Mr. DEAN-. I was pregnant with the coverup. as I think I started
testifying and where the phrase first canle from, I said I was a
reluctant lady at first and soon I was pregnant. That is what I was
referring to by the time I destroyed the Hermes notebooks.

Mr. MAYNE. Thank vou.

Now. I take it from your testimony that you were not present when
Mr. Haldeman made his call to Mr. Mitchell on March 21 asking him to
come down to Washington ?

Mr. DEAN. No, sir, I have no recollection of being present.

Mr. MAYNE. You testified that when on the morning of the 22nd of
March, you met with Mr. Ehrlichman and Mr. Haldeman and Mr.
Mitchell, Mr. Ehrlichman asked you, what about Mr. Hunt's problem,
and you replied "Ask the man who knows," and with a gesture
indicated Mr. Mitchell and that Mr. Mitchell said. "I don't think he has
a problem anymore

Mr.DEAN. I believe it is something to the effect "I don t think that is
a problem anymore, or something very close to that.

Mr. MAYNE. Well. Now, did you report that at any time to the

Mr. DEAN. No, sir.

Mr. MAYNE. I yield back the balance of mv time.

Mr-. EDWARDS. Mr. Mann ?

Mr. MANN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Dean, reference was made to your conversation with the
President on March, the morning of March 21, and I am referring to
pages 121, et seq. of the transcript.

Mr. DEAN. I am sorry I didn't hear the page.

Mr. MANN. 121.



Mr. DEAN. 121.

Mr. MANN. I gathered from your testimony that you interpreted your
statement about giving a signal as being a suggestion to the
President that something less than money might do the job ?

Mr. DEAN. That is correct

Mr. MANN. Well. now I am curious. then as to how immediately
following that—first we were talking about Colson then immediately
following that. we have the President asking how you would get
moneyto somebody like that and how you would raise the money Did
he not show any interest in your suggestion, or did he not understand
it as such ?

Mr. DEAN.He either didn't understand it or he rejected it.

Mr. MANX. I yield hack the balance of my time.

Mr. EDWARDS. Without objection, Mr. Sandman will take his 5
minutes now, plus 2 minutes yielded by the gentleman from
Marvland. Mr. Hogan—is that s orrect Mr. Sandman ?

Mr.SANDMAN. No by Mr. Moorhead.

Mr. EDWARDS. By the gentleman from California, Mr. Moorhead.

Mr Sandman.

Mr. SANDMAN. Mr. Dean, because I have a very brief time I hope you
will give me very brief answer, yesor no wherever possible. I don't
want to jeopardize your answer, but if you can say yes or no, do so.

l See p. 121 et seq.
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From what I heard it appears that you believed you were involved in
this from the beginning! and as you testified, it grew like Topsy.
Then you were in a situation where you testified you made payments
that you thought were wrong and whatnot

Then there was a meeting in the spring of 1973 where you requested
or you said that yourecpommended that Mr. Mitchell be considered as
the big fish who would be gobbled up and this would take heat off
everyone, including the President. I think that was in March 22, was
it, or 21st ?

Is that accurate that chronology ?

Mr.DEAN. It is not quite accurate. because it had been discussed
before that time. It. had been been kicked around. I don't believe it
WAS my recommendation It was something that I thought possibly
would help, though, I must certainly admit to that.

Mr. SANDMAN. As I recall your testimony you thought it was a good
idea and when the idea fell through, You were disappointed

Mr. DEAN. That isn't quite the way I testified. I think I said l
expected on the morning of the 22d to see a rather spectacular
confrontation. When that didn't occur, I was disappointed and
surprised.

Mr. SANDMAN. All right. That happened on the 22d.

Now, the very next day, you have testified that you went to Carmp
David and stayed there until March 28, 1973. is that correct ?

Mr. DEAN. That is correct.

Mr. SANDMAN. Now, here there is some question as to whether or not
the President directed you to make a report on what had happened.
As I understand your testimony he told you to collect vour thoughts,
butt did not request you to make a report.

Mr. DEAN. On the 22d, he suggested the Camp—well, first of all let
me go back.

He had suggested on several occasions to me that I might enjoy a
visit up to Camp David. This was not necessarily in the context of a



report.on the afternoon of the 22d. when we were talking about a
report, he suggests that I go to Camp David and do that. As I recall, I
said I mightt do that, I might do it.

I vould like to give you yes or no, hut I think you ought to have the
whole chronology here.

Then we went on to discuss other things about what I should be
doing—getting ready to negotiate with the Senate committee, getting
the Attorney General ready, getting a senario as to how witnesses
would appear and the like. I certainly didn t come out of that
meeting with the impression that I was to go up to Camp David and
write a report.

On the 23d

Mr.SANDMAN. That is sufficient.t. The next point Haldeman did direct
you to write a report., though didn't he?

Mr. DEAN. On the afternoon of the 23d.

Mr. SANDMAN. (on the afternoon of the 23(1.

Mr. DEAN. He said. while you are up there why don't you work on a
report ?

MI. SANDMAN. While vou were up there something might have
happened because you decided while you were there that you weren't
going to give Haldeman or the President or anyone else a report, isn't
this true i
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Mr. DEAN. No, that is not totally correct. Something did happen up
there, but that isn't totally what it is.

One, I realized that a lot of the things I was waiting were not
accurate, they were fictitious, that I was going to have my name on
it, I was going to have to live with it it was very likely I was going
to be called before a grand jury. I had noticed before I went there
that people were changing their testimony particularly Ehrlichman
when I talked to him. When I came down on the 27th, I had those
documents with me and it was not until after—

Mr. SANDMAN. You had not given anyone those?

Mr. DEAN. Let me finish, please.

When I met with Haldeman, and he had been meeting with Mitchell
and Magruder and there was discussion of going in to take care of
Dean's testimony to get it in line with everybodv else I thought,
well, goodness gracious, I'd better hang on to this document because
it is my first collection of thoughts in some detail and rough notes
and the like. So I decided at that point in time that I would not turn
it over.

Mr. SANDMAN. All right. Now, were you still nursing on your
disappointment that there was a refusal to throw Mitchell to the
wolves i

Mr. DEAN. No.

Mr. SANDMAN. Which would have cleared you as well as the
President, would it not ?

Mr. DEAN. I am not convinced that that ever would have cleared the
thing up at all.

Mr. SANDMAN. Yes, but you said in vour own testimony that this
would take the heat off everyone, including the President. And I
distinctly remember Mr. St. Clair saying it would also take the heat
of John Dean, and you said that is correct.

Mr. DEAN. Wel], if I can correct one thing, I can't totally agree with
your "throw Mitchell to the wolves" characterization. Tout as far as
the theory of having Mitehell step up. T was never sure that that



would solve all the problems.

I must admit that I, as others in the White House, engaged in sort of
a mythical hope that this thing was some way going to go away and
not bother any of us. And it was after I came Aback from Camp David
that I realized indeed and I think I have testified to this in the
Senate, and particularly in my discussions with Dick Moore. that
there was only one thing that was going to sell, and that was the
truth.

Mr. SANDMAN. OK. Now, only 2 clays later, according to your own
testimony, on March 3,1973, you decided you wanted to reveal
everything.

Mr. DEAN. On what date ?
Mr. SANDMAN. March 30, Camp David.

Mr. DEAN-. That is when I retained counsel.

Mr. SANDMAN. From the testimony you made here today, you said that
is the date you decided to reveal everything. Did you say that or didn
t you ?

Mr. DEAN. I don't recall that in the testimony. I recall that is the day
I retained counsel.

Mr. SANDMAN-. All right, good enough. You retained counsel, then, on
March 30,1973.

1973, 2 days after you came back from
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Mr. DEAN. And understand why I wanted to retain counsel. I was not
only worried about John Dean. No one there was a good enough
criminal lawyer that they could assess everybody's problems. That is
one of the reasons I went to Charles Shaffer, hoping, and I did this
with him, to review everybody s problem. And we did that.

Mr. SANDMAN. .All right. Next question

On April 8th, according to your testimony. for the first time, you
met with the IT.S. Attorney, correct?

Mr. DEAN. I am sorry, I was talking to counsel and I didn't hear your
question.

Mr. SANDMAN. From your testimony here today! on April 8th of 1973
was the first time you met with the U.S. Attorney.

Mr. DEAN. That is correct.

Mr. SANDMAN. All right. Now, did you discuss immunity for yourself
with the U.S. Attorney on that date ?

Mr. DEAN. I did not.

Mr. EDWARDS. The time of the gentleman has expired. Seven minutes
Tbv the clock.

Mr.MOORHEAD I will yield the rest of my period.

Mr. EDWARDS. The gentleman is recognized for an additional 3
minutes.

Mr. SANDMAN. Now, around that time

Mr. DEAN. I wonder if you could repeat the last question. It was left
dangling. I really didn't answer it for you.

Mr. SANDMAN. I say did you! when you talked to the Attorney General
on April 8thn discuss immunity for yourself you said no.

Mr. DEAN-. I said no. what should I tell you about that meeting is
before I met with the U.S. attorney called Mr. Haldeman.



Mr.SANDMAN. Hey, I am not interested in that. You said no and that is
good enough.

Mr. DEAN. OK.

Mr. SANDMAN. Now, on the next point here, on that particular date.
did you or did you not have a message delivered to Jack Anderson
that you were prepared to deliver the President a

Mr. DEAN. I absolutely did not.

Mr. SANDMAN. And could not.

Now, after this p articular rate I notice you have great reluctance on
admitting anything that does anything except involve the President

Mr.DEAN. I cannot accept that characterization I am sorry.

Mr. SANDMAN. That is your privilege.

Mr. DEAN. In fact, I did not even discuss with counsel—

Mr. SANDMAN. Look, let me say this:: Bittman testified after 10 hours
of questioning here that there was no talk of clemency. Was he lying
yes or no

Mr.SHAFFER I object to the form of that question and ask that my
client be relieved from making an answer as to whether any other
person who testified out of his presenee lied or told the truth.

Mr SANDMAN. Well the record can speak for itself.

You say Bittman was present when clemency was asked for Hunt.

Mr. DEAN. Not when I was present.

Mr SANDMAN. I didn't hear you say that Bitt-man was present—
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Mr. I)EAN. I have never met Mr. Bittman in my life.

MI . SANDMAN [continuing]. When clemency was discussed ?

MI. I)EAN. I have never met Mr. Bittman in my life.

Mr. SANDMAN. At one date you were personally notified that you were
refused immunity. Were you or were you not?

Mr. DEAN. I was not.

Mr. SANDMAN. No other questions.

Mr. DEAN. Excuse me. May I correct that, please ?

In the time you are talking about, I was not. It really was not
decided until late October—

Mr. SANDMAN. Were you ever notified by the court that you were
denied clemency, or denied immunity? That is a simple question; yes
or no.

Mr. DEAN. By the court a

Mr. SANDMAN. By anybody.

Mr. DEAN. Yes; October 19! 1973. when I pleaded guilty.

Mr. SANDMAN. Thank you.

The CHAIRMAN [presiding]. Mr. Sarbanes?

Mr. SARBANES. Mr. Dean, did I understand that about midafternoon on
March 20,1973, you met with Mr. Ehrlichman and told him about the
conversation you had had with Mr. O'Brien with respect to Mr. Hunt's
demands?

Mr. DEAN. Yes sir, that is correct.

Mr. SARBANES. Now, was it subsequent to that that you then had a
conversation with Mr. Krogh, that he stopped by your office and you
commiserated with one another?



Mr. DEAN. That is correct.

Mr. SARBANES. Do you know whether Mr. Ehrlichman met with the
President subsequent, on that day, to the conversation that you had
with him ?

