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FOREWARD

By Hon. Peter W. Rodino, Jr.,
Chairman

Committee on the Judiciary

On February 6, 1974, the House of Representatives

adopted by a vote of 410-4 the following House Resolution 803:

RESOLVED, That the Committee on the Judiciary acting as a whole

or by any subcommittee thereof appointed by the Chairman for the

purposes hereof and in accordance with the Rules of the

Committee, is authorized and directed to investigate fully and

completely whether sufficient grounds exist for the House of

Representatives to exercise its constitutional power to impeach

Richard M. Nixon, President of the United States of America. The

committee shall report to the House of Representatives such

resolutions, articles of impeachment, or other recommendations

as it deems proper. On May 9, 1974, as Chairman of the Committee

on the Judiciary, I convened the Committee for hearings to

review the results of the Impeachment Inquiry staff's

investigation. The hearings were convened pursuant to the

Committee's Impeachment Inquiry Procedures adopted on May 2,

1974.

(III)



These Procedures provided that President Nixon should
be

accorded the opportunity to have his counsel present
throughout the

_ .

hearings and to receive a copy of the statement of

information and related documents and other evidentiary

material at the time that those materials are furnished to

the members.

Mr. James D. St. Clair, Special Counsel to the President,

was present throughout the initial presentation by the

Impeachment Inquiry staff. Following the completion of the

initial presentation the Committee resolved, in accordance with

its Procedures, to invite the President's counsel to respond in

writing to the Committee's initial evidentiary presentation. The

Committee decided that the President's response should be in the

manner of the Inquiry staff's initial presentation before the

Committee, in accordance with Rule A of the Committee's

Impeachment Inquiry Procedures, and should consist of information

and evidentiary material, other than the testimony of witnesses,

believed by the President's counsel to be pertinent to the

inquiry. Counsel for the President was likewise afforded the

opportunity to supplement its written response with an oral

presentation to the Committee.

(IV)



President Nixon's response was presented to the
Committee

on June 27 and June
28.

_,

One notebook was furnished to the members of the

Committee relating to Watergate and its aftermath. In this

notebook a statement of information relating to a particular

phase of the investigation was immediately followed by

supporting evidentiary material which included copies of

documents and testimony (much already on the public record) and

transcripts of Presidential conversations.

The Committee on the Judiciary is working to follow

faithfully its mandate to investigate fully and completely

"whether or not sufficient grounds exist" to recommend that the

House exercise its constitutional power of impeachment.

Consistent with this mandate the Committee voted to

make public the President's response in the same form and

manner as the Inquiry staff's initial presentation.

July, 1974

(v)
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INTRODUCTORY NOTE

The material contained in this volume is presented in two

sections. Section 1 contains a statement of information footnoted

with citations to evidentiary material. Section 2 contains the same

statement of information followed by the supporting material.

Each page of supporting evidence is labeled with the

footnote number and a description of the document or the name of

the witness testifying. Copies of entire pages of documents and

testimony are included, with brackets around the portions

pertaining to the state ment of information.

In the citation of sources, "SSC" has been used as an

abbreviation for the Senate Select Committee on Presidential

Campaign Activities.

(IX)





-

STATEMENT OF
INFORMATION

SUBMITTED ON BEHALF

OF THE PRESIDENT

EVENTS FOLLOWING

THE WATERGATE BREAK-IN

June 19, 1972 -- March 1,
1974

(1)





l. On Monday, June 19, 1972, two days after the break-in

of the Democratic National Committee Headquarters, Dean contacted

._ ,

Liddy and Liddy told Dean the men caught in the Democratic National Committee

Headquarters were Liddy's men and that Magruder had

pushed him to do it. Dean asked Liddy if anyone from the White House was involved

and Liddy told Dean no.

.............................................................................................Page

la Dean 3 SSC 933.......................... 40

(3)



2. John Dean testified that on June 18, 1972, one day

after the break-in of the Democratic National Committee Headquarters,
._ ,

"the cover-up was already in effect, in being. " Dean testified he was in on the

cover-up from the very beginning. Dean concurred with Senator Gurney that the

cover-up "grew like Topsy, and Dean was a part of it. " When questioned if he

advised the President of what was going on, Dean responded that the first time he

ever talked to the President was September 15, 1972, some three months later .

2a Dean 4 SSC, 1357

Page

..
42

 2b Dean 3 SSC, 1026, 43

(4)



3. Dean did not meet with the President until approximately

three months after the Democratic National Committee Headquarters
_,

break-in. The allegation that Dean informed the President of an illegal cover-

up on September 15, 1972, is based exclusively on the testimony of Dean. In

testimony before the Senate Select Committee, Dean stated he was "certain

after the September fifteenth meeting that the President was fully aware of the

cover-up. " However, in answering questions of Senator Baker, he modified

this by agreeing that it was an "inference' of his. Later Dean admitted he had

no personal knowledge that the President knew on September fifteenth about

a cover-up of Watergate.

3a Dean 4 SSC 1435...........................

3b Dean 4 SSC 1475...........................

3c Dean 4 SSC 1482...........................

(5)

Page

46

47

48



4. On May 22, 1973, the President stated that the bugging, and burglary of the

Democratic National Committee was a complete surprise and that he had no prior

knowledge that persons associated with his campaign had planned such activities.

On March 21, 1973, John Dean told the President that no one at the White House

knew of the plans to break in the Democratic National Committee.

4a_ President's statement, May 22, 1973
(9 Weekly Compilations of Presidential Documents

Page

4b Transcript, March 21, 1973, 10:12-11:55 a.m.

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

(6)



5. H. R. Haldeman and John Ehrlichman testified before

the Senate Select Committee that they did not believe the President had prior

knowledge of the break in plans. On March 21, 1973, John Ehrlichman told the

President that, on the basis of information he had, no one in the White House had

been involved, had notice, had knowledge, participated nor aided or abetted in any

way in the Democratic National Committee burglary .

Page

5a Haldeman 7 SSC,.......2883.................................................................54

5b Ehrlichman 6 SSC, 2769.

5c Transcript, March 21, 1973, 5:20-6:01 p.m.

(7)
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John Mitchell testified before the Senate Select Committee that

the President did not know of either the burglary plans or the cover-up.

Richard Moore testified before the Senate Select Committee that as a result of

his meetings with the President and Dean on March 20, 1973, he concluded

that the President had no knowledge that anyone in the White House was

involved in the Watergate affair and John Dean told him as they departed that

he had never told the President.

_

 -4a Mitchell 4 SSC 1628*

6b Moore 5 SSC 1944, 1945, 2067........... 59
_ _

(8)



7. After the second meeting in Mitchell's office on February 4, 1972, the modified Liddy

plan was turned down and Dean concluded the plan was at end. Dean Later met with

Haldeman and advised Haldeman that the White House should have nothing to do with

any such activity. Haldeman agreed.

,. . .

7a_ Dean 3 SSC 931

7b Dean 3 SSC 930
_ . _

(9)

Page
64

65



Magruder reported to Strachan that a "sophisticated political

intelligence gathering system" had been approved. Strachan included this item

in a memo containing approximately 30 other items directed to Haldeman.

Attached at tab "H" of this report were examples of the type information being

developed and identified by the code name "Sedan Chair. " Magruder and

. .

Reisner testified "Sedan Chair" involved a disgruntled campaign worker from

the Humphrey Pennsylvania Organization who passed information to

Committee to Re-Elect the President. Porter deemed this activity surreptitious

but not illegal.

Page

 -8; Strachan 6 SSC, 2441,..2452................68

8b Magruder 
84870

J

.......................................................................................................................................................72

8~~ Reisner 2 SSC, 499~~

8d
Porter 2 SSC, 6,0-6

(10)



9. Dean told the President on March 21, 1973 that Haldeman was

assuming that the Committee to Re-Elect the President had an intelligence

gathering operation conducted by Liddy that was proper. Dean told the

President there was nothing illegal about "Sedan Chair".

9a:} Transcript, March 21, 1973, 10:12-11:55 a.m.
pp. 178-179

.

9b Transcript, March 21, 1973, 10:12-11:55 a.m.
.p. 180 "

(11)

Page

. 78



10. Political Matters Memo #18 was prepared by Strachan and submitted to Haldeman on

March 31. 1972. On April 4~~ 1972 Strachan prepared a talking paper including the

mention of the "sophisticated intelligence gathering operation" for use by Haldeman in a

meeting he was having with Mitchell on that day. The paper was returned to Strachan and

filed with Memo #18 after Haldeman met with Mitchell Strachan testified the subject of

intelligence gathering was never raised again

by Haldeman Strac'nan is certain none of the Political Matters Memo had the "P"

with a check mark through the "P" which was the procedure used for memos

discussed in that form with the President.

Page
.

 10a, Strachan 6 SSC, 2452, 2454, 2488D~~@@@@a@wS,~~~~,~~ 82

(12)



11. ; Haldeman has testified that he and Mitchell did not

discuss intelligence gathering activities with the President
_,

on April 4, 1972, and that he and Mitchell only reviewed with the

President matters relating to the ITT-Kleindienst hearings and arguments

of regional campaign responsibilities. Haldeman's notes of the meeting

show no political intelligence gathering operations were discussed. The

transcript of April 4, 1972, meeting between the President, Haldeman,

and John Mitchell confirms that there was no discussion of campaign

intelligence gathering activities.

..................................................................................................Page

_11@ Haldeman 7 SSC, 2881 ,.,,., , 86

1110 Transcript, April 4, 1972, 4:13-4:50 p.m., p. 1-31

(submitted to the Committee on the Judiciary on
June 5, 1974) 87

(13)



12. ! The President had no knowledge of an attempt by the White House to cover-

up involvement in the Watergate affair. Dean told the President that there were

things Dean knew the President had no knowledge of.

Pag
e ~—Lila Transcript, March 21, 1973, 10:12-11 15 a.m.,

 p. 202.................................... 120

NOTE: Objection has been raised by Congressman SeiberZing
that the first sentence is a conclusion rather than a
statement of information within the Rules of Procedure of
the Committee.

(14)



13. The testimony of Gray before the Senate Select Committee establishes that the origin

of the theory of Central Intelligence Agency involvement in the break-in of the DNC was

in the FBI and that Gray communicated the theory to Dean on June 22, 1972. Dean

confirmed

that Gray informed him on June 22, 1972 that one of the EBI theories of the case

was that it was a CIA operation and Dean testified that he reported this to Haldeman

and Ehrlichman on June 23.

>, Gray 9 SSC, 3451 ;

13b Dean 3 SSC, 943 :.;

NOTE: Objection has been raised by Congressman SeiberZing
that the first sentence is a conclusion rather than a
statement of information within the Rules of Procedure of
the Committee.

(15)

Page

122

123

- . -:



14. / Haldeman's testimony before the Senate Select Committee confirms that

Dean reported to him the FBI's concern about CIA involvement, and that

Haldeman in turn reported this to the President, who ordered Haldeman and

Ehrlichman to meet with the CIA officials to insure that the FBI investigation

not expose any unrelated covert operation of the CIA. The uncertainty

regarding the possibility of uncovering CIA activities was recognized in a

memo dated June Z8, 1972 from Helms to

Walter s .

...............................Page

14a Haldeman 7 SSC, 2884* . ..............,.,..............................126

AL Memo from Director Helms to Deputy
Walters, June 
1972,,,,,,,,,,,,,,;,,,,,.,,,,
127

e

(16)



15 The President stated on May 22, 1973, that it did seem possible to him that

because of the involvement of former CIAO personnel, the investigation could

lead to the uncovering of covert CIA operations totally unrelated to the

Watergate break-in. The President stated he was also concerned that the

Watergate investigation might lead to an inquiry into the activities of the Special

Investigations Unit. Gray testified that on July 6, 1972, the President told him

to continue to conduct his agressive and thorough investigation of the

Watergate

affair .

Page

15a President's statement, May 22, 1973,
(9 Weekly Compilations of Presidential

Documents 693-697), , 130

135

 15b

(17)



16, The President indicated that he was unaware that Gray bad destroyed

documents found in Hunt's safe when told by Henry Peterson on April 17,

1973.

Page

16a Transcript April 17, 1973, 2:45-3:49 p.m.,

16b Transcript, April 16, 1973, 1:39-3:25 p.m.,

(18)



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

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

personally destroyed documents from Hunt's safe.

Page

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

(19)



18. The President was unaware prior to March 21, 1973,

that Magruder and Porter perjured themselves to a grand jury.

On April 17, 1973, the President advised Ehrlichman and

Haldeman against perjury.

18a Transcript, March 21, 1973, 10:12-11:55 a.m. pp.
182183,...............................

Page

. 146

18b Transcript, April 17, 1973, 12:35-2:20 p. m.

p. 10022 148

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

(20)



19. John Dean advised the President on March 21, 1973,

of Hunt's demand for approximately $120,000 for legal fees and
_,

family support. The President explored the option of meeting Hunt's

demands so as to secure the time needed to consider alternative courses.

The President was not concerned with the possible Watergate related

disclosures, but rather which disclosure of the National Security matters

Hunt had been involved in as a member of the Plumbers.

The President advised Dean that the money could not be paid

because it would look like a cover-up. At another point in the conversations the

President requested advice as to whether or not the money should be paid.

Later the President concludes that Hunt will blow the whistle no matter what is

done for him.