Mr. I)E VS. He told me he was going to meet with the President. I
walked down the stairs with him. He was headed toward the Oval
Office when I left him. I have every reason to believe, because the
President, when I mentioned it that night on the telephone didn't say
no, John Ehrlichman didn't see me today. So I can only assume that
the President and Ehrlichman did meet on that afternoon.

Mr. SARBANES. So that when you went home that evening and
received the telephone call from the President and made reference
to having talked to Mr. Ehrlichman, I gather—-is that correct ?

Mr. DEAN. That is correct.

Mr. SARBANES. Now, did Mr. Ehrlichman call well ?

Mr. DEAN. He called me, yes; before I had gone home.

Mr. SARBANES. Oh before you had gone home ?

Mr. DEAN. Yes.

you that night as

Mr. SARBANES. And was it in that conversation that Mr. Ehrlichman
indicated to you that he had made references in that conversation
which led you to think that he had talked with Mr. Krogh subsequent
to your conversation with MI . Krogh ? Mr. DEAN. That is correct. Mr.
SARBANES. Now the next morning, the 21st
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Mr. DENNIS. Mr. Chairman, of course, it is hearsay, which is all right
here, but instead of the witness' conclusions, can't we at least have
what he says Mr. Ehrlichman said to him ?

Mr. DEAN. I have already testified to that MI. Chairman, in some
detail.

Mr. SARBANES. He testified to that earlier in the day and I just want
to establish these conversations.

Mr. DENNIS. All right.

Mr. SARBANES. Now, the next morning, when you went to meet with
the President, did I understand that Mr. Ehrlichman came out of the
President's office ?

Mr. DEAN. That is correct, he came out of the office. I was surprised
to see him. In fact, he asked me a question that I immediately took
in and raised with the President.

Mr. SARBANES. So at the time that you went in to see the President
on the morning of March 21, having talked with Mr. Ehrlichman the
previous afternoon, was it your impression or fixed in your mind
that Mr. Ehrlichman had met with the President at least twice since
the time you had talked with Mr. Ehrlichman on the afternoon of
March 20 ?

Mr. I)EAN. Yes sir, that is cor rect.

Mr. SARBANES. Thank you. I yield back the balance of my time.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr Hogan ?

Mr. HOGAN. Thank you, Mr.. Chairman.

Mr. Dean, directing your attention back to the question asked you by
Mr. McClory, where there was a dispute between the chairman and(l
Mr. McClory as to whether or not the transcr ipt of the staff was
accurate on in order to get on with the coverup plan or whether to
get off the coverup plan, you had said that this was not a
conversation related to executive privilege, that this was a general
discussion of coverup. Was that your testimony ?



Mr. DEAN. Well I am taking your a moments to read that in context. I
would rather answer the question as I have never listened(l to your
tape and would defer to your Committee's judgment on what the tape
says.

Fir. HOGAN. I am talking about what you said to Sir. McClory.

Mr. DEAN. I understand.

Ml. HOGAN. His question was not that conversation about executive
privilege and you said I10. But I would like to quickly read the
testimony, the transcript as it relates to that before and after,
starting on page 163 and going over before and after that: "Not
executive privilege.

"Yeah, all right

"In fact you have

"Executive——" and on all the way through. There is nothing else being
talked about except executive privilege. And(l after that statement
takes place, Ehrlichman says:

"And, as I told him I'm am so convinced we are right on the
statement that I have never gone beyond that. He argues that we are
being hurt badly by the way it's being handled and I'm willing—let's
say

"That's the point."

And they go on talking about executive privilege and Haldeman says:

"To the extent—and on legal grounds." The coverup they are talking
about is executive privilege.
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Haldeman says:

"That's where you look like you're covering up right now. That's the
only thing, the only active step you have taken to coverup Watergate
all along."

The President says, "That's right."

Dean says, "What ?"

Haldeman says: "Was that."

And the President starts and says: "Even though we have offered to
cooperate."

Haldeman says: "To the extent;—and on legal grounds and, and

precedent."

Skipping down, Haldeman says "And tradition and constitutional
grounds and all that stuff, you're just fine, but to the guy sitting
home who watches John Chancellor say that the President is
covering this up by re—, this historic review blankets the widest
exercise of executive privilege in American history, and all that."
And so forth. It is precisely the executive privilege that they are
talking about in the context of coverup.

So my question is would you want to change the testimony you gave
to Mr. McClory ?

Mr. DEAN. Well, I would like to take the time to read this transcript
myself. In the context it was raised, I thought it was a reference
that this was to be synonymous w ith executive privilege. I defer to
the judgment of the committee who can read these transcripts as
well as I can as to the context it's raised in. If I was hasty in my
answer, it's because I was trying to answer the question quickly.

Mr. HOGAN. All right, now. directing your attention to your responses
to Mr. Railsback's question, my recollection is that you said that the
famous March 21st comment a; here the President says, get it in a w
way, in a way, and so forth, you did not feel that that w as
instructions from him for you to go out and do anything.



Then going on further to the transcript where, on the afternoon of
the 22d, where the President asks, "Does anybody think that we will
not do anything about the Hunt thing," and you indicate that, well,
that is taken care of, or something to that effect, that LaRue and
Mitchell

Mr. DEAN. I don't believe I said it was taken care of. I think I said
they are aware of Hunt's feelings

Mr. HOGAN. The thrust of my question is this: Directing your
attention back to that conversation. is it an accurate statement to
say that the President still considered that an open question at that
point when he was asking counsel as to whether or not something
should be done about Hunt ?

Mr. T)EAN. MI. Hogan I cannot testify what was in the President's
mind. I can only i tell you what was in mine.

Mr. HO(GAN. What was in yours ?

Mr. DEAN. Well, that I was out of the money business and I was not
going to take any action. I was merely reporting that Mitchell and
LaRue knew what it was and they were in a position to do something.

Mr. HOGAN. But the conversation I am talking about is on the
afternoon

Mr. DEAN. I understand.
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Ml . HOGAN. Of the 21st.

Mr. DEAN. The 21st.

Mr. HOGAN. When the President is still asking your a(dvice and the
advice of his other staff members as to whether or not this Hunt
thing can he taken care of.

My question is isn't it a fact and does not your answer at that time
indicate that this matter already had been resolved that the
conversation between you and LaRue and the conversation between
LaRue and Mitchell, everything had already been taken, was in
operation at that point 2

Mr. DEAN. No sir. No sir, it does not. My reference is to the fact that I
had not talked to them since we had talked last, I didn't know what
they were  going to do.

Mr HOGAN. But your answer in response to the President's question is
that this matter is taken care of.

Mr. SHAFFER. Where is the answer 2

Ml . I)E.AN. I don't recall that at all.

M1. HOGAN. On the afternoon of the 22d

Mr. I)EAX7. 21 st.

Mr. HOGAN. Afternoon of the 21st, right.

The CHAIRMAN.~~ N. We will give the witness time to answer, but
the time of the gent lemam has expired.

AIr HOGAN. We]], if I could direct the witness' attention to the
l)ottom part of page 132 of the transcripts—133, I am sorry.

Mr. D EAN. i 133 It reads:

"Well, apparently Mitchell and, and, uh uh."

Somebody unidentified says, LaRue.''



LaRue are now aware of it SO they know what he is feeling."

"True.:'

Now, I happened to listen to this segment of the tape and I heard(l
ther e that unintelligible as "better do something."

"I I have not talked with] either .1 think they are in a position to do
something, though."

That does not say that they have done something. I didn't know what.
they had done. I had no idea whether it had been accomplished 01
Slot. In fact, I was quite suprised(l next morning when indeed I
learned(l that it had been done.. But it had not been done at my

instruction.

The CHAIRMAN?<7. The time of the gentleman has expired. Sir.
Seib)er]ingr

Mr. SEIBERLING. Thank you, Mr. (?Chairman.

Mr. I)ean, I am sure you may have. even mole than the members of
this committee found it a very depressing experience(e to
contemplate this whole long history from the Watergate to date. I
find myself a little baffled as to how all this could happen I wonder
if you could tell us how you could account for the apparent
willingness of you and others at the White House to carry out
instructions involving unethical and sometimes illegal activity ?

Mr. DEAN. Congressman. that is a matter of opinionMr. SE I BERLIX7G.
I am asking you you l opinion .

Ml-. DEAN (continuing). And speculation.

1 See HJC Transcripts P. 133
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Fir. SEIBERLING. I think that is helpful to us.

Mr. I)F.AN. I would like to be excused(l if I might. from giving
opinions. I really would.

Air. SEIBERLING. Well, let me ask you this: During your career at the
W}hite House as a member of the staff, was there at any time any
stress or emphasis placed on ethical standards or scrupulous
compliance with the law by Mr. Haldeman or Ehrlichman or other
people to AV}10111 YOU reported ?

Mr. DENNIS. Mr. Chairman, I object to this.

The (CHAIRMAN. I think the gentleman will have to rephrase that
question. I don't think that is within the scope of this

Mr. SEIBERLING. Mr. Chairman I simply asked whether there was
some-kind of a code of ethics for members of the Whites House
staff.

Could you answer a question of that sort 2

Mr. DENNIS. Mr. Chairman, I object to that. That is not relevant.

The CHAIRMAN. If he knows if there is a code of ethics

Ml. SEIBERLING. If you think that is not relevant, you have missed the
whole point of this hearing. If that is not relevant; what is ?

Mr. DENNIS. That is not relevant before us. Neither is his opinion.

Mr. SEIBERLING. I have not asked for his opinion.

The CHAIRMAN N. The committee will be in or der.

Is the gentleman asking if the witness knows whether there was a
code of ethics, a published code of ethics ?

M1. SEIBERLING. That is——

The CHAIRMAN. You can't ask him for an opinion.

Mr. SEIBERLING. I have asked him as a matte r of fact whether there



was a code of ethics established at the White House to his
knowledge.

Mr. I)EAN. There is a code that applies to all Federal employees. It is
published in the Federal Register. There is a document that was
released at the White House to all White House staff as to a code of
ethics expected of Federal employees.

Mr. SEIBERLING. Thank you.

Could you tell us what your prime motivating factor was in carrying
. out your assignment as a member of the White House staff 9 What
was your prime motivation ?

Mr. DEAN. I)o you have anything specifically in mind, or just
generally my involvement in what has brought me to plead guilty to a
criminal offense ?

Mr. SEIBERLING. Well, wh}lat brought you to the events which caused
you later to plead guilty ?

Mr. I)E.AN. I would(l have to say a misguided sense of loyalty.

Mr. SEIBERLING Would you be able to characterize the emphasis that
was placed on conduct by the people from whom you received(l sour
instruc(tions, specifically Mr. Haldemem and Mr. Ehrlichman and the
President ?

Mr. DEAN. r beg your pardon.

Mr. SEIBERLING. What was as their prime motivation ?

Mr. I)E.AN. I can't answer that, I'm sorry. That is an opinion. I just
don't know.

Sir. SEIBERLING. In your opinion, is there a common thread running
through the activities of the White House staff with which you were
involved during your service there ?
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Mr. DEAN. I would(l like to defer or refer, I should say, the
Congressman to my Senate testimony, where I tried at the request of
the Senate select committee to s}how in an overview sort of the
events and the attitude and problems that resulted in what I chara(
cterize as an inevitable result of a way of thinking and a way of
acting and a way of proceeding. I think that first couple of pages of
that testimony says it far better than I can summarize in the
timespan to answer the question.

Mr. SEIBERLING. Thank you. That is really what I was trying to bring
out. Can you offer any other statement for our benefit here on that
subject ?

Mr. DE XN. I would just offer that. I am offer ing facts. I think I am
better off offering facts than I am opinion in the light of
conclusions.

Mr. McCLORY. Will the gentleman yield ?

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman's time has expired.

Mr. SEIBERL ING. I have no further questions.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Butler.

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Dean, Ml. Bittman has advised us that there was an
accident insurance policy up)oll the life of '.Mrs. Hunt in the sum of
some 8250,000. Were you aware of that 2

Mr. DEAN. Not until after the fact, w}hen I heard of that.

Mr. BUTLER. By after the fact, you mean not until after all of the
coverup money had been paid ?

Mr. DEAN. No, no, after it became public at some time or one of the
attorneys—Mr. O'Brien might have told me about it.

Mr. BUTLER. You were aware of that, then, in March of

MI . DEAN. Well, when the death occurred  yes.

Mr BUTLER. .&1] right, th ank you.



My next question has reference to this unique biological phenomenon
to which}I Mr. Mayne has referred. I take it from your use of this
word that having: found yourself a fallen man. your personal
standards became somewhat demanding(t.

Mr. DEAN. I think that is true. yes.

Mr. BUTLER. My real question is this: At what point in time in your
best medical opinion can you say conception took place ?

Mr. I)EAN. I would have trouble speaking in that vernacular. In
retrospects let's say that if I had stayed in Manila, I might not have
been raped.

Mr. BUTL OR. Well. that is a pretty good response. Would you judge
that. because as soon as you got back from Manila or shortly
thereinafter you became involved in what amounted to a c coverup ?

Mr. I)EA N. Yes; I did.

Mr. BUTL ER. Is it your feeling that that was the first instance in
which}I. using the vocabulary
 which youhave selected. would you say that conception took place at
about that time, or were there some events prior to that that you
personally wanted to coverup about yourself ?

Mr. DEAN. No, sir. I would say that is when it happened. when I came
back. I would say after I talked to Magruder and Strachan and Liddy. I
was in.

Mr. BUTLER. Now. I did not feel that. when asked that question by Mr.
St. Clair, "For whom were you covering up." I did not feel that you
identified any persons or individuals.

Mr. DEAN. I was concerned that anybody—Mr. Mitchell, Mr. Ehrlichman.
Mr. Haldeman Mr. Strachan. Mr. Magruder—after I had



given recommendation that he be removed and he was on—I felt they
were all vulnerable and I felt that it was my responsibility to
assist.

Mr. BUTLER. You C  to that view shortly after your return from Manila
?

Mr. DEAN. Yes; I did.

Mr. BUTLER. But you personally

Mr. ~~ AN. Pardon ?

Mr. BUTLER. You personally had no involvement that you were
personally covering up at that point ?

Mr. DEAN. At the time I first met with Ehrlichman, I told him of my
knowledge of the earlier meetings in Mr. Mitchell's office. I said. if
that causes you any problem it does not me. As far as I am
concerned. I did in my own w  what I could to turn it off. If it
happened, I felt no legal responsibility for it. But if it was a matter
that even was bad politics. I was prepared to account for myself and
depart.

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance of my time and will
yield it to Mr. Cohen when his time arrives, if I may.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has a minute and 15 seconds
remaining.

Mr. Danielson.

Mr. DANIELSON. Thank you Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Dean, I direct your attention to page 11 of the committees
transcript of tapes Toward the bottom of the page there is a
paragraph starting off with your name. Go down about six lines.
Start off and I 'm going to read fast here to catch up:

But Patman's hearings, uh, his Banking and currency Committee, and
we have got to—whether we will be successful or not in turning that
off. I don't know. We've got a plan whereby Rothblatt and Bittman
who are counsel for the five men who were, or actually a total of
seven, that were indicted today, are going to go up and visit every
member and say, "If you commence hearings you are going to



jeopardize the civil rights of these individuals in the worst way. and
they will never get a fair trial, and the like, and try to talk to
members on, on that level. Uh "

PRESIDENT Why not ask that they request to be heard by, by the
Committee and explain it publicly ?

DEAN. HOW could they—They've planned that what they're going to say
i s

"If you do commence with these hearings, we plan to publicly come
up and say what you're doing to the rights of individuals." Something
to that effect.

PRESIDENT. AS a matter of fact they could even make a motion in
court to get the thing dismissed.

DEAN- That's another thing we're doing is to, is

PRESIDENT. Because these hearings

DEAN. Bring an injunctive action against, uh, the appearance, say

HALDEMAN. Well, going the other way, the dismissal of the, of the, of
the indict ment

PRESIDENT. HOW about trying to get the criminal cases, criminal
charges dismissed on the grounds that there, well, you know

HALDEMAN. The civil rights type stuff.

DEAN civil rights

(Going on the rest of this testimony on page 12 relates to possibly
es-en listing Gerald Ford to contact Mr. Patman or at least the minor
ity Members of the Banking and Currency Committee.

Then turn over, please, to page 15. about 21/2 inches up from the
bottom of the page.

HALDEMAN Well, maybe Mitchell ought would, could Mitchell do it?

PRESIDENT. NO.

See "Transcripts of Eight Recorded Presidential Conversations."
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DEAP{. I don't really think that would be good.

PRESIDENT. NO

DEAN. I hate to draw him in.

PRESIDENT Yeah.

DEAN. I think Maury can talk to Ford if that will do any good, but it
won t have the same impact, of course, 'cause he's the one directly
involved, but I think Maury ought to brief Ford at some point on, on
exactly what his whole side of the story is.

HALDEMAN. I'll talk to Cook.

PRESIDENT. Oh, I—maybe Ehrlichman should talk to him. Ehrlichman
understands the law, and the rest, and should say, "Now God damm it,
get the hell over with this."

HALDEMAN. IS that a good idea? Maybe it is.

PRESIDENT. I think maybe that's the thing to do (unintelligible). This
is, this is big, big play. I'm getting into this thing. So that h he's got
to know that it comes from the top.

HALDEMAN. Yeah.

PRESIDENT. That's what he s got to know

DEAN. Right.

PRESIDENT. And if he (unintelligible) and we're not going t(}I can't
talk to him myself—and that he's got to get at this and screw this
thing up while he can, right ?

DEA?f. Well, if we let that slide up there with the Patman
Committee it'd be just, you know, just a tragedy to let Patman have
a field day up there

PRESIDENT. What's the first move? When does he call his wit—
witnesses?

Ml. DANIELSON. All right. Are you referring at that time, was the



subject of the discussion not the laundering of funds that went to
Mexico and then hack to Florida ?

MI. DE\N. That was one of the focuses of the Patman committee, that
is correct, and we had no idea what they would unravel.

Mr. DANIELSON- That is the idea. You had no idea what they would

unravel if they got into it is that cor rect ?

Mr. I)EAN. If they got supena power and the like and got their
investigators out, we would have another investigation we didn't
know how to handle.

Mr. I)ANIELSON-. It was a can of worms and you didn't know what
was on the inside ?

Mr. DEAN. That is right.

Mr. DANIELSON-. Whose plan was it to have Mr. Rothblatt and Bittman
go up and contact them ?

Mr. DEAN. This was something given to me by Mr. O'Brien, I
believe,that they had been talking to Mr. Rothblatt and Bittman. I had
never had a contact with Rothblatt and Bittman. All those came
through O'Brien and Parkinson.

Mr. DANIELSON. HOW do you know whether they had been talking to
Mr. Haldeman or Mr. Ehrlichman ?

Mr. DEAN. I do not recall. There is very little I don't report to them.
What I reported

Mr. DANIELSON. Mr. l Haldeman was present, according to the record,
in this particular discussion. Do you know the extent to which their
plan was implemented 2 And I can state that the report of this
committee will show Mr. Bittman acknowledges he was asked to do
that, but he declined to do it.

Mr. DEAN. All right. As far as the plan to implement it, I have
testified in some detail as to it as to the plan to block the Patman
hearings from ever convening where certain Republicans would not
attend and certain Democrats would not vote or take a walk and the
like.
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Mr. DANIELSON. And that was the purpose of possibly eliciting the
aid of Gerry Ford to prevail upon the minority members to take a
walk, as you say, or not vote, as the case may be ?

Mr. DEAN. That's correct.

Mr. DANIELSON. And now the purpose of that ill turn was to try to put
a hiatus on the investigation by the Patman Committee at that time
?

Mr. DEAN. This connected us very much down there at the time.

Mr. DANIELSON. I am going to direct your attention to the earlier
testimony relative to the IRS. I)id Mr. Chotiner, Mr. Murray Chotiner
himself hand you the list of the persons on the list ?

Mr. I)EAN. Yes he did.

Mr. DANIELSON. Was anyone present besides you and he at the time ?

Mr. DEAN. No, sir. He came into my office and handed them to me. I
might add I have testified, I have testified to this in my debriefing
sessions before his death also. I don't know if anyone talked to him
before his death.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from California has
expired.

Mr. Cohen is recognized for 6 minutes and 15 seconds.

Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman

Mr. Dean, to follow up the question by Mr. Danielson, I believe you
indicated Mr. Chotiner was the one who formulated this so-called
enemies list, is that correct ?

Mr. DEAN. Well, it was a list of contributors and staff? of the
McGovern campaign.

Mr. COHEN. But the impression you left with this committee or with
this member at least, was this was something that came about in
September or prior to September of 1972 when in fact, you had been
engaged for over, well over a year in formulating a sort of an attack



upon political enemies, had you not ?

Mr. DEAN. We had a lot of lists in our files which I had been able to
keep in the files and nothing had ever been implemented on that plan,
as I mentioned with other than a few exceptions.

Mr. COHEN. Could I refer you to Book 4 of the Senate select
committee., page 1689. There is a memorandum which doesn't
indicate from whom or to whom

Mr. DEAN. Yes, I am familiar.

Mr. COHEN. Is that yours ?

Mr. DEAN. Yes, I am familiar with that memorandum.

Mr. COHEN. I)id you prepare that ?

Mr. DEAN. Yes. We never got the project coordinator for that project.

Mr. COHEN. I see. And later, as a matter of fact, on June 12,1972 you
have a memo from Charles Colson to John Dean about seeking some
sort of retribution against Harold J. Gibbons. Was that ever l carried
out?

Mr. DEAN. That was not.

Mr. COHEN. Did you ever try to take any action to implement that w

Mr DEAN. No, sir. No, sir.

Mr. COHEN. I noticed also there is a memorandum for Higby from John
Dean whereby you are accumulating these various names for
political activities I assume.
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Mr. DEAN. They were collected in my file and
Mr. (:OHEN. But no action was ever taken ?

Mr. DEAN. Well, there was discussion of action, but I am only aware
of the action that was taken against the Newsday reporters, which I
testified to in the Senate.

Mr. COHEN. Are you aware of any action ever taken against Daniel
Schorr of CBS or NBC ?

Mr. DEAN. I am aware of the full field investigation which was
ordered conducted on him.

Mr. COHEN. What prompted that ?

Mr. DEAN. Well, Mr. Haldeman and Mr. Higby were traveling with the
President. I believe they were in Denver and Mr. Higby got an
instruction from Mr. Haldeman to call Mr. Hoover and to have such an
investigation conducted.

Mr. COHEN. Was it for the purpose of determining whether he was
qualified for a position w ith the administration ?

Mr. DEAN-. No, sir.

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Dean, you indicated on the morning of March 21, in
response to the President talking about payment of money to Hunt.
that he should be given some signal, and then you rather gratuitously
offered the statement that in your opinion, other than the payment
of money. What exactly do you mean ?

Mr. DEAN. I was asked to interpret what I meant by some signal. and I
can say what I meant, and meant what I said. If I would have said pay
money, that would have been one thing. A signal was something that
we had given to other people, and that one was one of the complaints
of the defendants, that they were getting all signals and(l no cash.

Mr. COHEN. Was it a signal to let him know that money would be
forthcoming ?

Mr. DEAN. That is correct. Never just to buy time on

Mr. COHEN. Well, this is the next question I had, and it does deal



with the realm of opinion. Mr. Chairman. And I would(l like your
opinion and not that of the President. You were in a position of c
ounsel to the Pr esident, is that correct ?