 19a Transcript, March 21, 1973,

Page

 10:12-11:55 a.m., p. 224 150

 19b Transcript, March 21, 1973,
10:12-11:55 a. m., p. 197

19c Transcript, March 21, 1973,

10:12-11:55 a.m., pp. 236-237 152

 19d Transcript, March 21, 1973,

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

 19e Transcript, March 21, 1973,

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

(21)



20. At the March 21, 1973, meeting the President after considering several

options seized on the possibility of calling a new grand jury, thereby delaying

Hunt's sentencing and making the immediate payment unnecessary as a

means of buying time. Not once after this option was explored was there any

suggestion that Hunt's demand be met.

The concluding page of the transcript of the March 21, 1973,

morning meeting clearly demonstrates that the President recognizes that any

blackmail and cover-up activities then in progress could not continue.

 20a Transcript, March 21, 1973, 10:12-11:55 a.m.,

sage

20b Transcript, March 21, 1973, 10:12-11-55 a.m.,
p. 249 160

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

(22)



21. Neither of the participants of the March 21, 1973,

morning meeting came away with any opinion that the President
_,

authorized payments to Hunt. Haldeman concluded that the

President rejected payments to Hunt. Dean testified: "The

money matter was left very much hanging at the meeting.

Nothing was resolved. "

Page

21a Transcript, April 17, 1973, 12:35-2:20 p.m.
p. 1034............................... 162

 21b Dean 4 SSC, 1423.

(23)



22. At the March Z1, 1973, morning meeting while discussing

the practicality of getting another grand jury the President told

. ,

Dean and Haldeman to get Mitchell to come to Washington, so

that Mitchell could meet with Haldeman, Ehrlichman and Dean.

22a Transcript, March 21, 1973, 10:12-11:55 a.m.,

Page

(24)



23. Haldeman and Dean left the meeting with the President

at approximately 11:55 a.m. on March 21, 1973. Pursuant to

_ .

the President's request Haldeman called Mitchell at approximately

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

testimony confirms this.

23a Haldeman's Telephone Log...................

23b Haldeman, Watergate Grand Jury Testimony.

January 30, 1974, p. 4-7.. ...........

 23c Dean 3 SSC, 1000,~~09@s~~s@@@e~~@@@¢¢@@@@¢w~~w

(25)

Page

170

172

176



24. On March 21, 1973 Dean had a telephone conversation with

LaRue concerning Hunt's request for money and Dean suggested LaRue
_,

call Mitchell. LaRue called Mitchell in the early afternoon of March 21, 1973 and advised

Mitchell that he had a request for $75, 000 for Hunt's legal fees. Mitchell acknowledges

that he advised LaRue to pay the money for attorney fees. During the March 21, 1973 late

afternoon meeting with the President, Dean denied that he had spoken to either LaRue or

Mitchell, when in fact he had spoken to both.

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

Page

. 178

. . _

24b if
February 13, 1974, 7-10 179

24c Mitchell, 4 SSC, 1630, 1631 183
— . I

 24d Transcript, March 21, 1973, 5:20-6:01 p.m.

(26)



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

obstruction of justice having taken place following the break-in of the
._

DNC, the President promptly undertook an investigation into the facts. The record

discloses that the President started his investigation the night of his meeting with Dean

on March 21st, as confirmed by Dean in his conversation with the President on April

16, 1973 At the meeting with Mitchell and the others on the afternoon of March 22nd,

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

or al dis c losur e s .

Page

25a Transcript, April 16, 1973 10:00-10-40 p. 801 188

25b Transcript, March 22, 1973, 1:57-3-43 p.m.,
p. 282-283

2 5 c Tran s cri pt.
p. 309

... 189

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

(27)



26. Although Dean was instructed to go to Camp David and write

a report on March 22, 1973 by the President, Dean denied this and later
_

testified before the Senate Select Committee that he was never requested to write a

report until Haldeman called him after he arrived at Camp David.

26a Dean 4 SSC 1385.......

(28)



27. Just six days after Dean's disclosures, on March 27, 1973,

the President met with Ehrlichman and Haldeman to discuss the evidence
_

thus far developed and how best to proceed. Again the President stated his resolve that

White House officials should appear before the grand jury. They confirmed to the

President, as Dean had, that no one at the White House had prior knowledge of the

Watergate break-in. Ehrlichm;~~an told the President that there wasn't scintilla of a

hint

. _ _

that Dean knew about this. " The President asked about the possibility of Colson

having prior knowledge and Ehrlichman stated that Colson's response was "of total

surprise. . . He was totally non-plussed, as the rest of us. "

Page
27a

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

 I D . 329..
. 197

27b Transcript,
_ _ _

27c

' " p. 331
198

(29)



28, On April 8, 1973, the President met with Ehrlichman

and Haldeman on board Air Force One and directed them to meet
_

with Dean and urge him to go to 1

the grand jury. Haldeman and

Ehrlichman met with Dean that afternoon and at 7:33 p.m..

Ehrlichman reported to the President that Dean indicated he would

agree to go before the grand jury.

l
.

Page

 28a-7 SSC 2757 ; 200
—

28b Transcript, April 8, ..

(30)



29.

Dean did in fact communicate his intention to testify

before the grand jury to A/Mitchell and Magruder and told them he
_

would not agree to support Magruder's previous testimony to the

 grand jury. Thereafter on April 14, 1973, Magruder appeared

before the U. S. Attorneys and cooperated with them fully.

.......................................................................................................Page

29a Dean 3 SSC, 1006......................... 204

29b Magruder 2 SSC, 808....................... 205

(31)



30. On April 14, 1973, the President again met with

Ehrlichman and Haldeman to review the results of three weeks
._

investigation and to determine the future course of action. Based on

Ehrlichman's report, the President concluded Mitchell should go before a

grand jury. The President instructed Ehrlichman to see Magruder and tell him

that he did not serve the President by remaining silent. The President told

Ehrlichman that when he met with Mitchell to advise him that "the President

has said let the chips fall where they may. He will not furnish cover for

anybody. " The President told Ehrlichman to tell Magruder to purge himself

and tell this whole story.

30a Transcript. April

Page

. , .

8:55-11:31 a.m., p. 445 208

 30b Transcript, April 14, 1973,

.8:55- 11:31 a. m., p. 478 209

 30c Transcript, April 14, 1973,

.8:55-11:31 a. m., p. 507 210

(32)



31. On April 15, 1973, the President met with Attorney

General Kleindienst. They considered who should be in charge
A,

of the continuing investigation. The President met with Assistant Attorney

General Petersen on the afternoon of April 15, 1973, in his EOB office. At this

meeting Petersen indicated there was no criminal case on Haldeman and

Ehrlichman at this time. Having been told Liddy would not talk unless

authorized by "higher authority" the President instructed Petersen to tell Liddy's

counsel the President would confirm his urging of Liddy to cooperate.

Page

31a Transcript, April 15, 1973, 1:12-2:22 p.m.,

212

 31b Petersen 9 SSC 3632, 3875, 3876...................................213

31c
p. 769 216

(33)



32. The President met with Dean on the morning of

April 16, 1973, discussed with Dean his resignation, and advised

._ ,

him to be totally truthful in his explanations. The President asked Dean not to lie

about the President either.

At this same meeting Dean explained to the President that O'Brien

had been the one who relayed Hunt's demand, that Dean had informed

Ehrlichman and Ehrlichman advised Dean to inform Mitchell which Dean did.

Dean told the President that all along he had tried to make sure that anything he

passed to the President didn't cause the President any personal problems.

 32a Transcript, April 16, 1973, 10:00-10:40 a.m.,

Page

32b
p. 810

32c Transcript, April 16, 1073, 10:00-10:40 a.m.,

,. 219

(34)



33. On April 27, Petersen reported to the President that

Dean's lawyer was threatening that unless Dean got immunity,
_,

they would bring "the President in--not this case but in other things. " The

President told Petersen to use immunity if h'e needed to get the facts, but there

would be no blackmail. It was not until June 25, 1973, while testifying before the

Senate Select Committee that Dean stated the President had prior knowledge of

the cover-up.

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

(35)



34.

On March 1, 1974, a federal grand jury returned an

indictment against seven individuals charging all defendants with one count of

conspiracy in violation of Title 18 U.S.C. Sec. 371 and charging some of the

defendants with additional charges of perjury, making false declarations to a

grand jury or court, making false statements to agents of the FBI and

obstruction of

jus tic e .

34a Indictment, U. S. District Court for D. C.,

U. S. v. John N. Mitchell et al., Cr. 74-110,

Page

March 1, 1974, p. 1 - 15 228

(36)
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1. On Monday, June 19, 1972, two days after the break-in

of the Democratic !!Tational Committee Headquarters, Dean contacted
A,

Liddy and Liddy told Dean the men caught in the Democratic National Committee

Headquarters were Liddy's men and that Magruder had pushed him to do it. Dean

asked Liddy if anyone from the White House was involved and Liddy told Dean no.

la Dean 3 SSC 933.

(39)



la. JOHN DEAN TESTIMONY JUNE 25 1973 3 SSC 933
. . ,

933

fensive and stated that he M-as merely on his payroll as a consultant
because Ehrlichman had so requested. He asked me to determine if
Hunt was still on his payroll and I said I would check. Colson also
expressed concern over the contents of Hunt's safe. Several
weeks}cs later—probably 4 or 5-1 learned from~~Brien, who was
representing the reelection committee, that he had learned from Air.
Hunt s attorney,3Lr. William Bittman, that Hunt and Colson spoke on
the telephone over the weekend of June 1,-18, and that Hunt had told
Colson to get the materials out of his-Hunt?s—of lice safe.

Air. Hu(rh Sloan called me to tell me he was worried. At that time I
knew of no reason why Sir. Sloan should be worried so I told him not to
worry. He told me that he would like to meet with me and I told him
that I was trying to find out what had happened and requested we meet
in a few days I do not recall the precise date we did meet.

I next contacted Liddy and asked him to meet with me. He said he
would come to my office. As he came into the office I was on my way
out. I suggested we take a walk. It was shortly before noon and we
walked down 1 s th Street tow ard the Corcoran Gallery.

I will try to reconstruct the conversation to the best of my memory.
While I cannot recall every detail, I do indeed recall the major items
we discussed.

Mr. Liddy told me that the men who had been arrested in the DSC
were his men and he expressed concern about them. I asked him why
he had men -in the DSC and he told me that Magruder had pushed him-
into doing it. He told me that he had not wanted to do its but Magruder
had complained about the fact  that  they were not gett ing good
information from a bug they had placed in the DISC sometime earlier.
He then explained something about the steel structure of the Watergate
Office Building that was inhibiting transmission of the bug and that
they had gone into the building to correct this problem. He said that he
had reported to Magruder that during the earlier entry of the DSC
offices they had seen documents—which I believe he told me were
either Government documents or classified documents—and Magruder
had told him to make copies of those documents.

Liddy was very apologetic for the fact that they had been caught and
that Mr. McCord was involved. He told me that he had used Mr. McCord
only because Magruder had cut his budget so l adly-. I asked him why
one of the men had a check from Mr. Howard Hunt and he told me that
these men were friends of Hunt and Hunt had put him in touch with
them. I do not ret all Liddv discussing any further involvement of Hunt,
other than Hunt s putting him in touch with the Cubans. I asked him if
anyone from the White House was involved and he told me no. .

As the conversation ended he again expressed his apology and his
concern about the men in jail. I told him I couldn t help and he said he
understood. He also told me that he was a soldier and would never tall;.
He-said if anyone wished to shoot him on the street. he was ready. As
we parted I said I would be unable to discuss this with him further. He
said he u nderstood and I returned to my office.

After returning to my office I arranged a meeting with F,hr]ichman
in his office for mid-afternoon. (>Torsion Strachan came to my office

shor t ly  a f t e r  I  had  me t  wi th  L iddy .
Strachan told me that he had been

(40)



2. John Dean testified that on June 18, 1972, one day

after the break-in of the Democratic National Committee Headquarters,
.. ,

'the cover-up was already in effect, in being. " Dean testified he was in on the cover-

up from the very beginning. Dean concurred with Senator Gurney that the cover-up

"grew like Topsy, and Dean was a part of it. " When questioned if he advised the

President of what was going on, Dean responded that the first time he ever talked to

the President was September 15, 1972: some three months

2a Dean 4 SSC, 1357.

2b Dean 3 SSC, 1026*
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,

Would you tell how you inherited the coverup ?
Mr. DEAN didn't hear the Senator. Inherited ?

Sena to r  GURNEY. YOU sa id  yes terday in  response  to
questioning from Sir. Dash, you said that you inherited the coverup of
Watergate.

Mr. DENS. I had heard or inherited ?

Senator GURNEY. I understand inherited.

Mr. DEAN. That is correct. _
When I came back to the office on the 18th and talked to Mr.

Strachan, I realized that the coverup was already in effect, in being, and I
realized that when Mr. Strachan told me of the documents that he had
destroyed and Mr. Haldemans instruction, that there certainly wasn t
going to be a revelation of the White House involvement in the matter. I
didn't at that point in time know the potentials of the White House
involvement.

¢ Senator GURNEY. Was not one of the first meetings of the
coverup held in John Mitchell's apartment on the 19th of June a

Mr. Ha. Senator, I would say that the day of, to my knowledge, the
day of the 19th at the White House was a very busy day. That the calls
I received from Mr. Ehrlichman, from Mr. Colson, the meetings I had
with Mr. Ehrlichman and then again later w,ith Mr: Colson about
the,s3fe were long before I went to the meeting at Mr. Mitchell
apartment, which I do not recall was on the 19th or 20th. I do recall a
meeting in Mr. Mitchells office, but I do not recall specifically which
day it was I recall arriving late at the meeting, and I cannot recall with
any specificity any of the discussions at the meeting.