Mr. DEAN. That was my title, correct.

Mr. COHEN. You did have some e losecontact, at least in the months
from February on to March 1973?

Mr. DEAN. That is correct.

Mr. COHEN. And I want to know what your opinion was, based(l upon
your conversation following March 21, as to whether or not the
President either approved or aq(luiesced in the payment of money to
Hunt for the purpose of buying time, as you just phrased it to figure
out what you were going to do about it?

Mr. DEAN. I can't offer all opinion, I can only offer the facts.

Mr. COHEN. I am asking your opinion, not the President's.

Mr. DEAN. I understand and I say I have facts rather than opinion, that
I knew that it had not turned down, but I had no instructions to do it.

Mr. SHAFFER. Mr.Chairman since we have several other interrogations
to go I ask, as counsel to my client so I can give him effective
assistance of counsel, for you to please r ule as to whether or not
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we must give opinion testimony or not. We are not here as experts,
we are only being t)ai(l the daily rate.

The CHAIRMAN. Well, I don't believe that the witness is compelled to
give his opinion unless he can through some established fact, have
some reason on which to base it.

Mr. C:OHEN. I believe there was a direct conversation with the
President, as counsel to the President, on a matter we are very much
concerned with.

Mr. DEAN. I think I have answered the question.

Mr. COHEN. All right, Mr. Dean. I won't press you on that. On June 19,
you had a meeting with Mr. Mitchell, Mr. Magruder, Mr. Mardian, and
Mr. LaRue and you were given a report, a report was given on the
activities of the Committee To Re-Elect about the break-in,
correct?

Mr. DEAN. As I have testified, I was never sure whether it was on the
19th or the 20th or both days but I recall arriving at the meeting
there and there was discussion at the time I got there of the PR side
of the situation.

Mr. COHEN. Let me ask you, on that evening, whatever evening it was
did Mr. Mitchell tell MI. Magruder to have a fire?

Mr. DEAN. I have never been able to state recalling hearing that
conversation for certain. I just don't have a clear recollection of it.

Mr. COHEN. All right.

When you were involved with the gathering of some facts for the
purpose of an inquiry I take it your testimony is that you were not r
really conducting an investigation, but r ather for the purpose of
containment is that correct?

Ml . I)E AN. That is correct.

Sir. COHEN. NOW~~~ were e YOU acquiring—YOU had access to 302
forms correct ?

Mr. I)EAN-. Late in the game, I got 302 forms. The first time I got



any information from the FBI was, of, T think the 21st of July.
Susequent  to that , I received some of the ;302 forms that dated
way back andI scanned them and found them virtually, useless.

Mr. COHEN . Did you show those .802 forms to anyone else ?

Mr. DEAN. Yes, I did.

Mr. (:COHEN. TO whom?

Mr. I)l.EAN. Mr. Mardian Mr. Parkinson and Mr. O'Brien.

AII. COHEN. I see.

After your meeting on or about June 19 with Ml. Mitchell Mardian and
LaRue. did you then have a meeting with Ml. Haldeman on the
following day ?

All. T)EAN. ()n the morning of the 20th?

Mr. COHEN. Yes.

Mr. T)EAN. Yes I believe there was a meeting that was conducted in
Mr. Ehrlichman's office.

Mr. (?aIrEs. Mr. Mitchell

Mr. DEAN. Where Mr. Mitchell, Mr Ehrlichman, and Mr. Haldeman

Mr. (?o^IExT. And Mr. Kleindienst?

Mr. I)E.AN. And Mr. Kleindienst came in.

Ml . COHEN . And discussed the break-in at that time ?



334

Mr. DEAN. We discussed it—Mr. Kleindienst g gave us a report as to
the status of the investigation as far as he knew it. As I recall, he
reported that Jerry Wilson had talked to him and he had talked to the
FBI that the FBI was going to take jurisdiction of the investigation.
And I think he brought people up to date on what the F ederal
authorities and the District of Columbia authorities were doing.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. FROEHLIC}I. Ml. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to yield 4
minutes to th( gentleman from Maine.

The (~~,CHAIRMAN. Well. Father Drinan is next in line and unless—
Father l)rinan?

Mr. DRINAN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Dean, in the Senate hearings you state once on page 1424 this:

I can only assume that everything I told Mr. Haldeman and Mr.
Ehrlichman would be going to the President also.

Do you recall any departures from that assumption that you made in
that testimony 2

Mr. DEAN. No; I do not.

Mr. DRINAN. T)id you observe Mr. Haldeman during the course of your
service in the White House undertake any significant activity or
enter a course of conduct without the knowledge or consent of the
President ?

Mr. T)F.AN. Did I see Mr. Haldeman or Mr. Ehrlichman

Mr.DRINAN Of. Undertake any—no just Mr. Haldeman, undertake any
significant activity or enter a course of conduct without the
knowledge or consent of the President ?

Mr. DEAN. I just don't know because I don't know what Mr. Haldeman
said to the President. I am sor r y, I c an't answer that. I He didn't
tell me he was doing something contrary to what the President said
and T would be very surprised if he did.



Mr. DRINAN. I)o you ever know of any occasion when the President
express( d to you that Mr. Haldeman in any serious manner had gone
beyond the author ization which the President h/l(l extended to him
?

Mr. DEAN. I)id the President every say that to me ?

Mr. DRINAN. No. Did you have any knowledge or see, Or on any
occasion, hear from any source whether the President had in fact,
expressed the view that Mr. Haldeman had exceeded his power?

Mr. DEAN. No sir.

Mr. DRIN.\N-. With l regard d to the question of so-called
commitments. it was well known that Mr. Hunt was not exactly poor
He ha(l the insurance money and a significant pension from the ClA. I
would assume that the commitment centered more on clemency than
perhaps we have realized up to this time.

Do you feel that Mr. Hunt did have basic convictions that was the
cause of his persistent demands that he was in fact and had been in
fact. promised from the highest authority clemency ?

Mr. DEAN. Well, I think you have got—Mr. Hunt is your best witness on
that. I only know what transpired between the fact that they were
given and how they were reported hack after being given.

Mr. DRINAN. Well, on that question of being given. in the Senate
Select Committee answer, again on page 1423 you are speaking and
you said that you are speaking about talking to the President and you
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said: "I said they are principally coming from Mr. Hunt," the demands
and that he. the. President «rot into the fact that Hunt had been
«riven clemency. Would you just elaborate, because I have wondered
about that "he got into the fact Hunt had been given clemency." Is
that shorthand or what was your understanding at that time and now
as to the level of certainty with regard to clemency ?

Mr. DEAN. Well. the tapes, of course, are the best evidence. I think
you are referring to the conversation on the 13th in the Senate
testimony ?

Mr. DRINAN. Right.

Or. DEAN. I think you will see in other transcripts references to Mr.
Hunt's clemency and(1 in the documents you have before you it was
clear it was clear to me from my conversations with Mr. O'Brien Paul
O'Brien, that Hunt was under the impression that he did have
clemency and that apparently when the demands came in, that wasn't
enough.

Mr. DRINAN. Thank you very much, Mr. Dean. I yield back the balance
of my time.

The (?IrivIriMAN. Mr. Lott.

Mr. LOTT. Mr. Dean, did I understand you correctly this morning to
testify that you did not talk with Mitchell after the morning meeting
on the 21st 2

Mr. DEAN. That I did not talk with

Mr. Lorr. I)idnotmeetortalkwithMitchelloI LaRue?

31 r. I)r EAN-. I have no recollection of talking to either one of them.

Mr. I,LOTT. When did you listen to this March 91 afternoon tape e

Mr. DEAN. When did I listen to it 2

C.\II. LOTT. Right.

Mr. DEAN-. I listened to it, the first time I heard it, it was in the
Secial Prosecutor's office some time ago, when they were asking me



to review them for any further corrections they «rave me of matters
that might he pertinent to their inquiry.

I, when I came up here, I raised the fact that I had heard the
conversation on the afternoon of the 21st differently than it had
been produced(l in the White House transcript. Mr. Doar and Mr.
Jenner asked me how I had heard it, and I explained to them and Mr.
T)oar and Mr. Jenner suggested that I come down and listen to their
tran- script on that very limited section of the tape. We did that. I
went down and(l T told them what I had heard and your tape had
much better fi(1elity than the ones I was listenin r to and I couldn't
disagree but for one or two points and I think that these r reflect
what I heard.

Mr. LOTT. Thank you very much.

Now, at one point

Ml. I)EX\N. Incidentally there was some question as to whose voice it
was regarding the reference to LaRue and Mitchell, and their
knowing(r what his feeling is, and I w as very, v ery able to identify
that as my voice.

Mr. I,orr. All right. thank you very much.

Now, at one point today you testified in answer to questions by a
member of this panel that the purpose of the coverup was to protect
Haldeman and Ehrlichman. Earlier you had testified that you were
convinced that no person in the White House was involved.
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Mr. I)l is>-. No, sir. I think 5 you have misconstrued 111\' testimony.

Ml . Lolr. r want to get thatstraight be cause I think there is S
conflict there and which is it ?

Mr. DEAN. I said that—I sai(l that it WIS not only Haldeman
Ehrlichman, but Mitchell, Ma,gruder. and anybody else who might have
been involved that would cause embarrassment or problems for the
President.

Mr. LOTT. In the break-in ?

Mr. DEAN. In the break-in.

Mr. LOTT. That might have been involved ?

Mr. DEAN. Well, it emanated not only from the break-in itself, but it
emanated also from Hunt and Liddy s least activities. You see, the
break-in created a problem in my mind because I didn't know how far
it went into the White House. I wasn't investigating it. I didn't know
if Haldeman, in fact, knew how many documents that Strachan had
received an(l reviewed he never did fully catalogue them for me. I
didn't know how much advance knowledge he did or did not have. I
only knew that literally we could all say that no one knew that there
was going to be a break-in on June 17 in the Democratic National
Committee headquarters.

Mr. LOTT. In your statement before, or in your opening statement
before the Watergate Committee regarding the September 15
conversation, you commented, "The President then told me that Bob
(referring to Haldeman) had kept him posted on my handling of the
Watergate case.'

Then also in 570111' testimony there on page 1373 you say, "He (the
President) said Bob has been reporting to me something of this

nature.

Now, did you say that or not ?

Mr. DEAN. Well as I testified before the Sen ate my mind is not a tape
recorder. I am able to remember the gist of the conversation, the
thrust of a conversation. When I read the entire transcript, obviously



I don't find that in the transcript. And T can only say that there are
numerous things in the transcript that very clearly give me that

impression.

If you want my references to them I will]] be happy to give them to
you

Mr. LOTT. Also, in that conversation in your statement. your opening
statement you make some comments about this matter would start
to unravel, and then you use some words that it had been contained
to the point that "I was not sure that it would be contained
indefinitely."

Now the tapes actually show that you say instead "Nothing is going
to come Cl crashing down to our surprise

Mr. DFAN. I believe that occured toward the end of the conversation
and until—I feel that I must stand on my recollections]ls until I am
shown that it is oncor rect by listening to the remainder of that
tape.

Mr. LOTT. In your meeting On March the 22d with the President. did
you tell him—I think you might have been asked this, but missed
this—did you tell him

Mr. DEAN. What was the date! please ?
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Mr. LOTT. March 21. YOU didn't advise the President that you, at any
time then OI any other time, that you had shredded documents Or
destroyed evidence f rom Howard l l unt's safe, did you 2

Mr. DEAN. No, I did not.

Mr. LoTT. Did you tell him you had directed John Caulfield to offer
executive clemency to Mr. McCord ?

Mr. DEAN. I think there is a reference to that. Let me check that.

Mr. LOTT. I don't think you will find it in the transcript of the March
21 conversation.

Mr. DEAN. I am talking about, let's take page 91,1 talking about
McCord and so forth, and I get into Cau]field and that's down just
about the middle of the page, not quite the middle of the page.