Senator GURNEY. W  ell, what you are saying is then that these
several phone calls you had with all of these people really had to do
with at feast the beginnings of the coverup, is that right?

Mr. Dow. That is correct.
Senator GURNEY. Well,, you were in on it from the beginning,

were you not f
Mr.. DE£N. Yes, sir.
Senator GURNEY. You really did not inherit anything. You were in

on the sort of hatching of it, were you not ?
Mr. DEMN. Senator, I might explain that what often happened in my

relationship with my superiors at the White House, and I think I alluded
to this yesterday, is that others would set the policy, for example, with
the Calley case or the Lithuanian defector, how to deal with it
what-was to be done.

Senator GURNEY:r. Who set the policy on the coverup ?
Mr STSS T would R1,~~ the. policy was just—I do not think it was a

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

policy set. There was just no alternative at that point in time.
Senator GURNEY-. It sort of grew like Topsy, and you were a part l

of it, is that not right ? l

Mr. DESN. That is correct. I
Senator GURNEY STOW, since this thing started out with such a flurry 1

and a spate of phone calls and meetings between everybody, did you l
advise the President of what was going on ?

Mr. Dean-. Senator, the first time I ever talked to the President was |

on September la. There was one occasion that I recall before Septem- l
ber 15, which was in late August, to the best of my recollection, and



that certainly was not an occasion to tall; to the President about
anything because his former law partners were in the office, Firs. Nixon
was in the office, there were several notaries or one notary there, some
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- Arr. DE.AN. Well, YOU would have to go back into the time
sequence again. There was a request for any and all available cash far
before they started speaking of the $350,000 cash fund, when Mr.
Kalmbach was collecting the cash. Atr. Stans had some money that
was used. They
were looking any-~~vhere they could look to find any available cash.

It •. as at this point, I knew that I had the 615.00(} in my safe and I
decided at that time that I was not going to let that money be used for
that purpose, because I did not avant to become further involved in
that particular aspect of the coverup.
- Mr. DASH. And you made that decision despite the fact that you

had been a key figure in getting Afr. Kalmbach involved in the
original payoff i

Mr. DEAN. That is correct. ~ ;- ~
Mr. DASH. Now, in your statement you have described a number

of meetings and activities occurring immediately after the arrest of the
CRP burglars in the Democratic National Committee headquarters in
the Watergate on June 17,197°. and continuing for several months
thereafter, involving such persons as Mr. Haldeman, Mr. Ehrlichman,
Mr. Colson, Fir. Mardian, Mr. Mitchell,3fr. LaRue, Mr. Magruder,
yourself, and others.

Isn't it your testimony that this flurry of activity represented a
massive coverup operation to prevent the prosecutors. the FBI, and
the, public from learning of the involvement of high White House or
CRP officials, either in the Watergate break-in or embarrassing earlier
illegal activities of a similar nature such as the Ellsberg break-in?

Mr. DEA N . That is correct. Afr. Dash.
Mr. DASH. And did not this coverup require a number of

strategies such as perjury and subordination of perjury of Ma
gruder, Porter, and others, and the undermining of the judicial process
and payoffs to indicted defendants to maintain their silence thereby
limiting the FBI inquiry so they would not stumble on other illegal
intelligence activities of the White House ?

Mr. DEAN That is correct.
Mr.~DAsz. And is it not true that you played a role in all of

these coverup activities?
Ir. DE AN . That is
correct.

Mr. DASH. Did you do these things on your own initiative, Afr.
Dean, or at the direction of an,vbodv else ? ;

Air. Dean. I would have to say that to describe it I inherited a
situation. The coverup was in operation when I returned to my office
on Monday, the ninth, and it just became the instant way of life at
that point in time. and I participated in that and engaged in these

activities along with the others.
T BOA B A R D  _ _  _ _ z _ z _ ~ ~ ~ ~  _ _ _ _

1 }} X . taking instructions

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



Atr. Ehrlichman, I was taking instructions and suggestions from Air.
Mitchell and Mr. Mardian.

I was a conveyor of messages back and forth between each group
and at times. l was making suggestions myself.

Mr. DASH. Afr. Dean. I don't think the record is clear from the
statement. You held an impressive title Counsel to the Presidents and
I understand had quite a big office. But could you tell us just what in

(43)





3. Dean did not meet with the President until approximately

three months after the Democratic National Committee Headquarters
_,

break-in. The allegation that Dean informed the President of an illegal cover-up

on September 15, 1972, is based exclusively on the testimony of Dean. In

testimony before the Senate Select Committee, Dean stated he was "certain

after the September fifteenth meeting that the President was fully aware of the

cover-up. " However, in answering questions of Senator BainerJ he modified

this by agreeing that it was an "inference" of his. Later Dean admitted he had no

personal knowledge that the President knew on September fifteenth about a

cover-up of Watergate.

3a Dean 4 SSC 1435.............

3b Dean 4 SSC 1475...........................

3c Dean 4 SSC 1482...........................
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Senator Is-or YE..
Why,, sir X

Air. DEAN. I thought they were very incriminating to the President
of the United States.

Senator Is-osYE. Mr.. Chairman, this is not part of the questioning,
but could you advise this committee what sort of information your

received 7
Mr. Dean-. Well, I have recalled most of it in my testimony
regard-
ing the conversation on clemency for Mr. Hunt, the million dollar
conversation, when the President told me that it would be no
problem
to raise ~~.1 million on the 13th. I did not think documents like this
should be around the White House, because the White House had
a

similar;,roblem as far as information getting out.
Senator Isolate. Did you discuss this September 1a meeting with

anyone at that time or at any time since e
Atr. DEAN-. I believe when I came out of the meeting I told Mr.
Fielding of my office that I had spent about 30 or 40 minutes with
the
President and Mr. Fielding did not have full knowledge of my
activities at this time. But I told him that fact that the meeting had
occurred and that the President seemed very pleased with the job
that
I had been doing thus far. I think Air. Fielding probably had a
general
awareness about the specifics of the fact that I was involved in
assisting

with the coverup. -
a

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

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

fully aware of the coverup, did you not? 1
Mr. DE Em. Yes, sir. s t l

Senator INOUYE. And you further testified that you believed that
you had on your spurs in handling the cover up by February 97,
m-hen



you were told by the President that you would report to him
directly.

Is that not correct?
Mr. Dean-. I do not believe I used the word "my spurs." I think
that
was another characterization. I said I thought I had earned my stripes.
Senator INOUYE. If that was the case, why did you feel it
necessary
on February 27 to tell the President that you had been participating
in a coverup and, therefore, might be chargeable with
obstruction of

justice 7
Mr. DE\X. Because on the preceding day. he had indicated to me
that Mr.Haldeman and Mr. Ehrlichman were principals and I was
wrestling with what he meant by that. I wanted him to know that
I
felt also that I was a principal. So I wanted him to be able to
assess
whether It could be objective in reporting directlv to him on the
matter.
Senator INOUYE. If the President was aware on September la of the
coverup, was he not aware that you were implicated also?
Mr. DEAN. I would think so, but I did not understand his remark

at the time.
Senator Is-o~~E. Then, why was it necessary on February 2z to ad-
vise him that you were guilty of obstruction of Justice ?

Mr. DEAN. Because as I said Senator, when he mentioned the fact
that Mr. Ehrlichman and Mr. Haldeman were principals, I did not
understand what he meant. I wanted to make it clear to him that I
felt
I also had le(Tal problems and I had been involved in obstruction
of
justice. Any time I was in the oval office, r did not want to

withhold
anything from the President at any time and felt

that and informa

(46)



3b. JOHN DEAN TESTIMONY, JUDE 282 1973, .4 SSC 1475

1475

Mr. DEAN. The call came to my secretary, as I recall, and she said,
"You have been asked to come to the ov al office" so I do not r ecall
who made the call but it was one of the secretaries who conveyed those
types of messages.

Senator BARER. ~11 right, go ahead, sir.
Hr. DEAN-. When I entered the of lice I can recall that—you have

been in the office, you know the way there are two chairs at the side
of the President's desk.

Senator BAKER. You are speaking of the oval office ?
Mr. DEAN-. Of the oval office. As you face the President on the

lefthand chair Atr. Haldeman was sitting and they had obviously been
immersed in a conversation and the President asked me to come in
and I stood there for a moment.

He said, "Sit down n" and I sat on a chair on the other side.
Senator BAKER. You sat in the right-hand chair ?
Atr. DE &X. I sat on the right-}land chair.
Senator BARER. That is the one he usually says no to, but go
ahead.
Mr. DEAN. I was unaware of that. [Laughter.
Senator BAKER. Go ahead, Mr. Dean.

 - Mr. DEAN.-. As I tried to describe in my statement, the reception
was

ver) warm and very cordial. There was some preliminary pleasantries,
and then the next thing that I recall the President very clearly saying
to me is that he had been told by Alr. Haldeman that he had been kept
posted or made aware of my handling of the various aspects of the
Watergate case and the fact that the case, you know, the indictments
had now been handed down, no one in the White House had been
indicted, they had stopped at Liddy.

Senator BARER. Stop, stop, stop just for one second. Let's
examine those particular words just for 3 second.

That no one in the White House had been indicted. Is that as near to
the exact language—I don't know so I am not la) ing a trap for you, I
just want to know.

Air. DEAN-. Yes, there was a reference to the fact the indictments
had been handed down and it was quite obvious that no one in the
White House had been indicted on the indictments that had been
handed down.

Senator BARER. Did he say that, though ?
Sir. DEAN-. Did he say that no one in the White House had been

handed down ? I can't recall it. I can recall a reference to the fact that
the indictments were now handed down and he was aware of that and
the status of the indictments and expressed what to me was a pleasure
to the fact that it had stopped at Mr. Liddy.

Senator BARER. Tell me what he said.
 -
Mr. DEAN. Well, as I sax, he told me I had done a good job—

Senator BARER. No,, let's talk about the pleasure. He expressed
pleasure the indictments had stopped at Mr. Liddy.

Can you just for the purposes of our information tell me the
language

 that he used ? |



Air. DE.AN . Senator, let me make it very clear the pleasure that it
had stopped there is an inference of mine based on as I told Senator
Gurney yesterday, the i;impression!l I had as a result of the, of his,
complimentina me.
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Senator BAKER. But in an effort to summarize it and, believe me, I
am not trying to distort the meaning of your testimony by summary,
but, in effect, you drew inferences from the totality of this conversation
and the circumstances and relationships as you knew it, you drew
inferences from that that led you to believe that on September 15 the
President knew something about at least the efforts to counter the
Watergate and possibly, in fact, about Watergate itself.

Mr. DEAN. That is correct.
Senator BAKER. But there is no direct statement about Watergate,

CRP involvement, the President's knowledge of É-D9Å
 there is no category 1 information about that? -— —

Air. DEAN. Other than as I have recited and I have chosen not to
place interpretations on these, Senator.

Senator BAKER. Thank you, Sir. Dean.
- I think that that information is very useful, then. You understand, Mr.

Dean, that in the course of things, we are going to explain further the
content of that meeting and the perceptions that the other parties
had of that meeting.

Mr. DEAN-. I understand.
Senator BARR. AS YOU know, Stir. Haldeman will be a

witness before this committee. The only other person present was the
President. I am not prepared to say at this point how we may be able to
gain access to the President's knowledge and perception of that
meeting. But in a three-way meeting I think it is important to this
committee that we have all  the information we can t  et .  So the
information you; have just given me in rather good detail will now be
structured alongside!S~~:sid. with the rest of the record to test against
the testimony of Mr,'. Haldeman and hopefully against statements by the
President, in whatever manner that can be arranged.

Now,, what is the time of your next meeting with the President?
Sir. DEAN-. On this subject ?
Senator BAKER. Yes.
sir.
Mr. DEAN. There were certain events that led up to my next

meeting-and they were the events which occurred at La Costa, in
which I, or following La Costa. in which I was requested by Sir.
Haldeman when I returned from Florida—I had gone from California to
Florida and had spent a week or so. just about a week, in Florida and
when I returned on the 19th or 20th, Mr.. Haldeman asked me to
prepare x?n agenda. I think that that agenda is a rather important
document along the line of questioning you are asking.

Senator BAKER. I would like to go into that.
Before you do, let me reiterate, the focus of my inquiry is on what

did the President know
Mr. DEAN. As I say, this agenda went directly to the President.
Senator BAKER (continuing)]. And when did he
know it.
Mr. DEAN-. That is correct.
Senator BARER. SO as you go into your testimony and as you refer to the

several documents that I believe you have before you. try to keep in
mind that I am not at this moment talking about other matters and
details. I am not talking about F,Ellsberg at this point. or the enemy list.



I am talking about what the President knew.
So tell me what
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4. On May 22, 1973, the President stated that the bugging

and burglary of the Democratic National Committee was a complete

_, .

surprise and that he had no prior knowledge that persons

associated with his campaign had planned such activities. On

March 21, 1973, John Dean told the President that no one at the

White House knew of the plans to break in the Democratic

National Committee.

Page

 4a_ President's statement, May 22, 197
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1 / Reference to transcripts arc to.) submission' OS Recorded Presidential
Conversations of April 90, 1971.
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records having been removed with the change of administ.
ations ) and which bore directly on the negotiations then
n progress Additional assignments included tracing down
other national security leaks, including one that seriously
compromised the U.S. negotiating position in the SALT

talks.

The work of the unit tapered off around the end of
1971. The nature of its work was such that it involved
matters that, from a national security standpoint, were
highly sensitive then and remain so today.

These intelligence activities had no connection with
the break-in of the Democratic headquarters, or the
aftermath.

I considered it  my responsibili ty to see that the
Watergate investigation did not impinge adversely upon
the na tional security area. For example, on April 18,
1973, when I learned that Mr. Hunt, a former member of
the Special Investigations Unit at the White House, was
to be questioned by the U.S. Attorney, I directed Assistant
Attorney General Petersen to pursue every issue involving
Watergate but to confine his investigation to Watergate
and related matters and to stay out of national security
matters. Subsequently, on April 90, 197a, Attorney
Genera1  Kl]eindienst informed me that because the
Government had clear evidence that Air. Hunt was
involved in the brea'.S-in of the office of the psychiatrist
who had treated Afr. Ellsberg, he, the Attorney General,
believed that. despite the fart that no evidence ha:l been
obtained

. n Hunt's acts, a report should nevertheless be made
to the court trying the Ellsberg case I concurred, and
directed that the information be transmitted to Judge
Byrne immediately.

WATERGAT
E

The burglary and bugging of the Democratic National
Committee headquarters came as a complete surprise to
m.. I had no inkling that any SUC}1 illegal activities had
been planned by persons associated with my campaign; if
I had  known ,  I  wou ld  no t  have  pe rmi t t ed  i t .  My
immediate reaction was that those guilty should be
b r o u g h t  t o  j u s t i c e ,  and ,  w i th  t he  f i ve  bu rg l a r s
themselves already in custody, I assumed that they would
be.

Within a few days, however, I was advised that there
was a possibility of CIA involvement in some way.

l t  did seem to me possible that ,  because of  the
involvement  of former CIA personnel, and because of
some of their apparent associations, the investigation
could lead to the uncovering of covert CIA operations
totally unrelatesi to the Watergate break-in.

Ir. addition, by this time, the name of Mr. Hunt had
surfaced in connection with Watergate, and I was alerted
to the fact that he had previously been a member of the
Special Investigations Unit in the White House. There
! I was also concerned that the Wa tergate investigation
might[ well lead to an inquiry into the activities of the
Special Investigations Unit itself.
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In this area, I felt it was important to avoid disclosure
of the details of the national security matters with which
the group was concerned. l knew that once the existence
of the group became known, it would lead inexorably to
a discussion of these matters, some of which remain,
even today, highly sensitive.

I wanted justice done with regard to Watergate; but in
the scale of national priorities with which I had to deal—
and not at that time having any idea of the extent of
political abuse which Watergate reflected—I also had to
be deeply concerned with ensuring that neither the coven
operations of the CIA nor the operations of the Special
Investigations Unit should be compromised. Therefore, I
instructed Mr. Haldeman and Mr. Ehrlichman to ensure
that the investigation of the break-in not expose either an
unrelated covert operation of the CI.-\ or the activities of
the White House investigations unit—and to see what
this  was personal ly coordinated between General
Walters, the Deputy Director of the CIA, and Atr. Gray
of the FBI. It was certainly not my intent, nor my wish,
that the investigation of the Watergate break-in or of
related ac s be impeded in any way

On July 6, 1972, I telephoned the Acting Director of
the FBI, L. Patrick Gray, to congratulate him on his
successful  handl ing of  the  hi jacking of  a  Paci f ic
Southwest Airlines plane the previous day. During the
conversation Mr. Gray discussed with me the progress of
the ~~,Watergate investigation, and I a asked him w
hether he had talked with General Walters. Afr. Gray said
that he had, and that General Walters had assured him
that the CITY was not involved. In the discussion, Mr.
Gras suggested that the matter of Watergate might lead
higher. I told him to pr( ss ahead with his investigation..

It now seems that later, through whatever complex of
individual motives and possible misunderstandings:s,
there were apparently wide-ranging efforts to limit the
investigation or to conceal the possible invol vement of
members of the Administrat ion and the campaign
committee.

I  was not aware of any such efforts  at  the t ime.
Neither, until after I began my own investigation, W2S
I aware of arty fundraising for defendants convicted of
the breakin at Democratic headquarters, much less
authorize any such fundraising. Nor did I authorize any
offer of executive clemency for any of the defendants.

In the weeks and months that followed AVatergat(, I
asked for, and received, repeated a ssurances that Atr.
Dean's own investigation (which included reviewing fi!es
and sitting in on FBI interviesvs with lN hite House
Enersonnel) had cleared cvervone then employed bs the
'White House of involvement.

In sumn.ary, then:
( I ) I had no prior knowledge of the Watergate

bugging operation, or of any illegal surveillance
activities for r political purposes.

(2) Long prior to the 1972 campaigns I did set in
motion certain internal security measure, including
legal





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

14 were going to be confronted with

and Liddy was charged with doing this. We had no knowledge that

he was going to bug the DNC. The point is, that is not true?

That's right. Magruder did know it was going to take place?

Magruder gave the instructions to be back in the DNC. He did?

Yes. You know that? Yes. I see. O.K, I honestly believe that no

one over here knew that. I know that as God is my maker, I had

no knowledge that they were ~: going to do this.

P Bob didn't either, or wouldn't have known that either. You are

not the issue involved. Had Bob known, he would be.

D Bob -- I don't believe specifically knew that they were

going in there.

P I don't think so.

D I don't think he did. I think he knew that there was a

capacity to do this but he was not-given the specific

direction.

P Did Strachan know?
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5. H. R. Haldeman and John Ehrlichman testified before

the Senate Select Committee that they did not believe the

._ ,

President had prior knowledge of the break in plans. On March 21, 1973, John

Ehrlichman told the President that, on the basis of information he had, no one in the

White House had been involved, had notice, had knowledge, participated nor aided

or abetted in any way in the Democratic National Committee burglary .

5a Haldeman 7 SSC, 2883...........

5b Ehrlichman 6 SSC, 2769, • • • ............• .............................................. 55

5c Transcript, March 21, 1973, 5:20-6:01 p.m.
p. 269
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been involved in Watergate I was not at all surprise l to hear the President say this at the press conference since it was thoroughly consistent with everything

that Dean had told me, and I, therefore, find it hard to understand why mr. Dean no v professes to have had SUC}I great surprise when he heard this

statement.

COVERUP

In these hearings and in the general discussion of Watergate, the word "coverup" has come to have a broad and very ill-defined meaning. As John Dean

said, the coverup had a broad range. Anything that might cause a problem came within the coverup.

Definition by usage has now come to connote illegal or improper activities —althout h some steps were taken to contain the Watergate ease in several

perfectly legal and proper aspects.

One, as the President has stated, was to avoid the Watergate investi gation possibly going beyond the facts of the Watergate affair itself and into

national security activities totally unrelated to Watergate.

Another was to avoid or at least reduce adverse political and publicity fallout from false charges hearsay and so on, arising from various activities in

connection with Watergate, such as the Justice Department investigation, the Democratic National Committee suit, the Common Cause suit, the Patman

hearings, and the Ervin committee hearings.

A third was concern for distortion or fabrication of facts in the heat of a political campaign that would unjustly condemn the innocent or prevent

discovery of the guilty

The containment effort, as I would use the term, did not contemplate or involve any acts in obstruction of justice. To the contrary while hoping to

contain the Watergate inquiry to the facts of u atergate, there was a concurrent effort to try to get the true facts of AW atergate and get them out to the

public. The President frequently cautioned against any coverup of Watergate or even the appearance of a coverup.
On the basis of testimony now before this committee, it appears that there also was an effort to cover up, as well as to contain. This coverup

appears to have involved illegal and improper activities, such as perjury, payments to defendants for their silence, promises of Executive clemency,

destruction of evidence, and other acts in an effort to conceal the truth regarding the planning and commission of crimes at the, Watergate.

 - The critical question then becomes the determination of who com-

mitted these acts, who directed them, who was aware of them.

I committed no such acts and directed no such acts and I was aware of no such acts until March of this y ear, when the President intensified his

personal investigation into the facts of the Watergate. I am convinced that the President had no awareness of any such acts until March of this year.

 - The question is asked: How could the President not have known?"

Very easily Reverse the question. How could the President have

known ?

Only if he were directly involved himself or if he were told by someone. who was either directly involved or had knowledge. The fact
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Mr. EHRLICHMAN?~~f.\N'. ill that I think you will see that it s my conclusion
that he acted in the best of faith thinking that he was simply engaged
in raising money for the defense fund purposes that he has testified to.

Senator AIONTOYS. AY11 right. Then how man)
interviews did you conduct as a result of your being commissioned by
the President to go into this?

Ak. EHRLICHMAN. Well, let me refer to my list again. Ten.

Senator SIOXTOY \. Ten ?
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Yes, sir.
Senator MONTOYA. How long did it take you to conduct these

interviews ?
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Well, I did this in the period between

April 5 and April 14.
Senator MONTOYA The President indicated that he had also—
Mr. EHR(EHRLICHMAN. Excuse me, I am sorry, Senator, A-

\ pril 15, I bet your pardon because I saw- Mr. Strachan at 9 oclock on
Sunday morning the 15th.

Senator MONTOYA.- All right.
Nova, what was this statement of the President all about when he

stated that on March 91 as a result of serious charges ' which came to
my attention, some of which were publicly reported, I began intensive
new inquiries into this whole matter.

What did he mean by that ?
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Well, I think what he meant by that was the

series of events starting March 21 and culminating April 17 which
would have been his conversation with Mr. Dean on the 21st; the
McCord letter to Judge Sirica on what, the 23d or whatever it was; his
sending Mr. Dean to Camp David to write out his statement; Mr. Dean
s return without the statement; his turning the investigation over, taking
it from Mr. Dean, his turning the inquiry over to me; my efforts to talk
to witnesses through this time: the parallel efforts. and I don't mean to
in any way diminish the efforts of the investigators in the Department
of Justice and in the prosecutor's office who were doing an extrodinarily
effective job right at this time.

You see, when I talked to Afr. Magruder. for instance, he had
already been to see the U.S.. attorney and told him everything as a
result of their efforts. So these were all parallel efforts going on and
there was a lot of reporting The President had his meeting with the
Attorney General and Afr. Petersen on that Sunday, and they compared
notes as to all of these investigations, and then this all came to a head
on that following Tuesday.

Senator MONTOYA. Would you then say that up until March you
were convinced, and the President was convinced in the White
House that there was no White House involvement ?

Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Yes, sir.
Senator MONTOYA. You were convinced up to that time ?
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Yes, sir, and I was saying that all across the

country because I believed it.
Senator MONTOYA And you kept saying this to the President on

the basis of information which you were receiving from Mr. Dean and
others ?

Mr. EHRL:ICHBrAN. In the best of faith,
yes, sir.
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Right, right. However in terms of this, what about a

solution? We are damned by the courts before Ervin even

gets started.

E The only thing we can say is that we have investigated it

backwards and forwards in the White House, and have been

satisfied on the basis of the report we had that nobody in

the White House has been involved in a burglary, nobody had

notice of it, knowledge of it, participated in the planning,

or aided or abetted it in any way. And it happens to be true

as for that transaction.

P John, you don't think that is enough?

D No, Mr. President.

E

P

H

Let's try another concomitant to that. Supposing Mitchell

were to step out on that same day to say, "I have been

doing some investigation at 1701 and I find - so and 50 and

so and so." Such as what? I don't know what he would say,

but that he wanted to be some kind of a spokesman for 1701.

What the hell does one disclose that isn't doing to blow

something? I don't have any time. I am sorry. I have to

leave. Well, goodbye. You meet what time tomorrow? I am not

sure. In the morning probably.
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John Mitchell testified before the Senate Select

Committee that the President did not know of either the burglary

~~ .

plans or the cover-up. Richard Moore testified before the Senate Select

Committee that as a result of his meetings with the President and Dean on

March 20, 1973, he concluded that the President had no knowledge that anyone

in the White House was involved in the Watergate affair and John Dean told

him as they departed that he had never told the President.

Page
_
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6b Moore 5 SSC 1944, 1945, 067 S9
_

(57)



6a. JOHN MITCHELL TESTIMONY, JULY 10, 1973, 4 SSC 1628

1628

I know the individual, I know his reactions to things  and I have a very
strong feeling that during,r the period of time in which}l I was in
association with him and di(l talk to him on the telephones that I just
do not believe that he ha(l that information or had that knowledge.~~e;
otherwise, I think the type of conversations we had would have brought
it out.

Air. D.~~sl~~. Generally is it fair to say that much of your opinion
that you express is based on your faith in the Pres:(lent and your
knowledg,,e of the man, rather than any specific statement the
President made to you or that you made to the President ?
Mr MITCHELL Well, I subscribe to the first two. I do have

faith in the President and I do think I have knowledge of the man and I
do think there were enough discussions in the area in the general area,
to the point where I think the general subject matter would have come
out if the President had had know ledge.

Mr. DASH. Well, non, Mr. Mitchell. you did become aware, as you
have indicated, somewhere around June ;'1 or 22, when you were
briefed or debriefed by Mr. I ,aRue and Mr. Mardian about the
socalled—as you described it, the White House horrors of the Liddy
operation and the break-in. I)id you, yourself as the President's ad and
counselor, tell the President what you knew or what you learned ?

Mr. MITCHELL. N o, sir, I did not.
Fir. DASH. Why didn't you ?
MITCHELL. Because I did not believe that it was appropriate for

him to have that type of knowledge, because I knew the actions that
he would take and it would be most detrimental to his political campai
an.

Mr. DASH. Could it have been actually helpful or healthy, do
you think ?