"When Caulfield had him hired, he was a perfectly legitimate
security man and he wanted to know. well, you know, well he wanted
to talk about commutation and things like that. And as you know..
Colson has talked to, indir ectly to Hunt about commutation. All
these things are bad in, in, in that they are problems, they are
promises, they are commitments."

I did not—as in many instances I waited for the President to come
back and question me further after I was giving him a general
overview, so I

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired

Mr. DEAN. That was totally not present.

Mr. LOTT. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Rangel.

Mr. RANGEL. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

I would like to yield, after a couple of questions, to the gentleman
from Maine.

But, directing your attention, Mr. Dean, to a conversation which you



were involved in with the President on September 15, 19)72 the
President indicated that he had lost his little red box and directed
you to find it. I)id you find the little red box.

Mr. DEAN. No, sir.

Mr. RANGEL. Could you tell this committee what the little red box the
President was looking for was ?

Mr. DF]AN. We don't know, or I don't know to this day what the little
red box was. There was some press account of it. Mr. Haldeman had
asked me to find out what the little red box was. I had asked Mr. (>
Tray to find out what the little red box was and it wasn't until the
second or the bug turned up on the phone ill the T)N(8 that either had
been undiscovered and missed by the investigators the first time
they went through that we thought we had justi,ficatioll to go back
in and ask everybody about the little red box. This appeared in the
newspapers and everybody got quite excited about it.

Mr. RA>-(~~w l.. What appeared(l in the newspaper about the little
red box ?

Mr.DEAN. The little r red box appeared in a squib in the Washington
Post.

Mr. RANGEL. What did they say about it?

Mr. DE EN. Not much just that some little red box had appeared
outside of the headquarters of the Democratic National (Committee

1 See HJC Transcripts, p. 91.



Mr. RANGEL. And the President said "The Bureau l)etter get over
pretty quick and get that red box? I mean. he is not talking about
something that is in the Wahing ton Post is he ?

Mr. DEAN. Well, he knew more than I did, because I didn't know any
more than what was in the newspaper.

Mr. RANGEL. And you took this up with the Federal Bureau of
Investigation! Mr. Gray?

Ml. DEAN. Yes, sir. I did.

Mr. R.AN(AF.L. There is a little more to it than that. I)eclllse

Mr. DEAN. I think you will find a reference in there to Mr. Haldeman
making some reference to the last public statement about it having
been turned over to Edward Bennett Williams.

Mr. RANGEL Yes. but it says. 'She handed it over to Edward Bennett
Williams.'' Who is she?

Mr. I)E.AN. Some woman who discovered it at the I)emocratic
National Committee and I think the best source of this is to see if
that is in some of the new spaper clippings back ahout that time.

Mr. RANGEL. But you don't know whether the President found the box?

Mr. DEAN. No; I do not.

Mr. RANGEL. On February 28, 1973, the President gave some idea
what he thought about informers and he said:

Either way, either way, the informer is not wanted in our society.
Either way, that's the one thing people do sort of line up against.

And you agreed. And he continued:

They say, well, that son-of-a-bitch informed, and I don't want him
around. We wouldn't want him around, would we?

Was the President talking about informers that could have been on
the White House staff ?

Mr. DEAN. I don't believe that was the reference. Was that not, did
that not come up in the context of Mr. Felt ?



Mr. RANGEL. Yes; it was.

Mr. DE:AN. Yah.

Mr. RANGEL But he was talking about Mr. Felt of the FBI and also Mr.
Chambers. But, my real question is: Has the President ever expressed
any feeling to you as to how he felt about informers that were White
House employees?

(Short pause.]

Mr. DEAN. I can't say that he has had a direct conversation other than
that one with me. I felt his effect of his desire not to have somebody
talk when he placed in his April 17 statement that no member of the
White House staff would be granted immunity.

Mr. RANGEL. I yield the balance of my time to the gentleman from
Maine.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has another minute and 4 seconds
remaining.

Mr. COHEN. I thank the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Dean, on September 15, 1972, when you had the conversation
with the President, he praised you and said you have done a good job
in plugging leaks. What leaks had you plugged ?

Mr. DEAN. I think that was a vernacular-type phrase, that, you know,
something would pop up here, something would pop up here
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and I would plug the hole and plug the hole here.

Mr. COHEN. But what was popping up, I guess is what I am getting at
? What was popping up and you were pushing dow n ?

Mr. DEAN. Well, all hell was breaking loose from time to time and we
would just get it back in shape.

Mr. COHEN. Well, let me ask you this, going back the President also
talked about, in the same conversation, did they find the first bug.
You have indicated just a moment ago that the President probably
had more knowledge about this than you did, with respect at least to
the red box. He mentioned first bug. Now, is that the original bug
that was placed in the DNC prior to the break-in ?

Mr. DEAN. I think, if I am not correct, Mr. Haldeman raises the matter
of the bug in the transcript, not the President.

Mr. COHEN. Well, in the presence of the President, at least.

Mr. DEE N. In the presence of the President, yes; and the President
asked some questions about what it is ?

Mr. COHEN. Well, let me go back. You were aware of the two Liddy
plans that had been proposed and rejected, according to you; is that
correct ?

Mr. DEAN. Never approved.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Ms. Jordan.

Mr. FROEHLICH. Wait a minute, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. Oh. That was Mr. Rangel's time. I am sorry.

Mr. Froehlich.

Mr. FROEHLICH. I yield my time to the gentleman from Maine.

The CHAIRMAN. All of your time ?



Mr. FROEHLICH. Yes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized for another 5 minutes.

Mr. COHEN. I want to come back, Mr. Dean: to some of the examples of
the things that you did during that interim period between June 17.

[Material unrelated to testimony of witness deleted.]

Mr. COHEN. Would you tell us what you did, for example?

Mr. DEAN. We are talking about June 17 ?

Mr. COHEN. Through September 15.

Mr. DEAX. I think the best evidence on that, and I am happy to sit here
and repeat it is in my Senate testimony. I will go through it chapter
and verse, but I am not sure I can do it in 5 minutes and I am not
sure that I can do it justice in just highlighting and going through it
in the few minutes you want me to answer the question.

But, I think the record evidence is what it is.

Mr. COHEN. I will accept that for the moment. With respect to
contacts with the CIA and Mr. Helms, as I recall; is that correct ?

Mr. DEAN. No, Mr. Walters.

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Walters, I am sorry. Did you seek to curtail the scope
of the CIA or to impress the CIA with the need to curtail the scope
of the FRI investigation ?

Mr. DEAN. No, that was not my assignment. My assignment was if
they could help raise bail and support and assistance of these people
through using their OWI1 covert funds. That was something I learned
subsequent]v, and very much subsequently.

It wasn't until? during the Senate hearings, that I learned of the
substance of those conversations.
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Mr. COHEN. Coming back to White House jargon, what does the phrase
"cut the loss" mean ?

Mr. DEAN. Cut the loss means to have the criminal problem fall at the
lowest possible level.

Mr. COHEN. Are you familiar with the June 30, 1972, transcript that's
been published, the conversation between the President and Mr.
Mitchell ?

Mr. DEAN. No, I am not.

Mr. COHEN. But, that phrase, as used in your presence was to
minimize the spread of the cancer, is that a correct phraseology ?

Mr. DEAN-. The cancer phrase is one that I developed on the 21st.

Mr. COHEN. That can stay in ?

Mr. DEAN. It is not a pleasant term, but it was descriptive and to cut
the loss phrase was one that emerged very early on in discussing the
l iabi l ity.

Mr. COHEN. I think that is all, I yield back the balance of my time.

The CHAIRMAN. Ms. Jordan.

Ms. JORDAN)A>-. Mr. Dean, in your meetings and conferences with the
President, would you say that the President was in charge, or was he
rather nondirective ?

Mr. DEAN. Well, of course, that calls for a conclusion and my own
impression and I can only give my—I thought that the President was
in charge.

Ms. JORDAN. I have no further questions.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Maraziti ?

Ml. MARAZITI. Thank you Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Dean, on March 21,1973, you had a conversation with the
President in which you said, do you recall this statement, "The



reason I thought we ought to talk this morning—"

Mr. DEAN. I am sorry, I can't hear, Congressman. I am having trouble
hearing.

The CHAIR.\N-. Mr. Maraziti. will you please use the mike?

Mr. MARAZITI. I thought I was.

Mr. Dean, I will begin again. On the March 21 1973 transcript, did you
recall this conversation with the President in which you said

Mr. SHAFFER. Could we have the page ? 1

Mr. DEAN. Go ahead(l. sir-.

Mr. MARAZITI. "The reason that I thought we ought to talk this
mornning because. in the conversation I had the impression that you
don't know everything I know, and it makes it very difficult for you
to make Judgments that only you can make on some of these things."

And then he goes Oil; "in other words, I had to know why you feel we
shoul]dll't unra vel something. an(l talk about we have a cancer)
within.'" Is that the first time you mention the problem to the
President ?

Mr. I)EAN-. No. sir.

Alr. MARA. ZITI. When did you mention the problem before?

Mr I)EAN-. W(11 VOII have On the record(l the fact that I raised that
with him on the preceding evening, that I thought that he ought to
understand the implications of everything. Thr e were other
conversations. The conversation on the 27th where I tried to tell him
I had a problem.

Mr. MARAZITI. 27th of what w
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Mr. DEAN. Of February. And I think that the other tapes are going

to be the best evidence of some of the conversations that I had that
are only
Mr. MARAZITI. Well, why would it be necessary for you to bring it

up if you told him before ?

Mr. DEAN. Well, because, based on the fact that there was now an

other demand on the White House and the fact—

Mr. MARAZITI. Excuse me just a moment. You mentioned a term

White House. Well, will you mention an individual or individuals. You

can't make demands on a building.

Mr. DEAN. Yes, I understand. The fact that there had been a de

mand sent to me threatening Ehrlichman, called to my attention
that I should call to the President's attention that it was now time
to stop paying, to stop covering up, because we had not been acting

properly and 1 thought it was time to go in and lay that out.

Mr. MARAZITI. Well, you were satisfied that the President did not

have the information and for that reason you went into very explicit

detail in that conversation, talking about the facts ?

Mr. DEAN. I did not presume to know everything that his other ad

visors had told him. I felt that when I dealt with the President, I
gave,
you know, so and so, and so and so. I went in and said here is what I
am
going to tell you, and that was my approach. That's the way I raised

it the night before.

I made reference to the fact that Ehrlichman had been down to see



him. I didn't make Ehrlichman was down to see you about Hunt. I said
before you make any further judgments, to look at the whole picture
and the implication of that picture, because I thought we had to talk
about criminal liabilities or individuals ill the White House and I

wanted to get the President thinking in these terms.

Mr. MARAZITI. Wells you had the impression that he didn't know

everything ? Those were. your wordss, were they not ?

Mr. DEAN. Well, if you remembered, those were the words of the

preceding evening and I think you will see what I was saying, and as

I testified before the Senate.

Mr. MARAZITI. On the question of executive privilege, is it your opin

ion that the President was not waiving executive privilege in your
case ?

Mr. DEA N . When, sir?

Mr. MARAZITI. Well. It March 41 or > I, 197:3 ?

Mr. DE.AN. Well, I think the President made a number of public

statements about whether Dean would or would not appear and he
was
ready to test executive pr ivilege in the courts on I)ean at one time
and,
in fact
Mr. MARAZITI. On Ap)ril IS, 197.3——

Mr. DEAN-. On April l 5.

Fir. MARAZITI. Or I 6th ?

Mr. DE AN. 1 16th.

Mr. MARAZITI. Is it your opinion he would not waive executive privi

lege on your behalf ?



Mr. I)E.AN. He told me I should(l not talk about

Mr . MARAZITI. Well did(l he or didn't he ?