Mr. MITCHELL. That was not my opinion at the particular time. He
was not involved; it wasn't a question of deceiving the public as far as
Richard Nixon was concerned. and it was the other people that were
involved in connection with these activities. both in the White House
horrors and the Watergate. I believed at that particular time, and
maybe in retrospect, I was wrong, but it occurred to me that the best
thing to do was just to keep the lid on through the election

Air. DASH. Then it is your testimony that you in fact did not say
anything to the President at that time

Mr. MITCHELL o. sir, I did not.
Mr. DASH. SO whether the President had any knowledge of it. it

certainly couldn't have come from. his lack of knowledge or know
ledge, from any statement that you made to him?

Mr. MITCHELL. That is correct, MR. Dash.
MR. DASH. NOW, were you an-are of the fact that actually prior

to Magruder's testimony Mr. Dean rehearsed Magruder for his testimony
before the grand jury ?

Air. MITC}TELL.I do not recall that. Mr. Dash, if you are
talking about the testimony that too's place on the—

Sir. DASH. In August.
MITCHELL the second appearance.

Sir. DASH. The second appearance.
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On March ID, I was called to meet with the President and Air. Dean
in the President's s Executive Office Building office. The President
reiterated his desire to get out a general statement in advance of the
hearings. He ask.~~ecl us to be thinking about ways that this could be
done. This would include or could include issuing a full statement or
"White Paper '; he was also interested in our thoughts about ways to
l)resellt our story- to the Senate in terms of possible depositions,
affidavits, or possible conferences or meetings which would give the
Senate all the information it wished but which would not cut} across
the sep)alatioll of powers. He asked Dean and me to consider ways to
do this.

Now, late on March 19,19,3 or possibly on March before we met
later that day with the President—Mr. Dean told me that Howard Hunt
was demandi(lillcr that a large sum of money be given to him before
his sentencin r  on March 03, and that he wanted the money by
Wednesday, the 91st. If the payment were not made, Dean said, Hunt
had threatened to say- things that would be very serious for the
White House. I replied that this m-as l)ure blackmail, and that Dean
should turn it off and have nothing to do with it. I could not imagine I
said, that anything that Hunt could say would be as bad as entering
into a blackmail arrangement. I don't recall Mr. Dean's exact words,
but he expressed agreement.

This revelation was the culmination of several other guarded
comments Air. Dean had made to me in the immediately preceding
days. He had said that he had been present at two meetings attended by
Messrs.. Mitchell, Magruder, and Liddy before the bugging arrests,
during which Liddy had proposed wild schemes that had been turned
down—specifical]v espionage electronics surveillances and even
kidnapping.  He said that  the Water ,rate  locat ion had not  been
mentioned, and that he had turned off the wild schemes." I believed
then and believe today v that Alr. Dean had no advance kno v]edge of
the Watergate bugging and break-in. In addition, he said that if he ever
had to testify before the grand jury, his testimony would]cl conflict with
Mr. Magruder, and that he had heard that if  Magruder faced a
perjury charge he would take others with him.

Mr. Dean had also mentioned to me in these days in March that
earlier activities of Messrs.. Hunt and I iddy—not directly related to
Watergate be seriously embarrassing to the administration if they ever
came to light. He had also implied to me that he knew of payments
being made to the defendants for litigation expenses, and Hunt's
explicit blackmail demand raised serious questions in my- mind as to
the purpose of these payments.

This brings me to the afternoon of March °0,when Mr. Dean and I
met with the President in the Oval Office. The meeting lasted about
half an hour. The President again stated his hop)e that we could put out
a full statement in advance of the hearings. and again he expressed his
desire that we he forthcoming, as he put it. He made some comparisons
as to our attitude and the attitude of r)reviolls a(dministrations, and he
wanted us to make sure that we were the most forthcoming of all.

As I sat through the meetings of March 20 with the President and
Atr. Dean in the Oval ()ffice, I came to the conclusion in my own
mind that the President could not be aware of the things that Dean was

worried about or had been hinting,~~~~ at to me, let alone Howard
Hunt's
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blackmail demand. Indeed(l as the Presi(lent talked about getting the
w};ole stor) ou t—as he ha(l clone rep)eatecll.y in the recent meetin.,3—
it seemed(l crystal clear to me that he knew of nothing that was
inconsistent with the previously stated conclusion that the White House was
UNINV O1XeCl IN the Watergate'&ate aff}'-til'. before or' after the event.

As we closed the door of the ()val Office and turned into the hall I
decided to raise the issue directly with 31:l. Dean. I said that I had the
feeling r that the President had no knowledge of the things that w ere
wor r) ing,r Dean. I asked Dean ~~~~~~ whether he had ever told the
President about them Dean replied that he had not, and I asked whether
anyone else had. De an said he didn t think so. r said, and  I use quotation

marks to indicate the ssubstance.>e, and I think; these are almost my
precise words—I said) "Then the President isn t being served, he is
reaching r a point w}lere he is going t to have to ma!se critical
decisions and he simply has to know ail the f:acts. I think you should
go in and tell him what you know, you will feel better, it will be ri(,ht
for him. and it will be good for the country."

I do not recall whether Dean told me he would take action or not,
but I certainly had the impression that he was receptive. In any
event, the question was resolved that very evening! when I received a
call at home sometime after dinner and it was Mr.. Dean, who said that
the President h ad just phoned him and that he had decided that this
was the moment to spea,; up. He said that he told the President that
thing,rs had been going on that the President should know about and it
was important that Dean see him alone and tell him. Dean said that
the President readily a-<reed and told Dean to come in the follow(r
morning I congratulated Mr.. Dean and wished him well.

The next day,, March 01. Mr.. I)ean told me that he had indeed met
with the President at 10) o-clock and had talked with him for 2 hours
and had in his words. ' Let it all out. I said, ' D d you tell him about the
Howard Hunt business ? Dean replied that he had told the President ev
erything I asked him if the President had been surprised and he said
yes. I say he said yes in terms of his response; whether yes is the exact
words, but it was an affirmative statement.

Following this critical ,r on March 21, I had several subse quent
meetings and telephone conversations with Mr.. Dean alone, as well as
several meetings with the President which Arr. Dean did not attend. I
do not dispute Mr.. Deans account of the meetings between us us to
any substantive point, and I ha have no direct know]edfre of what
transpired in Mr,. Dean's subsequent meetin gs with the President. But
nothing s:licl in my meetings or conversations with Mr.. I)ean or my
meetin,s with the President sug,{rOrests in any way that before March
21 the President had known—or that Mr. r. Dean believed he had
known—o, of any in:ols-cmellt. of lVllite white personnel in the
bugging or the cov erup). Indeed.-Al r. B)ean s own account that he
and I agreed on the imp)ortallec of persuading the President to make a
prompt disclosure of all that the President had just learned is hardly)
compatible with a belief on Atr. I)ean s l)art that the President himself
had known the critical facts all alon r. In one of my talks with the
President, the President said he had ke pt asking himself whether there
had been an:, sign or clue which should have led him to discover the
true facts earlier. I told him that I wished that I had been more
skep)tical and inquisitive so that I could have served the Presidency

better.
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Now, are you saying that this entry is not an accurate reflection of that
meting,+r?

Mr.. AIOC)RE. AX ell. some of it is reasonably accurate and some
of it I can t recall.

For instance, it does refer to that suggestion about challeng:illct the
committee to its own investigation. which I stated. I think; I stated in
various languages, various words(ls at various times, that the President
indicated his desire to ~~~~,et the whole statement out about the
whole thing an(l that we agreed. I think; probably—I don't know
whether AI r. bean raised the question about waiting until after the
sentencing, but there was. I r ecall no firm decision on that.

Mitchell's problems with the grand jury—grand jury and Vesco—I
don't think there was any discussion of that. I don't know- about whether
Mr.. Dean reporte(i something going up there or something. I don't
know. I don't  recall at that meeting and I wonder whether the lon r an(l
short of it was whether Atr. Dean s logs show whether Ak. Dean had
another meeting with the Presi(lel l t  that  day.  Maybe you have
something there. And I am not sure whether we got there} at the
 same time. -~~~~

Arr. LENZNER. Let me ask you this. MR...
MOORE.
You di(l testif) that when you left the Oval Office on March ()0. I

concluded the President could not be aware of the things that Mr. r.
Dean was worried about. Norv. did that include, for example, the threat
by Atr. Hunt to blackmail the White House. ?
Mr. MOORE. Yes.

LENZNER,ExzxER Did it also include the earlier activities of Hunt—m and
Sk. Liddy that Mr.. Dean had also indicated could be embar rassing
to the White House 2

Mr.. MOORE. I had no laundry list in my mind. I had—except the
Howard Hunt matter. but the t eneral feeling that the man in that Oval
Office who was telling, us so stron,(tly that anything,r anybody knew
should be disclosed as soon as possible and we should ret the story out,
and he h had said it before, that this was utterly incompatible with his
having knowledge. prior knowledge,+re of any of these things, and that
is what I said. when I left I said, "John," I pointed into that room. I said,
'-the President doesn t know the kind of things that you are talking,
about and worrying about. Have you told him)" and so forth.

You have heard the story.
Mr.. LENZNER Tes. sir.
Mr.. MOORE. And it was a sense that this man with this this frame of

mind and with a desire to tell the wh()le story whatever it was, didn't t
know the whole story, didn t have an,>-thin<~~~~ of the whole story.
That was my conviction.
A[rIJ}:XZXER An(lI take it inclu(ling the things done.

He was telling you about Hunt and Liddy's s activities I think
Mr.:\lOORE.TIIe whole field of suspicion and knowledge,te and(l l)roblem that

seem to he lying there.
Mr.. I,F:LENZNER. Mr. MOORE. do you a(gree now that your understanding of the Presi(lent s

information and knowle(kre was basically inco rect? That he did, in
fact. have information by that meetin(> on March '20 concerning Mr..
Strachan and also I)ossil~~~~ie involvement in Watergate
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7. After the second meeting in Mitchells office on i ebruary, 19,2,

tile modi{iecl Liddy plan was turned down and Dean concluded the plan was
_,

at end. Dean later m with Haldeman and advised Haldeman that the WE}lite

House should have nothing to do with any such activity) Haldeman agreed.
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--I- assumed the Liddy plan was dead in that it  would never be
approved. I recall Liddy coming into my office in late February or early
March on a matter relating to the election laws. He started to tell me
that he could not get his plan approved and I reminded him that I would
not discuss it with him. He stopped talking about it, and we went on
with our business.

I  have thought back over the sequence of events and tr ied to
determine if I in ally way encouraged Air. Liddy and his intelligence
plans.
 r am certain of this did not encourage him to develop illegal tech- .
niques, because I was unaware he was developing such plans.

Between the, meeting in Mitchell's office on February A, 1972. and
June 19,,1972, X had no knowledge of what had become of Liddy's
proposal. I:did receive a memorandum from Mag,ruder on March 26,
1972 that indicated that T,iddy was doing some investigative work for
Magruder, but nothing that appeared illegal. Let, me explain.
- During, the- first week of March 19. '" Larry Hi,,rL)>-, r,al(leman's assistant, called

m e  to request for Haldeman any information that Caulfield could come up with
regarding the funding of the Democratic Convention in Miami,. On March 1a, 1972, I
forwarded a newspaper article that Caulfield had discovered on the subjects Later that
day Magruder brought,zht to me a copy of a- memorandums from Liddy to Mitchell
regarding an investigation Liddy had conducted—using Howard Hunt—in Florida. I
called Higby and he said that Magruder had already given him a copy. I told Higby
that I did not see anything illegal by the Democrats based on the information in the
memorandum. I made a notation on the bottom of the memorandum from Mr. Liddy,
but I did nothing further and heard nothing further from Higby on the subject I have
s u b m i t t e d  t o  t h e  c o m m i t t e e  t h e  d o c u m e n t s  I  h a v e  j u s t  r e f e r r e d  t o .
~~~~_~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~_

(The documents referred to were marked exhibit No. 31 14*.*]
Mr. DEAN-. I shall now turn to the events followin(r the Watergate

incident of June 17, 1972 and begin by telling the committee how I first
learned of the ıncident.
, I will skip the first part here explaining how-I ended up being out of
the country when the decision was made in late May and returned
on June 18, from the Far East.

F>ST KNOWLEDGE OF WATERGATE\ INCIDENT

In late MAY of 1972 the Bureau of NARCOTICS and Dangerous
Drugs asked me to deliver a graduation address at its Training
School in Manila, Philippines. on Saturday. June l ( .19~~~~ a. I
notified Mr. Alex Butterfield, pursuant to White House procedures
for staff contemplating foreign travel, on June a, and informed Air.
Butterfield that I planne:d to depart on June 14 and return on June
18 and that the trip had been cleared by the State Department, the
National Security Council, and Bud Krogh (who had responsibility
for the drug program on the White House Domestic Council). Ak.
Butterfield also approved the trip and I departed for Manila on June 14.

'See p. 1151.

NOTE.—IndPntefi matter represents portions of Air. Dean's prepared
statement which were omitted or summarized in his presentation.
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cratic Convention. Mr. Liddy concluded his presentation by saving that the plan -,vould cost
approximately $1 million.

I do not recall Magruder's reaction during the presentation plan because he was seated beside
me but I do recall Mitchell's reaction to the Mission Impossible" plan. He was amazed. At one
point I gave him n look of bewilderment and he winked. Kno)~~vina Mitchell, l-did not think he
would throw Liddy out of the office or tell him he was out of his mind, rather he did what I
expected. When the presentation was completed, he took a few long puffs on his pipe and told
Liddy that the plan he had developed was not quite m-hat he had ill mind and the cost was out of
the question. He suggested to Liddy he go back and revise his plan, keeping in mind that he was
most interested in the demonstration problem.

I remained Mitchell's office for a brief moment after the meeting ended, as the charts were
being taken off the easel and disassembled and Mitchell indicated to me that Fir. Liddy's
proposal was out of the question. I joined Magruder and Liddy and as we left the office I told
Liddy to destroy the charts. Mr. Liddy said that he would rev:ise the plans and submit a new
proposal. At that point I thought the plan was dead because I doubted if Mitchell would reconsider
the matter. I rode back to my office with Liddy and Magruder but there was no further
conversation of the plan.

The next time I became aware of any discussions of such plans occumd, I believe, on
February 4. 1972. Magruder had scheduled another meeting in Mr. Mitchell's office on a revised
intelligence plan. I arrived at the meeting very late and when I came in, Fir. Liddy was presenting
a scaled down version of his earlier plan. I listened for a few minutes and decided I had to
interject myself into the discussions. Arr. Mitchell, I felt. was being put on the spot. The only
polite way I thought I could end the discussions was to inject that these discussions could not go
on in the Office of the Attorney General of the United States and that the meeting should
terminate immediately

At this point the meeting ended. I do not know to this day who kept pushing for these plans.
TV:hether Liddy was pushing or whether Mag,a,ruder-was pushing or whether someone was
pushing Ma,.~~lder, I do not know. I do know. in hindsi(rhts that I should have not been as polite
as I was in merely suggesting that Liddy destroy the charts after the first meeting. Rather, I should
have said forget the plan completely. After I ended the second meeting I told Liddy that I would
never again discuss this matter with him. I told him that if any such plan were approved. I did not
want to know. One thin(r was certain in my mind, while someone wanted this operation, I did not
avant an y part of it, nor would I have any part of it.

After this second meeting in Mitchell's office. I sought a meeting with Mr. Haldeman to tell
him what was occurring but it took me several days to get to see him. I recall that Higby got me
into Haldeman's office when another appointment had been canceled or postponed. I told

Haldeman what had been presented by Liddy and told him that I felt it was incredible,
unnecessarv. and unwise. I told him that no one at the White House
should have anything to do with this. I said that the reelection
committee will need an ability to deal with demonstrations, it did not
need bug(rinffl, mugging. prostitutes. and kidnapers. Haldeman
agreed and told me I should have no further dealings on the matter.
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Magruder reported to Strachan that a sophisticated political

intelligence gathering system" had been approved.

Strachan included this item in a memo containing approximately 30 other items

directed to Haldeman. S ttached at tab "H" of this report were examples of the type

information being developed and identified by the code name "Sedan Chair. "

Magruder and Reisner testified "Sedan Chair" involved a disgruntled campaign

worker from the Humphrey Pennsylvania Organization who passed

information to Committee to Re-Elect the President. Porter deemed this activity

surreptitious but not illegal.

:.

8a. Strachan 6 SSC, 2441,............2452,

8b
_

8c Reisner 2 SSC, 499, 500

8d Porter 2 SSC, 6,0-671
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that Mr.. Mitchell and Mr. Dean were shocked by Liddy's plan; Mr. Magruders staff man Gordon
Lid(lV~~~ was apparentl,Sr quite humiliated, and nothing was approved. In other words, if those
meetings were routinely reported to Mr.. Haldeman as evi(Iellce of Sir. Magruder's administrative
ability and judg)lnent, the January and February meetings would not very likely inspire the
confidence of Mr.. Haldeman or the President.

Yet, Mr. Magruder testified that "as he recalled" he returned to his office after both these
embarrassing meeting and routineyv called Sir. Haldemans staff assistant, me. and told me about
his blunder, presumably so that I could inform Sllr. Haldeman. That testimony is difficult to
reconcile with good sense. Presumably, Mr. Magruder knew that Mr.. Dean would report on the
meetin gs to Air. Haldeman—as Air. Dean has testified he did—why would Mr.. 7~~~,Magruder
want two people reporting the same disaster to Mr.. Haldeman 2

It is true, however, that Mr.. Ma gruder called me after he returned from the March 30, 19 f 2.
meeting at Key Biscayne with Mr.. Mitchell and Mr.. LaRue and reported 011 about 30 major
campaign decisions. Each of these decisions was briefly described in that rather short phone
conversation. During this call, he told me, and I am repeating his words rather precisely: " &
sophisticated political intelligence-gathering system has been approved with a budget of 300."
Unfortunately he neither gave me, nor did I ask for any further details about the subject.

Soon thereafter I- wrote one of my regular "political matters" memos for Air. Haldeman. This
particular memo for early April was.^s 8 to 10 pages long with more than a dozen tabs or
attachments, but it contained only one three-line paragraph on political intelligence. That
paragraph read almost verbatim as Mr.. Magruder had indicated to me over the phone. I wrote in
the memo to Mr.. Haldeman—Again this is almost a quote:

Magruder reports that 1701 now has a sophisticated political intelligence- system with a budget
of 300. A sample of the type of information they are developing is attached at tab "H"."

At tab ", I enclosed a political intelligence report which had been sent to me from the
committee. It was entitled Sedan Chair II. This report, and two others somewhat like it that I had
received began with a statement such as, 'i t confidential source reveals" or "a reliable source
confidentially reports." This was followed by a summary of some political information.

In April 1972, I was mainly interested in reporting to Mr. Haldeman on those 30 campaign
decisions and other relevant political items. I did not give much thought to what Sir. Magruder
meant by "sophisticated political intelligence-gathering system." Nor did I give much thought to
the real identity of Sedan Chair II, but I remember that the information dealt with Senator
Humphrey's Pennsylvania organization. • '

However, on June 17. 1972, and afterward, as the news began unfolding about the break-in at
the Democratic National Committee, I certainly- began to wonder w

ho else but people from 1701 could have been involved. I suspected that maybe the Watergate
break-in was part of

the sophisticated political intelligence operation Mr.. Magruder had
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that would strike me as far more sensitive a matter to send through the
normal messenger channels than some file which other witnesses have

indicated was not patently ille gal on its face .

Mr.. DASH. In other words, what you are saying is that you never

did see the Gemstone file, Mr.. Magruder never invited you over to see
it, and that prior to March 30, J'OU had no knowledge,e of any so-called

Liddy intelligence plan?
Arr. STRACHAN -. That is correct.

Mr.. DASH. Now, did that change, at least a  march 30 ?

If it did, could you tell us how it changed ?

Mr. STRACHAN:f. Yes; I I was aware that Afr. Magruder would he going

down to Key Biscayne to review several campaign decisions that had
accumulated during John Mitchell's working r on the ITT problem.
He called me up in an app-~~arentlv fairly brief telephone conversation
and reviewed the 30 or so pending campaign decisions. I took notes on
that telephone conversation and prepared shortly thereafter a political
matters memorandum for Mr.. Haldeman, summarizing tllat telephone

conversation as well as other information.

Mr.. DASH. And what did that include ? I mean did it include a Liddy

intelligence plan ? ;~~

Mr.. STRACHAN. Yes; Mr.. Mr. gruder told me that a sophisticated

political intelligence gathering,r system ha(l been approved and I re
ported that to Atr. Haldeman.

Mr.. DASH. Were you aware that that was one of the items for deci-- ~

sion that went down to Key Biscayne with Mr.. Magruder?

Afr. STRACHAN-. N0: I was not.

Mr.. DASII. SO that it was after he came back that he reported that to

you ?

Mr. STRACHAN. That is correct.

Mr. DASH. Can you recall approximately- when he made that,

to you ?

Mr.. STRACHAN'. Well. it was shortly thereafter, I would guess either

Friday, March 31, maybe Saturday,-. My secretary recalls having typed

the memoranclusn on Friday.

Mr.. DASH. And it is clear in your mind that Mr.. Magruder reported

that Arr. Mitchell had in fact approved a sophisticated intelli(>ence

plan ?

Mr.. STRACHAN- Well. I concluded that Mitchell had appro -ed
it. I believe that when Atr. Magruder was going through the decisions
and the way I would usually report it to Mr.. Haldeman would be that
Mr.. Magru,Tvider reports that Mr.. Mitchell has approved the following
matters and I would put a colon. and then I would list the items.

Arr. DASH. But did you do it with re gard to this plan ?
Mr.. STRACHAN-[AN-. Yes; that was one of the 3,n items that was listed



Mr.. D V S H .  I  th ink:  in  your  s ta tement  you refer red  to  a
sophisticated intelligence system with a budget of 300. Three hundred
what?

Mr.. STRACHAN SS. Well. it is $300,000. On almost all of the
memorandum that I wrote to Mr.. Haldeman I would leave off the last
three zeroes, because usual]y the figures that we were dealing M  were
very-, very,r large,e.

Afr .  DASII.  Now, you say that  you then
prepared a political matters memorandum for

Mr.. Haldeman, and you included
this approved
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- - Arr. z[AGR~~~ER. Primarily Mr,. I)ean and Mr.. Mitchell.

Mr. DASH. Now did you testify before the grand jury under  immunity, provision?

Mr. MAGRUDER. 50, sir.

Mr. I)ASH{. When did •-011 most recently testify) before the t,rancl jury ?

Mr. AI.\C,R~~~E]>. That would have been prob)ablv 2 weeks after the April 14
discussion with the prosecutors.

Mr.. I)ASH. W What understanding(lillft do you have with the prosecutors

with regard(l to + OUI self at this point ?

Mr.. Magruder. As I understand it, I will plead guilty to a l-count

felony cha, rge of conspiracy.

Mr.. DASH. And will You be a witness at the criminal trial?

Mr.. MAGRUDER. Yes, sir.

Mr. D XSH. I have no further questions, Afr. Chairman.

Senator ERVIN'. Senator Baker.

Senator Baker. AI r. Chairman, thank you very much.

As we did on yesterday, we made an effort to rotate the questioning among members
of the committee so that the se/luence is not exactly the same. We intended to try that
again today with the chairman's concurrence and to rearrange the sequence of things in
a different way. I will now follow Mr.. Dash, I will A ield then in our turn to Senator
Weicker and Senator Gurney, and instead of minority counsel following after majority
counsel, minority counsel will conclude the questioning of this witness.

Mr. Magruder, I am not clear in my mind about who originated the idea of the.
clandestine intelligence op)eration and when that was done.

Mr. SI.AGR ~~~ ER. Well. Alr. Liddy was brought over to me at the committee in
December and I was told that he would handle our intelligence operations, by Mr.
Dean. He indicated that Mr. Mitchell had approved this. We did not discuss ill detail at
that meeting what these operations would be.

Senator B. BAKER. Did you discuss electronic eavesdropping?

Mr. MAGRUDER. N0, we did not.

Senator BAKER. Did you discuss the Democratic National Committee ?

Mr. MAGRUDER. N0. we did not.

Senator B.\liER. But the chain of events is that Arr. Dean recommended to you Mr.
Liddy.

Mr. MAGRUDER. Y es, sir.

Senator BAKER. It is your understanding that Mr. Mitchell had recommended Mr.
Liddy ?

Arr. MAGRUDER)ER. My understanding is they had met in November, November
24, Alr. Liddy. Mr. Dean and Mr. Mitchell and at that time it was agreed he would
become our counsel and handle OUI' intellignece operations.

Senator BAKER. What was the nature of your concept)t of intelligence(rence
operations at that point ?

Mr. MAGRUDER. Yes concept M

Senator BAKER. Yes; or Mr. Dean or Mr. Mitchell; if you ]~~~n~~~ Mr'. MAGRUDER.
I do not know- what their concept)t was. My concept)t was simpl,v one of gathering as
much information through sources in

the opposition's committee would have been my concept)t at that time.
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- Senator MONTOYA. Now, Arr. Magruder, would you say- that R you were

ac(ltlaillted with most of these projests that, especially those 011 which
you kept a little file known as Gemstone ?

Mr. AIAG,RUDER. Senator, M when you say ac(luaillted

Senator MONTOYA or(luaillte(iolulrvaleof the projects.

Mr. AI.\(RUDER. Well, specifically the Watergate break-in, yes I was specifically aware of
that l)roject.

Senator MONTOYA. Did you have anything in your files with respect to Ruby 1 ?