Mr. Dl.EAN. I think the transcript speaks for itself. He says you vi
won't

talk about those Presidential conversations

41.574 0 - 74 - 23



342

Mr. MARAZITI. If I read to you, in the conversation of April 16! 1973,
and ask you if you recall "The President, one other thing on this
privilege thing, nothing is privileged that involves wrongdoing."

Mr. SHAFFER. Mr. Chairman, could I please have the page. My client
may know it, but he needs effective assistance of counsel.

The CII.AIRMAN. Would you identify the page Mr. Maraziti ?

Mr. MARAZITI. I am reading from the Presidential transcript on page
802, the April 16, 1973, transcript And it is only three or four lines.
I can read it slowly, and I think we can save time that way.

"One other thing '3

The CHAIRMAN. Well, the time of the gentleman has expired. I will
give the gentleman time to answer the question. The witness will
answer the question.

Mr. DEAN. I don't think the question was ever posed.

Mr. M.ARAZITI. Well. the question, Mr. Chairman—thank you, Mr.
Chairman, was simply this, did he recall this statement and I was on
the verge of furnishing it when counsel properly asked you for a
reference. With your permission, Mr. Chairman, I will finish the
question.

Do you recall this statement by the President "one other thing on
this privilege thing, nothing is privileged that involves wrongdoing. '

Mr. DEAN. that is correct.

The PRESIDENT. On your part or the part of anyone else. I am telling
you now that when you testify, if you do, to say that the President
told you that. Would you do that. Would you agree to do that?

Mr. DEAN. Yes, sir.

Do you recall that ?

Mr. DEAN. I recall that the President in that conversation said that,
as he did the preceding evening, that I wasn't to talk about anything
that involved the President. He was talking about anything that



involved me, myself, that he didn't consider to be executive
privilege. He was also talking, as I perceived it, as the public
relations side of this, and I told him I didn't really, I didn't plan to
get into any Presidential conversations and I didn't care what he
said publicly.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has again expired.

Mr. Thornton ?

Mr. THORNTON. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Dean, I believe at one point during your testimony, you described
yourself as a firefighter and referred a conversation with Mr.
Haldeman relating to a time when you had been called back from
Paris because of something happening. Is that correct ?

Mr. DEAN. That was the Kleindienst hearing with regard to his
confirmation, w which I shorthanded as the ITT hearings.

Mr. THORNTON. With regard to that reference, were you given an
assignment, a task to perform in connection with that hearing?

Mr. DFAN. Well. when I came back, Mr. Colson had already taken
charge, and I was given some assignments to go to the Director of
the FBI and take the Dita Beard memo over! and get the lab to take a
testing on it to see whether it was a valid or invalid memorandum
and assignments of that nature. [ was also asked to liaison with the
ITT people which I didn't end up) doing Somebody else ended up doing.
I was also asked to have somebody on my staff monitor the

It See TIJC Transcripts p. 197.
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hearings, which we did, and report back as to what was going on in
the hearings. We were, I would have to say, at best on the fringe. Mr.
Ehrlichman assigned one of the people in my office to collect all of
the papers in the White House relating to ITT, an(l that was done. and
they were filed in my office. 80? I can't really say I was in charge or
had a task, but I was certainly involved periodically in the
discussions and in the problem.

Mr. THORNTON. This assignment was made by Mr. Ehrlichman or Mr.
Haldeman or both ?

Mr. I)EAN. It was made by Mr. Ehrlichman, but Mr. Colson was really
given the charge of the operation.

Mr. THORNTON-. And I believe

Mr. DEAN. And(1 Colson and I didn't see eye to eve on everything, and
so I can t really say I participated in it to any full degree.

Mr. THORNTON. With regard to the conversation you had with}l Mr.
Haldeman, I believe you testified he said that every time you left the
country you had to come back Or something like that ? I am not
trying to paraphrase or put or use your words, but do you recall such
a comment being made ?

Mr. DEAN. Yes, I do.

Mr. THORNTON. In what time did this conversation with Alr. Haldeman
take place ?

Mr. I)EAN. This occurred, as I recall it, was made on the morning of
June 90,1972, when I first saw him. I He had been in Florida. I had
been in the Far East and he made this comment cryptically and in a
humor ous vein at that time.

Mr. THORNTON. And did you regard that as an acknowledgement or as
a direction that you should become involved in tasks in connection
with}l the problem which was then before you ?

Mr. DEAN-. NO. I took it as a jab at my junket.

Mr. THRONTON. Well, Mr. I)ean I want to ask y ou whether in
connection with your employment as counsel to the President, did



that job character remain l)asica]ly the same throughout your tenure
at the White House, or were there changes in the character ?

Mr. I)EAN. The job change(l. I started out as a solo man and slowly
built fairly substantial staff. We did what we considered as we ran a
small law firm in the W hite House and until this all happened we
were proud of what we had done. We thought we gave good advice we
turned of some crazy schemes and, of course, all of that seems
forgotten now. And I can only say that fortunately nobody else in my
staff has any involvement in this and I held it to myself and carried
it that way so I think the l rest of the staff can be proud to have
worked there.

Mr. THORNTON. Mr. Dean, I thank you for your testimony and I yield
back the balance of my time.

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will recess for 10 minutes.

[Short recess.]

The C:HAIRMAN. The committee will come to order. And I will
recognize the gentleman from Pennsylvania who reserved his time,
Mr. Eilberg.

Mr. EILBERG.. Mr. (chairman. I would like to yield my time to the
gentleman from Michigan, Mr. Conyers.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. C:onyers.



344

Mr. Conyers. I thank the gentleman for yielding to me. Mr. I)ean,

did you at any time ever attempt to conceal the facts of watergate

from the President of the t United States ?

Mr. I)EAN. NO, Sir whenever I was asked a question I answered the

question. I think there were times that I didn't walk in every time
and
volunteer everything that might be on my mind, but rather I was

responsive to any inquiry ~~,T he ever made.

Mr. CONYERS. Thank YOU. I)id you ever attempt at any time to con

ceal any of the facts or identification of the parties involved in the

coverup fr om the President ?

Mr. DEAN. No, sir.

Mr. CONYERS. Was it your view that the President needed little or no

advising in this area ?

Mr. DEAN. Well, I felt strongly at a couple of points that I had to

advise him. I thought, one I had to advise him of my own involvement
very early on when on the. ' 27th of February when; I first started
resorting to him he turned me around on that, that that was
something
I shouldn't worry about. I felt I had to advise him that the coverup
might not hold up forever, and I recall doing that on two occasions,
the end of the conversation of the lath of September. And again on
the

next time I saw him, on the 27th of February.

Ml . (Con YI RS. Excuse me, Mr. Chairman. Can we have order, please ?

The {,1~~ AIRMAN. The committee will be ill order.



Mr. DEAN. I thought that I had to advise him my reaction as to how

to handle the matter of Mr. Hunt's demand when that came in and I
was h aving direct communication with him that he should
understand
the broadest implications of all of this before he made any
judgments.
So, I would say that I did feel at times that it was my duty to offer
my

counsel.

Mr. CONYERS. Thank you, sir. I have one further question. I think

you have previously testified that as far as you knew, Mr. Haldeman
never exceeded his authority in giving instructions or directions in
his capacity in the White House. Does that apply to Mr. Ehrlichman

and yourself as well, sir?

Mr. DEAN. I can speak with regard to myself. I remember rending

a reference in the press once that I had apparently—Mr. Kleindienst
said that I had used the President's name all over the place. I did
not do that until the President specifically told me to use his name
with Mr. Kleindienst, and then quite regularly I was using the Presi
dent's name. Before that—first of all I knew Mr. Kleindienst too
well to he y)resumptious enough to go over there and tell him the
Pres i
dent said something when that wasn't the fact. I have no—I can
only speak for myself but I cannot recall doing anything I felt was
exceeding my authority or the understanding of the directions I had

been given by superiors.

Mr. CONYERS. Thank you.

I don't have any further questions.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Latta.

Mr. LATTA. Mr. Dean, I learned this afternoon that you became

aware of this coverup) operation shortly after you came back from



Manila. is that correct?

Mr. DEAN. That is correct.
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Mr. LATTA. Well, then why on the 16th of April 1973, more than or

almost a year later did you respond to the President thusly and you
might want to follow this and this is on page 192 of these hearings

The PRESIDENT. But you remember when you came in I asked you this
specific question: "Is anybody on the White House staff involved?"
you told me "No."

Mr. DEAN That's right. And I have no knowledge

Now, how does that square with what you have just told me ?

Mr. DEAN-. It squares perfectly, Congressman. We are talking

Ml. LATTA. Explain how that squares.

Mr. DEAN. It squares because the r eference there is to pre-June 17.

Mr. LATTA. Where is the references

Mr. DEAN. Well, you would have to have been party to the
conversation to understand it but I think if you read it through you
will see that that is a reference to pre. Certainly that was my first
impression when I read it and it was my recollection of the
conversation.

Mr. LATTA. Now, Aid you m ake some testimony here today that on
the 25th of March, 1973* that the President turned you aroun(-l on
this question of paying Hunt's attorney's fees and the support
payments?

Mr. DEAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. LATTA. Well], how does that square with your testimony that you
gave before the U.S. Senate, and I might refer you to page 1423, and
you said, and I quote:

The money matter was left very much hanging at that meeting.
Nothing was resolved .

Mr. DEAN. I think I have been asked that question several times today.



Mr. LATTA. Well, I am asking it again because I didn't get the answer
once.

Mr. I)EAN-. Well, the answer is quite clear that the reference in the
Senate testimony was to raising of $1 million and the raising of the
money which was left very much hanging. As far as the question of
whether there would be payments, I had the impression that, ones I
had not convinced the President that that should not be done; two
that he had persuaded me that it was something that was going to be
done but, three I had no responsibility for it.

Mr. I,AIT\. Now, going back to your trip or your arrival from Manila
when you first learned about these demands for money, you were at
that time counsel to the President. So you testified here. Don't you
think it would have been appropriate at that time, as soon as you
found out about that to have gone right in to the President and
reported that to him ?

Mr. DEAN-. Senator, I am sure you are very familiar

Mr. I, LATTA. Don't put me in the other body.

Mr. DEAX. Excuse me. Congressman, I am sure you are familiar

with my Senate testimony.

Mr. LATTA. I have it before me. I am sure.

Mr. DEAN. And that question came up on numerous occasions. Mr.
Talmadge asked me, several people asked me that very question as to
well, why didn't you just walk into the President's office. You just
didn't do that. I went through Mr. Haldeman if I wanted to see the
President and I wasn't presumptions enough to do that. The other

1 See EIJC transcript p. 192
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thing is I was asked well, why didn't you just open the door. And my
answer in the Senate would he as it would be today that, well there
are a lot of Secret Service men standing around that office and you
don't just go barging in.

Mr. LATTA. You could have gone to Mr. Haldeman and gotten in,
couldn't you ?

Mr. DEAN. Mr. Haldeman and I were talking about the v ery problem.

Mr. LATTA. And he said you couldn't t talk to the President on a
matter of this importance ?

Mr. DEAN. He was talking about how to deal with the problem, not
how to get the information to the President.

Mr. LATTA. Now, speaking about Mr. Haldeman, y ou said in answer to
a query by the gentleman from Michigan that Mr . I Haldeman never
ex(eeded his authority. Did you know everything Ml. Haldeman did in
the White House ?

Mr. DEAN. I think I qualified that answer.

Mr. I~~.~~rrA. How did you qualify it? I think you better qualify it.

Mr. DEAN. I didn t know what Mr. Haldeman and—what Mr. l Haldeman's
relationship was with the Presidents so I couldn't say—I could only
in answer to the very broad question say I had no knowledge that he
ever had.

No one ever brought it to my attention.