Mr. MAGRUDER. My recollection of, I think;* Ruby 1 and Ruby Q and Crystal were code
names, I think that Mr. I,Liddy used for the various bugs. I am not sure if that is cor rect. I think
that is what it was.

Senator MONTOYA.\. Can you elaborate or amplify on their significance ?

Mr. MAGRUDER. I did not pay any attention to the names at all. It did not interest me.

Senator MONTOYA. Did you have anything

Mr, . Ma- MAGRUDER. But I remember the names.

Senator MONTOYA. Did you have anything in your files with respect to these names ?

Mr. MAGRUDER. Well. when the documents came in those. names were in the documents,
and I just cannot recall in what context they were in the documents. My- recollection was that I
thought that they were the positioning that would identify where that bug was, that is what I
thought. I would not I could not verif) that. I think that is my recollection of what Ruby 1, Ruby a,
and Crystal meant.

Senator MONTOYA. Do tou mean to tell me you did not read the documents that went into the
Gemstone file ?

Mr. MAGRUDER. I did not say that, sir. I said I read the documents but the jargon the jarg,on
that Mr. Liddy used was not of any interest. Actually-, Senator, I only read the documents once
found them to be useless and did not read them again.

Senator MONTOYA. What about Sedan Chair No. 2 ?. .

Mr. MAGRUDER. Sedan Chair 2, to my recollection, was an individual who was in the
Humphre,v campaig,n, who had been set up before Mr. I,iddy came on board, although that. could

be incorrect, it may have been after, and was simply a. as I understood it. I
think a disgruntled employee who was passing information to us. I
just do not know who Sedan{:hair q was. He wrote one extensive
report that I think Mr. Porter alluded to Humphrey's camp)aian in
Philadelphia.

Senator MONTOYA. now, VOU indicated also in testimony
heretofore given that you always assumed that when Mr. Dean acted
that he had author ity either from Mr t .  Haldeman or Mr.
Ehrlichman, did you not 7

Mr. MAGRUDER. I think;. Senator, I said that his normal rep
orting relationship was either between Mr. Haldeman and 311.
F,hlliclllnan. T do not know specifically in ever) case whether he was
acting, in their behalf.

Senator MONTOYA. But you were under the belief that because
he was emp)loved at the White House under these two gentlemen that
he was acting for and in their behalf. Is that what you indicated
before?

WI r. MAGRUDER. Senator . in general context, yes. sir.
Senator MONTOYA, What particular part did Mr. Dean have in forging



the plan for the coverup ?
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' - Sir. REISNER. The total amount, when you added up the amount Mr. Porter had(l
received, seemed to be in the range of S40,000 to $50,no(). But that was';IS - .

Mr. THOMPSON:N-. Is that what the committee referred to as petty cash at that
time?

Air. REISNER. 1 referred to it as petty cash until I had assisted Mr. Porter in the ac
tivity.

Air. T'}rO)IPSON. And(l realized it was greater than you thought.

Mr. REISNER. I am sorry ?

mr. THOMPSON. And you realized that the money he had was more than you
thought?

WIT. REISNER. With this exception: It was not petty cash in the sense that there
were 87,000 or $8:S,000 on hand, which is certainly not petty cash. The ,54(),000 to
$50,OOO that I am referring to was sums that had accrued from the beg- innillr of the
time that there were receipts~July or June of 1971 until March.

Mr. THOMPSON:vlPso.x. How much cash was in the safe?

Mr.  REISXER. How much cash at  that  t ime? I t  seems to me i t  was in the
neighborhood of several thousand dollars—perhaps as much as five or six.

Mr. THOMPSON. Did the receipts—do you re(.all any names of, or any amounts to
individuals who were receiving money from Mr. Porter's safe?

Mr. REISNER. Well, I can remember that there were, in addition to Mr. Liddy—IIO\
V, Mr. Liddy was—it was Air. Porter that indicated to me that Mr. I,iddy was receiving
money. There was an individual who was referred to by a code name and that code
name was "Sedan Chair" and that that individual was

Mr. THOMPSON. Sedan Chair? Two words?

Mr. REISNER. \ es. I believe it was actually "Sedan Chair 2."

Mr. Tuo.~~lPso>-. Was there a Sedan Chair l?

Mr. REISNER. I do not know. I do not know Perhaps there was.

There was also an individual who worked for Ailr. Porter named Roger Stone, \ ho I
believe received money. And there may have been other in(livi(luals.

But to my recollection, which is a little bit vague on this, there was not a regular
disbursements with those exceptions.
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Mr. REISNER. I do not know I know- that—well, I mean, I have sort of a general
circumstantial understanding of who I think Sedan Chair was.

Air. THOMPSON. Tell us about it.

Mr. REISNER. I I will come as close as I can.

Mr. THOMPSON'. Tell us about it.

Mr. REISNER. Sub sequent to that, after I learned that there was such an individual,
I think I was more alert to the name and I did see a memo in April, I believe, or perhaps
May, that purported to he a report from another capaign committee. I believe it was the
Humphrey committee. I do not know for a fact who Sedan Chair was. It could have been
someone who just simply had his disagreement with the Humphrey committee and
wished to report on some of their activities.

Mr. T}HOMPSON. It was someone in the Humphrey committee, from what you can
tell?
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Ml. RE}SNER. From what I can tell, I mean it purported to he.<

Mr. THOM[PSON. How much money was this individual receiving

Mr. REISNER.. A15 recollection is that it was app)rozeimately a thousand dollars a
month, but I could have read that in the newspaper, frankly, it is vague..

Mr. THOMPSON. What about Mr. Liddy?

Alr. REISNER. Mr. Liddy received several disbursements that were considerably
larger than that. I think they were in the nature of 85,000 to S8,000, 1 am not certain.
The reason I remember them is that there wer e—he would return sums of money and it
made the accounting somewhat bizarre. He would return S300 after taking out SS,OOO,
that sort of thing. I really am not completely clear on that.

Fir. THOMPSON. Was there any indication as to the total amount Liddy had
received to that time?

Mr. REIS}WEPW. No, there wasn't. I have the feeling that the total magnitude,
S4O,GOO to $50,000, means that, and that is the total magnitude of what was recorded.
I have no idea. Mr. Porter, I do not think, would have hidden any of what he was
recording but I only saw what the receipts were there and Mr. Liddy's total fi(gure I
would think would be in the nature of half of that.

Mr. THOMPSON. Did you state when this inventory took place?

Afar. REISNER. In March, later March. I could not pin it down exactly but it was
late March.

Mr. THOMPSON Concerning the money in Mr. Porter's safe, could you tell either
from anything that you saw there in the nature of receipts, from conversations with Mr.
Porter, from conversations with anybody else about any other operations or individuals
who were being funded, who had been paid money out of tile safe of Fir. Porter?

Mr. REISNER. Anything else would be by the nature of a supposition. There is
nothing else that

Mr. THOMPSON'. Do you know?

Mr. REISNER. It is hard.

Mr. THOMPSON. Or do you know or have any basis for believing that any
demonstrations or counter demonstrations were funded?

Mr. REISNER. Yes, there was one occasion in April in which I overheard a
conversation. The nature of my job was such that there are pieces of these things that
were overheard that after subsequent events they perhaps take some meaning. I was
sitting in Mr. Magruder's office at the time he received a phone call. The phone call
concerned the fact that there was a desire to get some counter demonstrators or
demonstrators to attend the Hoover funeral, that there was some sort of planned
demonstration. It seems to me that that was an activity that Mr. Liddy was then asked
to undertake and it seems to me there was some cash in that activity.

Mr. THOMPSON. Magruder asked Liddy to take care of this?

Mr. REISNER. When I say this I say this in an effort to be cooperative because I am
talking about only my specific recollection. It may be that that wasn't carried out or
that it was carried out differently from the way in which I heard the conversation and I
think only Mr. Porter could be of assistance there. That was the nature of the initial
conversation.
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Senator RYEICRER. Which Senator is this?

Mr. PORTER. Senator Muskie—voted be used as a great front to

go to California and hold tax hearings that would be a great visual
event for Senator Muskie and all at the taxpayers' expense and he
could get a lot of value for his camp)aigm

We thought that was rather interesting to say the least, and I told

Mr. Magru(ler about it. EIC aske(l me to just cop)v the memo 011 a, I
believe it was written on plain bond—and send it to Evans and A ovak.

Miss Duncan did that. Miss Duncan typed it an(l we sent it to

Evans and Novak, and they printed it and the hearings were

held.

Senator WEICKER. All right. Were there other documents or other

instances where Miss Duncan performed services relative to

Mr. PORTER. w es, sir, I believe it was Miss Duncan. On one occa

sion, Senator Muskie's speech that he was going to deliver in the
Senate against the nomination of William Relmquist to the Supreme
Court was on the film, and I specifically was—it was about 20 pages
and I asked Arlr. Magruder(ler what he wanted me to do with it. He said,
let me check, and he did check, and he got back to me and said, Mr.

Mitchell would like to see it.

So that had to be completely typed and I had to read—I read off the

film into an IBNI dictaphone, and I believe it was Miss Duncan who

typed that. I believe it was she.

Senator WEICKER. Miss Duncan now being your secretary, is that

correct?

Mr. PORTER. Yes, sir.

Senator WEIC}TER. At any time, did you send Miss Duncan to the

White House to give Gordon Strachan copies of the photographed
documents or the transcripts emanating from those documents'~~

Mr. PORTER., An not remember, sir, whether I did or not; I do not

remember, It is pos. ~ that I did. If I did, it would have been be
cause Mr. Magruder wo. ' -a said, take a copy of this over to

Gordon Strachan. '

Senator WEICKER. I do want you to think about this answer.

Mr. PORTER. I understand.

Senator WEICKER. I am not trying to mislead you, and if you care to

take a minute or so, just to carefully think about it,, please do so. I do

not want to rush you.

Mr. PORTER. I will tell it as I remember it, and I do—let me say

this. Certainly, if Miss Duncan sass that that happened, then it did



happen. I would not dispute anything that she might say.

On the other hand, the only reason that I would send a document

over to Mr. Strachan would be at Mr. Magruder's sugg(>estion or
direction. I believe that I do remember sending—I believe there was
only one copy of the Rehnquist speech put together—I think—it was
so long However, on the item that appeared that was sent to Evans
and Novak, I think perhaps that may have been sent over to Air.
Strachan. I j ust do not remember, Senator. i ;

Senator WEICKER. And you realized at that time that these various
documents—xvell, let me rephrase my question.

The obtaining of these documents, did you consider them been
obtained legally or illegally?

(74)

to have



8d. HERBERT PORTER TESTIMONY JUNE 12) 1973, 2 SSC 67071

671

Arr. PO}TTER. I remember asking Afr. Rvietz. The first question I
asked him, I said, "Is this any part of the U.S. mail?" And he said,
s t "No } }

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

Mr. PORTER. A O. sir.

Senator WEICKER. Why, then, did you indicate to your secrete ary that these were not
matters to be discussed

Air. PORTER. I think that is, in my opinion, that would be self-evident, Senator Weicker, that
YOU would not go around discussing things like that, the same as you would not go around
discussing any kind of information gathering that you might be doing

Senator WEICKER. Did you indicate to her that if she discussed it, she would be fired?
Mr. PORTER. I do not believe I ever made that statement to her, DO, sir.

Senator WEICKER. Again, let me just ask the question, am I correct in paraphrasing your
answer to me that there might have been an instance where you sent material to the \:White House
to Gordon Strachan or am I correct in saying that there were those instances and if so, how many?
That is my question.

Mr. PORTER. I cannot remember the exact number of instances that I sent things to Mr.
Strachan. Mr. Strachan would get copies addressed to Air. Haldeman of many things that I did,
Senator, in relationship to my primary function at the campaign or the surrogate operation,
schedules, and plans

Senator WEICKER. I understand, but
. Mr. PORTER. I do not remember—excuse me. ' Senator
WEICKER. Excuse me.

Mr. PORTER. I just do not remember specific instances where Mr. Strachan was sent an item
here or an item there. As I say, if Miss Duncan says that she did, then I would believe that. But I
personally do not remember that specific instance.

Senator WEICKER. ~~~-011 do not remember, then, sending Miss Duncan to the White House
to give Gordon Strachan copies of these photographed documents?

Mr. PORTER. I would say that, if it is an answer, I kind of remember it, but not enough to sit
and testify that I did it. All right? I mean, I sent Mr. Strachan documents and, on occasion, Miss
Duncan would hand carry them for one reason or another—either because the messenger was not
going to come back until 4 o'clock and it was noon, or Air. Magruder wanted to get something over
there right away, or something like that, and the secretaries would hand carry them.

Senator WEICKER. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman.
Senator ERVIN. Senator
Montoya.
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9. Dean told the President on March 21, 1973 that Haldeman

was assuming that the Committee to Re-Elect the President

_ .

had an intelligence gathering operation conducted by Liddy that

was proper. Dean told the President there was nothing illegal

about "Sedan Chair".
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either fish or cut bait. This is
absurd to have these guys

over there and not using them. If
you are not going to use

them, I may use them." Things of this nature.

P When was this?

D This was apparently in February of '72.

P Did Colson know what they were talking about?

D

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

1 78- 79

1 1 O

I- can only assume, because of his close relationship with Hunt,

that he had a damn good idea what they were talking about, a damn

good idea. He would probably deny it today and probably get away

with denying it. But I still -- unless Hunt blows on him

P But then Hunt isn't enough. It takes two doesn't it?

D Probably. Probably. But Liddy was there also and if Liddy were to

blow -Then you have a problem -- I was saying as to the

criminal liability in the White House.

D I will go back over that, and take out any of the soft spots.

P Colson, you think was the person who pushed?

D I think he helped to get the thing off the dime. Now

something else occurred though

P Did Colson -- had he talked to anybody here?

D No. I think this was -

P Did he talk with Haldeman?

D No, I don't think so. But here is the next thing that comes

in the chain. I think Bob was assuming, that they had some
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7

.

thing that was proper over there, some intelligence gathering operation

that Liddy was operating. And through Strachan, who was his tickler, he

started pushing them to get some information and they -- Magruder --

took that as a signal to probably go to Mitchell and to say, "They are

pushing us like crazy for this from the White House. And so Mitchell

probably puffed on his pipe and said, "Go ahead," and never really

reflected on what it was all about. So they had some plan that obviously