Mr. LATTA. But you didn't know everything that Mr. Haldeman did in
the White House. and as a consequence you don't know for sure
whether he exceeded his author ity or not i

Mr. DEAN. That is correct.

Mr. LATTA. Now in answer to a question by Ms. Jordan—

Mr. DEAN. I don't know that he did or did not is the answer.

Mr. LATTA. In answer to a very general question that the President



was in charge or something«r to that effect you answered "yes. ' You
didn't mean to leave the implication at the time of this break-in that
he was in charge of directing, the break-in or at the time of the
coverup that he was ill charge of the coverup ?

Mr. DEAN. That was not the questions Congressman.

Mr. LATTA. It was a general question, as I stated initially so we are
not including,r that in the very general question an(l you answer that
he was in charge ?

Ml. DE AN'. I did not draw any specifics from that general  question. I
was asked a general question and gave my answer.

The (?CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. Ms.
Holtzman.

Ms. HOLTZMAN-. Thank you, Mr. C:hairman. Mr. Dean. I w ould like to
refer your attention to a conversation you had with the President
and Mr. Haldeman on March 13.1973 and especially pages 47 and 48
of our committee transcript in which you had a discussion with Mr.
Haldeman about the need to make Mr Colson an unpaid consultant and
there was some reference about drawing up a piece of paper that
would show that he was a consultant as of March 10 and backdating
that piece of paper is that correct ?

Mr. I)E XN. That is correct.

Ms. HOLTZMAN. In substance. Now, to your information, was any such
piece of paper drawn up ?

T See HJC Transcripts PP 47-48
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Mr. DEAN. I believe it was.

Ms. HOLTZMAN. Can you tell me who did it and when to the best of
your information ?

Sir. 1)E.\5-. I can only tell you that if there is such a document or
was such a document there would have been a record of it. It was to
be something to be put in the personnel office or to be kept in Mr.
Kehrli s office. Mr. Colson was very concerned that that be done and
he was concerned about the extent of his coverage.

Ms. HOLTZMAN. 1 don't mean to interrupt, Mr. Dean I just want to
know if you have any information about who did draw up such a piece
of paper?

Mr. DEAX. No; I don't.

Ms. HOLTZMAN. Or the date of such ?

Mr . I)E.AN. Aro. It would have been about this time that it was done.

Ms. HOLTZMAN. Thank you. I would like to refer your attention next to
a political matters memorandum(llml that was sent by Mr. Strachan
to Ml. Haldeman on February l, 1972. And on page five of that
memorandum there is a statement that John Dean summarized and
intelligenced the evaluation committee report on the demonstrations
planned for the Republican National Convention in San Diego.^' I)o you
recall preparing memorandum for Ml'. i Haldeman regardingthe
summary of the intelligence evaluation committee's report on these
planned demonstrations?

Mr. DEAN-. I recall one of the members of my staff, Mr. David Wilson,
prepared such a document that was a regular practice to do.

Ms. HOLTZMAN. Now, the Intelligence Evaluation Committee was a
result of the Huston plan, is that correct ?

Mr. DEAN. Well, it was a first step in the Huston plan and that is as
far a step as it ever went. And I am unaware of any illegal activities
by the Evaluation Committee.

Ms. HOLTZMAN. Now, on this Intelligence Evaluation Committee there
were representatives of the CIA and the FBI, is that correct?



Mr. DEAN. That is my understanding yes.

Ms. HOLTZMA.\N. And did they engage in any other political activities
like this, to your knowledge such as doing reports on planned
demonstrations for Republican Conventions? Did they ever engage, to
your know]edge, any other political activities ?

Ml. DEAN. When I, after shortly after my meeting with Mr. Haldeman
in 1971, I called the head of the Evaluation Committee over to my
office and told him that we would like to have the Evaluation
Committee be up on all types of demonstrations that might have any
impact on the campaign. And I think there were probably numerous
such documents and there would be a record of those documents that
were sent to our office.

Ms. HOLTZMAN
-. And the campaign that you are referring to is the campaign for the
reelection of the President, President Nixon?

Mr. DEAN. For the reelection of the President, that is correct.

Ms. HOLTZM.\N. And would such memorandum be in your files in the
White House regarding any such political evaluations in connection
with the President's campaign ?

Mr. DEAN I don't know whats in my files today. I know Mr. Wilson and
before that Mr. Caulfield who received those documents sent them
all to the central files, I believe.



Ms. HOLTZMAN. Did you customarily, when you received reports from
this Intelligence Evaluations Committee regarding any planned
demonstrations in connection with the President's reelection
campaign, did you as a practice forw ard such reports or summaries
to MI-. Haldeman?

Mr. DEAN. Yes. If they seemed to merit his attention. There was a
decision made as to whether it was significant or not.

Ms. HOLTZMAN. Thank you very much, .Mr. Dean. I don't have any
further questions, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Owens.

Mr. OWENS. Mr. Dean, I want to ask you an unusual type question,
perhaps for the hearing today. I have a bunch of questions otherwise
I will ask you.

But I would like to ask you whether there is any information, of
which you have first-hand knowledge, facts, data, which you think
are relevant to this committee's consideration, and which you have
not r evealed either to the Senate Select Committee or to us today ?
Are there other facts that you think that ought to come before this
impeachment inquiry that have not been offered in response to
questions, either before the Ervin Committee or this one ?

Mr. DEAN. Now that is a difficult question for me to ans wer, because
I have always had the concern that there are things in my mind that I
cannot recall. From time to time, I have had documents presented or
things said or read transcripts that have brought other things into
my mind .

Mr. OWENS. But you have nothing in your mind, nothing in your mind
this evening ?

Mr. I)EAN. No, sir .

Mr. ()wE>TS. ()f that nature?

Mr. DE.AN. NO! sir. I do not.

Mr. OWENS. Mr. Chairman. would it be appropriate to extend to Mr.
I)ean the option of offering an affidavit to this committee
subsequently if he should think of anything ?



Mr. I)EnxTts. Mr. Chairman, I would certainly object to that. at least
unless we let every other witness we have had have the same
opportunity. I think, and the right to examine and cross-examine.
Now, w e are taking testimony here today. Now. the idea of allowing
these witnesses to come in and file anything ex parte afterwards
that they

Mr. OWENS. I would rather not waste my time arguing. I am just askin
g if it is appropriate.

The CHAIRMAN. Well, I think in light of the fact that the witness is
here and subject to questioning, it would be improper for him to
submit statements ex parte.

Mr. OWENS. OK, I accept that.

To your knowledge as a member of the White House staff,, were you
ever aware of anything! any significant fact or information v which
Mr. Hal(leman shielded from the President which in y OUI opinion, did
the President a disservice or should have gone to the President?

Mr. DEAN. I don't believe I can testify to that because I was not
always privy to

Mr. OWENS. I understand that. I said was there anything of your
knowledge that Mr. I Haldeman ever kept from the President which.
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in your opinion, was a piece of information which the President
ought to have ? And I am not just talking about Watergate ?

Mr. DEAN. No.

Mr. OWENS. I am talking about anything to your knowledge within the
knowledge of the White House staff

Mr. DEAN. To the contrary, I have always had the impression from my
discussions with Mr. Ehrlichman and Mr. Haldeman both that they
were informing him of things I was passing along.

Mr. OWENS. And you know of no specific item. That was my question.

Mr. DEAN. There is nothing in my present recollection of that nature,
no.

Mr. OWENS. All right. I refer you to the committee transcript of the
conversation of March 21 amount. At the end, as I read the
President's final instruction, there seems to have been a plan—the
plan seemed to have been in part aimed at asking Mr. Kleindienst to
get Judge Sirica to delay sentencing of Mr. Hunt, which was
scheduled for 2 days later. Were you aware of anyone ever following
up on that ?

Mr. DEAN. No, sir. No, sir, I was not.

Mr. OWENS. You know of no contacts of Mr. Kleindienst or any contact
between Mr. Kleindienst and Judge Sirica in that regard ?

Mr. DEAN. No.

Mr. OWENS. Or of the President following it up in any other way ?

Mr. DEAN. I have no knowledge of it.

Mr. OWENS. Did anyone else ever tell you about the payment—perhaps
you have testified to this, but did anyone else ever tell you about the
payment of $7S,000, other than just the reference you made earlier
to Mr. Mitchell's reassurance the next morning ?

Mr. DEAN. No, sir. I didn't learn of what the dollar amount was until
many, many, many months later.



Mr. OWENS. Did you learn that it had been taken care of from any
source other than reference to Mr. Mitchell on the morning of March
21?

Mr. DEAN. No; I did not.

Mr. OWENS. Let me refer you to Mr. Ha}deman's testimony before the
Senate select committee. It is p age 2901 hut I don't know which— it
is 7 SSC 29()1. Mr. l{Haldeman deals with a conversation he had with
you on March}l 26 by long-distance phone. You were at Camp David.
And he was referring to the problem of blackmail and he says this on
page 2902:

"Then there was a problem of blackmail to the White House directly
He '—meaning you as I read it--"He said there were two instances of
that. One, Mrs. Hunt called Co]son's secretary and said something
about a demand for money. The other was Hunt's the preceding week."
Presumably the preceding week to March 26.

Do you know do you have detail as to what instance he is talking
about, Mls. Hunt's conversation with Air. Co]son's secretary?

Mr. DEAN. Yes; this either preceding—I am not sure whether it was

preceding or simultaneous with or shortly after the conversation
which occurred approximately on November 13. 1972 when Mr. Colson
received a call from Mr. Hunt and that c all was recorded by Mr.
Colson, in w hich}l he was saying that, well], we have gone along
With this thing
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long enough and the cheapest commodity is money, now let's do
something about it, and I am going to lay this memorandum on
Parkinson's desk on Monday whatever it was—I am being very general
in my characterization of it.

About this time, in this time frame, Mrs. Hunt was calling Joan Hall,
who is Mr. Colson's secretary, calling her at home, calling her at the
office, and the like. She asked Colson, he told her to come to me
after she explained to him what was going on, and I told her, don't
take the calls.

I went to O'Brien and asked Mr. O'Brien, I said. "This is absurd to have
these calls coming in here," and Mr. O'Brien proceeded to get the
calls turned off.

Mr. OWENS. Was money paid as a result of that ?

Mr. DEAN. Well, it was not as a result of it. Well, it was a
culmination of the conversation that (Colson received directly and
the increasing demands of Mrs. Hunt, and then ultimately in
December, early December, the money was paid.

Mr. OWENS. By whom and how much ?

Mr. DEAN. That was paid, that was the first bite of the apple, as the
term is referred to in my discussions with Mr. Haldeman of the
money that was in his custody. Mr. Sloan took the money to Mr. LaRue
and Mr. LaRue made the arrangements.

Mr. OWENS. Did you say how much ?

Mr. DEAN-. I don't know. It was between 40 and 70. I just don't know
what the precise dollar amount v as.

Mr. OWENS. Fine. Thank you.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. Mezvinsky.

Mr. MEZVINSKY. Mr. Dean, you have testified with regard to the
activity regarding the use of IRS. Were you aware at the time when
you were asking for this information that this could be a violation of



a Federal statute, that it could be a felony ?

Mr. DEAN. No sir, that was not in my conscience at the time.

Mr. MEZVINSKY. Where did you get, in your mind, the authority to ask
for this information ? Did you feel that the authority came directly
from the President ?

Mr. DEAN. Not in the first instance, no; I didn't. I felt my—I felt as a
result of my meeting on September 15 that I had to go back and talk
to Johnnie Walters again and see if there could be something done.

Mr. MEZVINSKY. Did you then feel that after September 15, your
authority came from the President ?

Mr. DEAN. Yes, sir, I did.

Mr. MEZVINSKY. Now, you mentioned the McGovern list and the
enemies' list. Do you have any information as to any other
individuals that may not be classified as enemies—namely, friends?
Mr. Rebozo? Are you familiar at all—did you have anything(r to do
with the activities with IRS regarding Mr. Rebozo ?

Mr. DEAN. With regard to IRS, I do not recall having any dealings in
Mr. Rebozo's behalf; no.

Mr. MEZVTNSKY. With John Wayne ? With Billy Graham ?

Mr. I)EAN. Yes I do. I recall requesting information that was asked of
me. I think there are exhibits that I submitted to the Senate.
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By the time I got the information I got a note back from Mr.
Haldeman's office that this has already been taken care of.

MI . MEZVINSKY. This is regarding Billy Graham ?

Mr. DEAN. Yes; and I think John Wayne also. I am not sure.

Mr. MEZVINSKY. And John Wayne also.

Was it your understanding that when you did this, this was at the
behest of the President ?

Mr. DENS-. I can't presume that understanding. I just didn't know.

Ml. MEZVINSKY. Now, the other matter, you mentioned just in
passing—I just want to understand what knowledge you have—
regarding the signing of the President's tax returns. What role did
you have at all with that, Mr. Dean ?

You just said you exited the people in and he signed the returns. Do
you have any information or knowledge you can give the committee
regarding the matter of the President s tax returns and the signing
thereof ?

Mr. DEAN. No, sir; I would say I was the exiter in and the exiter out
and not the preparer or the custodian of any information that related
to them. That was done by Mr. DeMarco in the Kalmbach-DeMarco
firm.

Mr. MEZVINSKY. Regarding the tax matter that has just been revealed
today regarding a news reporter for the Washington Star-News, did
you, regarding that particular use of IRS, again, you were involved in
that ?

Mr. DEAN. I don't know what the reference is.

Mr. MEZVINSKY. I am sorry. Mr. Doyle, James Doyle—I mean James
Polk.

Mr. DEAN. Polk ?

Mr. MEZVINSKY. Yes. Mr. Polk and the use of IRS after an article that
he wrote r egarding Mr. Kalmbach. Are you aware of that i



Mr. I)EAN. I have a general awareness. I think I turned those
documents, everything I knew about it, over to the Select
(committee. Whatever I know was a result of Mr. Caulfield's efforts
in that behalf and he would be your best witness.

Mr. MEZVINSKY. OK. I have one last question which is separate from
the tax.

We have Patrick Gray's Senate Watergate testimony which indicates
that between June 23 in 1972 and July 6 in 1972, you made several
phone calls to him urging that the FBI not interview Kenneth
Dalllberg and Manuel Ogarrio. Can y ou tell the committee if you
made these phone calls and if so, why ?

Mr. DEAN. Well, I don't dispute Mr. Gray's testimony. I would have to
look specifically at the testimony to refresh my recollection as to
what he is referring to. I do recall conversations with Mr. Gray about
the problem. I recall going to his office and asking him what he was
going to do with them and requesting whether he could slow down
and things of this nature, which I think I have already testified to
some of these things.

Mr. MEZVINSKY. Were you at all concerned as to what could arise in
case Mr. Dahlberg and Mr. Ogarrio were in fact brought to the
attention of the FBI ?

Mr. DEAN. I was aware that there was great embarrassment on the
fact of Dahlberg, because he was really just fronting for Duane An



352

dreas and this caused Mr. Stans great concern. It caused Mr. Mitchell
concern. I reported it to Mr. Haldeman and Alr. Ehrlichman and they
seemed to have concern, and also some knowledge about it

As far as the Ogarrio check, I only knew that—and that is sheer
speculation on my part, because they were not explicit with me—that
it was a corporate contribution and that Mr. Allen had an awful lot of
problems as a result of it and personally was going to hav e to cover
for it and things of this nature.

Mr. MEZVINSKY. And was it the worry that it could be traced to the
Committee to Reelect the President ? That is the obvious problem.

Mr. DEAN. Well, yes, yes; but I was also told that this money was not
money that had really involved the Watergate. It was not the money
that Liddy had used.

Now, whether that is true or false, I don't know to this day. I just
know what I was told.

Mr. MEZVINSKY. I have no further questions.

The (:CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. MEZVINSKY. Thank you! Mr. CHAIRMAN.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. I)ean, I just have a couple of questions. Would you
kindly refer to the committee print of the transcripts of this
hearing, to the September 15 transcript on page 15 ? This makes
reference to conversations that were between you and the President
and Haldeman and it has reference to the Patman hearings. I read
through here, and without imposing on the committee, because they
have it before them, a tremendous concern, and I think when I use
the adjective "tremendous," I think that it probably does not in any
way I think exaggerate that there is tremendous concern on the part
of the President and Haldeman and yourself concerning those
hearings and the developments of those hearings. And throughout
there are some expressions by you as to developments and the
possibilities of developments. What were your concerns ?

Mr. dean. Well, I don't think they were mine alone, because I had
conversations with Mr. Haldeman about this, I had conversationswith
Mr. Timmons, I had conversations w ith Mr. Stans, I had



conversations with Mr. Mitchell, I had conversations v ith Mr.
Ehrlichman. Their witness list looked like a very great threat if they
got—that was one problem, the people they might call.

The second v as their subpena power. If they could get their
investigators out in the field, we were very concerned as to v hat
they might stumble into. This was another investigation that we
were just concerned would get out of control and could possibly
unravel what was being tied into a tight little ball.

The (:HAJRMAN. Outside of what is in these transcripts or in this
transcript in particular, were there any other conversations
regarding actions that were to be taken or which werecommlmicated
to you by any of the individuals involved in this particular
conversation ?

Mr. DEAN Yes: there were. T had extended conversations with Mr.
Timmons where he was working on getting votes that would cut the
hearings of. His name was on the witness list which gave him an
incentive to even have a greater interest in the problem. He—I had a
number of conversations with
 Mr. Mitchell. Mr. Mitchell was having dealings with members of the
New York delegation and was counting
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noses there and had certain votes of assurance. I had a fairly
accurate

nose count before the day they voted whether to hold hearings or not
and the White House knew that we had turned enough votes around
that we would have it under control.

Now, I am not saying—when I Say this, I am not saying that the
members were fully aware of why the White House was as concerned
as we were.

The CHAIRMAN . Well the White House in particular, the individuals
who are named here. Let me read you some conversations.

On page 15).1

PRESIDENT. Well, the game has to be played awfully rough I don't
know—Now, you, you'll follow through with—who will over there?
Who—Timmons, or with Ford, or—How's it going to operate?

HALDEMAN. I'll talk to Bill. I think—Yeah.

DEAN. Dick Cook has been working.

Then on page 16: the President: 1

I think maybe that's the thing to do [unintelligible]. This is, this is
big, big play. I'm getting into this thing. So that he.—he's got to know
that it comes from the top.

HALDEMAN. Yeah.

PRESIDENT. That s what he s got to know.

DEAN. Right.

PRESIDENT. And if he [unintelligible] and we're not going to I can't
talk to him myself—and that he's got to get at this and screw this
thing up while he can, right ?

Then down below:

PRESIDENT Right, just tell him that, tell, tell, tell Ehrlichman to get



Brown in and Ford in and then they can all work out something. But,
they ought to get off their asses and push it. No use to let Patman
have a free ride here.

DEAN. Well, we can, we can keep them well briefed on moves if
they'll, if they'll move when we provide them with the strategy. And
we will have a raft of depositions going the other way soon. We will
be hauling the, the O'Briens in and the like, and uh, on our abuse of
process suit.

Mr. DEAN. That latter part is a reference to something else. It goes
some into the civil Suits after that.

The CHAIRMAN. Outside of what is in here did you have any further
conversations with regard to the Patman inquiry with the President
or with Haldeman

Mr. DEAN. No, I had—wells with Haldeman and Ehrlichman. I had
conversations with Henry Petersen where Henry Petersen would
write a letter to the committee explaining the Delaney case.

The CHAIRMAN. I n an effort to close off: the Patman hearings ?

Mr. DEAN. To close off the Patman hearings; that is correct.

The CHAIRMAN. The timekeeper tells me my time is Up.

Mr. DE\N. Excuse me. If I can completely answer the question.

Mr. Petersen tells me there was a legitimate argument why they
should not. And that fit right into the pattern if he would write that
letter, which he felt strongly about, that would help the cause of the
White House.

That was another subject.

The CHAIRMAN-. Well! all the time has expired and the witness is
excused.

We want to thank you for coming here.

See HJC Transcript p. 15.
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Mr. JENNER. Mr. Chairman, may I ask just a few questions ?

The CHAIRMAN. Two questions.

Mr. JENNER. I ask the committee and the witness to turn to page 122
of the tapes transcript. In the top paragraph, Air. I)ean, the third
sentence, reading "Apparently Mitchell has talked to Pap)pas"—this
is you speaking—"and I called him last night—John asked me to call
him last night." Who is the John ? W]ho is the John to whom you are
referring there ?

Mr. DEAN. That first John is John Ehrlichman asked me to call
Mitchell the preceding evening on the 20th.

Mr. JENNER. And that sentence goes on, "John asked me to call him
last night after our discussion."

Is that your discussion with Mr. Ehrlichman ?

Mr. DEAN. That is correct.

Mr. JENNER. "And after you'd met with John.''

To whom are you referring with the use of the word "you'd", y-o-u-'d
?

Mr. DEAN. That must be to Mr. l Haldeman. I just can't be certain. I
would like to read it in context. It is very difficult just to pick out
that sentence and get the feel of the conversation.

Mr. JENNER. We are having trouble with the antecedents here of
pronouns. Would you look at it and explain the sentences, the clauses
?

Mr. DEAN. I was addressing the President at this time. because I
remember addressing to him about the call to Mitchell an(l the,
regarding the Grecians bearing gifts, so that would he the President
I was referring to, "you'd."

Air. JENNER. The y-o-u-'-d, you were addressing that to the
President ?

Mr. DEAN-. That is right.



Mr. JENNER. And the "you'd" refers to the President himself, is that
correct ?

MI . I)EAN. That is correct.

Ml. JENNER. And you are saying that the President met with John
C,hllichlnan to see where that was? Is that what you are saying
now?

Mr. DE.\5-. That is what that sentence says, yes.

Mr. JENNER. And when you say, "And I, I said, have you talked to, to
Pappas", to whom are you referring there ?

Mr. DEAN. Mr. Tom Pappas.

MI. JENNER. No, I'm sorry. To whom are you addressing that remark is
my question.

Mr. DEAN. 'And I said have you"—that is a reference to Mitchell—
"talked to Pappas." He was at home and Martha picked up the phone so
it was all in code. "Did you", in reference to Mitchell, "talk to the
Greek."

"And he said," reference to Mitchell "Yes, I have", I being Mitchell.

And I said, Dean, "Is the Greek bearing gifts." He. Mitchell, said,
"Well, I want to call you tomorrow on that."

Mr. JENNER. Did you ever have any conversation with Ml . Mitchell
about the matter subsequently that next day or any day following as
to whether he had called Mr. Pappas to seek funds ?



Mr. DEAN. No, I didn't, because by that time, these referred—we had
had several previous conversations about Mr. Pappas and his ability
to assist in raising money. And really, after the 21st, or the meeting
of the 22d, the two meetings we had, all day meetings, I didn't see
Mr. Mitchell for some time. Mr. JENNER. I have I10 further questions,
Mr. Chairman. Thank you. The CHAIRMAN. Thank you. Thank you very
much, Mr. Dean. The witness is excused. Mr. McCLORY. Mr. Chairman, I
ask unanimous consent that the scope of the testimony of John Dean
III be released. [Material unrelated to testimony of witness deleted.]
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it is so ordered We will recess
until 10 o'clock tomorrow morning. Whereupon, at 8:35 p.m.., the
committee recessed to reconvene at 1() a.m., Friday, July 12,1974.]