had, I gather, different targets they were going to go after. They were

going to infiltrate, and bug, and do all this sort of thing to a lot of

these targets. This is knowledge I have after the fact. Apparently after

they had initially broken in and bugged the DNC they were getting

information. The information was coming over here to Strachan and some

of it was given to Haldeman, there is no doubt about it. P Did he know

where it was coming from? D I don't really know if he would. P Not

necessarily? D Not necessarily. Strachan knew it. There is no doubt

about it, and whether Strachan -- I have never come to press these

people on these points because it hurts them to give up that next inch,

so I had to piece things together. Strachan was aware of receiving

information, reporting to
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11:55 A.M. MEETING, 180

11 Bob. At one point Bob even gave

instructions to change their capabilities from Muskie to McGovern,

and passed this < back through Strachan to Magruder and apparently

to Liddy.

And Liddy was starting to make arrangements to go in and bug the

McGovern operation. P They had never bugged Muskie though, did they?

D No, they hadn't, but they had infiltrated it by a secretary. P By a

secretary? D By a secretary and a chauffeur. There is nothing illegal

g t30

about that. So the information was coming over here and then I,

finally, after -a. The next point in time that I became aware of

anything was on June 17th when I got the word that there had been this

break in at the DNC and somebody from our Committee had been caught in

the DNC. And I said, "Oh, (expletive deleted)." You know, eventually

putting the pieces together -P You knew what it was. I knew who it was.

So I called Liddy on Monday morning and said, "First, Gordon, I want to

know whether anybody in the White House was involved in this." And he

said, "No, they weren't." I said, "Well I want to know how in

(adjective deleted) name this happened." He said, "Well, I was pushed

without mercy by Magruder to get in there and to get more information.

That the information was not satisfactory.
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10. Political Matters Memo ',P18 was prepared by Strachan and

submitte(l to Haldeman on March 31, 1972. On April 4, 1972 Strachan

_ .

prepared a talking paper including the mention of the "sophisticate intelligence gathering

operation" for use by Haldeman in a meeting he was having with Mitchell on that day. The paper

was returned to Strachan and filed with Memo #18 after Haldeman met with Mitchell. Strachan

testified the subject of intelligence gathering was never raised again by Haldeman. Stracnan is

certain none of the Political Matters

Memo had the "P" with a check mark through the "P" which was the procedure used

for memos discussed in that form with the President.
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that would(l strike me as far more sensitive a, matter to send through the normal
messenger channels than some file which other witnesses have indi( ated was not
patently illegal on its f face

Mr. DASH. In other words, what you; are saying is that you never did see the
(Gemstone file. Mr. Magruder never invited you over to see it, an(l that prior to March
30, you had no knowledge of any so-called Liddy intelligence plan?

Mr. STRACHAN -. That is correct.

Mr. D.ash. Now, did that. change. at least after March 30 2

If it did, could you tell us how it changed ?

Atr. STRACHAN. Yes; I was aware that Mr. Magruder be going down to Key
Biscayne to review several campai'(=n decisions that had accumulated

 durin(r John Mitchell's working (ill the ITT problem. He called me up in an
apparent]v fairly brief telephone conversation and reviewed the 30 or so pending
campaign decisions. I too]; notes on that telephone conversation and prepared shortly
thereafter a political matters memorandum for Mr. Haldeman, summarizing that
telephone conversation as well as other information.

Afr. DASH. And what did that include ? I mean did it include a Liddy intelligence plan ? '
l

Afr. STRACHAN. Yes; Mr. Magruder told me that a sophisticated political
intelligence gathering system had been approved and I reported that to Arr. Haldeman.

Mr. DASH. Were VOII aware that that was one of the items for decision that vent
down to Key Biscayne with Mr. Mag,ruder?

Arr. STRACHAN \5-. N0- I was not.

Atr. DASH. So that it was after he came back that he reported that to you ?

Mr. STR ACTI \}r. That is correct.

Mr. DASH. Can you recall approximately- when he made that report to you ?

Mr. STRACHAN-. Well, it was shortly thereafter. I would guess either Friday, March
31, mayb)e Saturday. My secretary recalls having typed the memorandum on Friday.

Mr. D.ASH. And it is clear in your mind that Mr. Magruder reported that Mr. Mitchell
had in fact approved a sophisticated intelli(gence plant

Mr. STRACH S S  . Well, I concluded that Mr. Mitchell had
approved it. I believe that when Mr. Magruder(ler was going through
the decisions and the way I would usually report it to Mr.. Haldeman
would(l he that Mr. Magruder rer)olts that Mr.. Mitchell has approved
the follonwing
matters, and I would put a colon. and then I would list the items.

Mr. DASH But did you do it with regard to this plan ?
Atr. STRACHAN{\N-. Yes; that was one of the 30 items that was
listed.
Mr. D\SH. I think in ~~~,-our statement you referred to a

sophisticated intelligence system with a budget(lfTet of .',00. Three
hundred what

Mr. STRACHAN-. Well it is 94.'S00,000. On almost all of the
memorandums that, I wrote to Mr. Haldeman I would leave off' the
last three zeroes, because usually the figures that we were dealing(r
with were very, very, large ..

Mr. DASH. Now, you say that you then prepared a political matters
memorandum for Mr. Haldeman, and J'OU included this approved
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Air. STR-ACH[AN-. Well, there was a button on the call director phone that I had
which would buzz when I was to pick that line up, and I pushed down the l:button and
began listening to the conversation usually at that time which was already in progress.

Mr. DAS}q[. All right. In this particular case non- with a call, I take it, you are
testifying to Mr. Mitchell, could you tell us, having picked up) the line, what you
heard ?

Mr. STR.ACHAN-. Well, Mr. Mitchell indicated that he was either going to return or
had returned from Florida. and Mr. Haldeman jokingly said '"Well,. that is clearly a
mistake. You ought to stay down there and vacation some more.'' and Mr. Mitchell
indicated that ' Well, we had better t et to gether and talk about some matters."
Haldeman asked him if 3 o'clock that day would be convenient.

Atr. D ASH. And that day was when ?

Mr. STRA('IIAN. Ap pril A. _

Mr. DASH. 19, 2 ?

Mr. SARA C1IA N-. 1 9 s 1972 .

Mr. DASH. And was there, in fact, a meeting on April 4,197S, between Arr.
Haldeman and Arr. Mitchell ?

Mr. STRACHAN-. Well. I did not attend the meeting so I could not testify that there
was in fact but I prepared GL talking paper for the meeting and we would prepare a
folder which would include the talking paper, and the talking paper went into his office
and came back out afterwards.

Mr. DASH. All right.

Now, in this talking paper. did you include the item of the sophisticated intelligence
plan with a budget of $.300.000 2

Atr. STRACHAN. Yes. In most talking papers I would frequently pose the. question
is the intell igence system adequate? Is the proposal on track,  just  to get  the
conversation going 011 the subject, and in this particular one I did include that
paragraph.

Mr. DASH. Now, prior to that meeting and when you were preparing that talking
paper was there any other political intelligence plan operative or being considered to
your knowledge

Mr. STRACHAN-. A-0; not to my knowledge.

. Mr. DASH. I)id you receive back that talking paper after you had given it to Mr.
Haldeman ?

Btr. STRACHAN'. Yes. I did.
Afr. DASH.-And to your knowledge, was there any indication as to

whether all the items on the talking paper had been discussed?
Mr. STRACHAN. Well, usually if a matter had not been discussed

he would indicate that it should be raised again. In this case it was not
raised again, indicating that he would have covered the subject.

Mr. DASH. A:W did you do with that talking paper then when you
received it back ?

Err. STRACHAN. I put it back in the file with the political
matters memo 18 files.

Mr. D VSH. And there was no indication from Atr. Haldeman that he
had either not discussed it or it needed any further action on your part ?

Atr. STRACHAN-. That is



correct.
Atr. DASH. Now, did there come a time after that meeting bet ween
Mr.. Mitchell and Mr. Haldeman, and also in the same month of April,
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Senator INOUYE. Was any distinction made between personal and private papers and public
papers or were they all in one package, sir?

Atr. STRACH AN-. A5.'ell. that question of law has never been settled. Most Presidents have
taken the view that any documents prepared in their public capacity belong to them. Former
President Johnson left with something like 20 moving vans full of documents and memorabilia,
with no apparent distinction between personal papers that he had drafted and papers that had been
prepared by other mem,bers of the Government for him.

Senator INOUYE. Were he tapes that we have been discussing today a part of the estate of
Richard M. . Nixon

 ? Part of the estate plan 2

Arr. STRACH-\N-. Well usually the description of the assets which would be transferred would
be extraordinarily broad. Terms such as "materials" would be used to include every thin(J—papers,
memorabilia, State gifts, tapes, photographs, almost anything related to the Presidency.

Senator INOUYE. Were you aware that the tapes that have been under discussion the last few
days were considered as part of the estate plan of the President?

Ak. STRACHAN-. A-0, I did not know of the existence of those tapes until Mr. Butterfield's
testimony.

Senator INOUYE. :!would. you have said that you prepared several .
political memos which were passed on to Mr. Haldeman. Are you
aware if these memos were ever seen by the'President ?

Sir. STRACHAN. A-0, and I would doubt that they were. because memorandums which I drafted
for Atr. Haldeman, that he reviewed with the President, would usually concern polling matters. and
he would put a ' P" up in the upper right-hand corner indicating that he would want to take it in and
cover it with the President, then it would come back to me with a chec!smark through the ':P^
"indicatincr that he had covered it with the President. And I do not remember. and I am certain that
I would, that any of my political matters memos were covered with the President in that form.

Senator INOUYE. My final question before we recess for a few moments. Mr. John Dean has
stated that he recalled visiting you in your office in the presence of Mr. Richard Moore and
recalling your saying that you would, if necessary, perjure yourself to prevent involving Air.
Haldeman:

Just for the record, is that still the frame of your mind a

Arr. STRACHAN-. Well. it is certainly not the frame of ml- mind now, and it wasn't at the
time. The particular meeting or conversation that Atr. Dean, I believe, is referring to followed a
series of meetings to decide how to cope with the Segretti matter. Air. Dean testified that there
was a Sun(lav meeting in the Roosevelt room. and he listed the attendees, trying to deal with the
imminent story on Mr. Segretti. Air. Dean did not mention my name, yet I was at that meeting

There were a series of meetings after that, and I believe one of them was the meeting in
question with Mr. Moore. We were working on statements that could be put out
to the press by the White House. such as the one that Mr. Chapin
eventually

 released and I indicated at that time that if the statement v. as to be
released in my name. it could indicate
that I had approved Don Segretti

instead of Air. Haldeman.



11. Haldeman has testified that he and Mitchell did not

discuss intelligence gathering activities with the President
_,

on April 4, 1972, and that he and Mitchell only reviewed with the President

matters relating to the ITT-Kleindienst hearings and arguments of regional

campaign responsibilities. Haldeman's notes of the meeting show no political

intelligence gathering operations were discussed. The transcript of April 4, 1972,

meeting between the President, Haldeman,

and John Mitchell confirms that there was no discussion of campaign

intelligence gathering activities.

11 a Hald em an 7 SSC, 28 81...........................

11b Transcript, April 4, 1972, 4:13-4:50 p.m., p. 1-31
(submitted to the Committee on the Judiciary on

Page

. 86
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tion to either of us that he had been instructed to destroy any materials or make sure
files were clean.

I think the effort to bri in r in my April  4 meeting with John Mitc hell as in some
way si,Snificallt, with regard to intelligence is a little farfetched. By his testimony
Strachan doesn't!t know what was discussed at that meeting All he says is that, in
routine fashions he put an item

on the talking paper regarding the ade(luacv of intelligence. As a matter of fact. the
meeting with Mr. Mitchell that day was in connection with}l a meeting of Mitchell and
me with the l:President. My notes taken at the meeting with the President indicate the
discussion covered the ITT-Kleindeienst hearings and a review of Mitchell's plans for
assiglnint7 regional campaign responsibilities to specific individuals. They indicate no
discussion of intelligence.

DEAN INVESTIGATION

John Dean, in his Camp David report—which is now exhibit 34-43 before this
committee—says that when he arrived in Washington 011 Sunday afternoons June IS,
he realized that the President would have to know everything,<r that he could find out.
He realized at that point th at he would be asked to assemble all of the facts so that
the White House could be fully informed as to what had transpired and how it would
affect the President, but having been on an airplane for approximately 25 hours he did
nothing further that evening.

The nest morning after reading all of the news accounts of the Watergate incident,
he spoke with John Ehrlichman, m-ho instructed him to get the facts together and report
to him. He then called the ,-attorney General to get what facts he knew. He called
Gordon I,iddy and met with him. Dean asked Liddy if anyone at the White House was
involved and he told him 110.

Durin,(r the days and weeks that followed, Dean discussed the incident with
everyone who he thought might have any knowledge or involvement.

The source of these facts is John Dean's report, or the start of it, which he wrote at
Camp) David in March of this year.

There is absolutely no question in m) mind, or, I'm sure, in the minds of anyone at
the White House, or at the Justice Department, that John Dean was in fact conducting
an investigation for the White House regarding the Watergate as it might involve the
White House. It is inconceivable to me that there could be any doubt in Dean's mind.

Dean moved in immediately after the incident as sort of ' he Watergate project
officer in the White House. This was in keeping with our usual procedure; the
responsibility was his and he had the authority to proceed. Dean kept
Ehrlichman and me posted from time to time on developments and,
through us, the President. He apparently did not keep us fully posted
and it now appears he did not keep us accurately posted.

The President, Ehrlichman and I were very much involve l in many
other vital matters through this entire period and we made no attempt
to get into the details of, or in any way take over, the Watergate
case.

See Book 3, p. 1263.
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Hon::>*a'Dls John §9; IDe'~~v
Special Coun,~~r~~El b the
House Judiciary Committee

Congr ress sional,1 Annex

New-> Jersey & c Street, S.E...

Washington,> D.C D.C.)

Dear:r Mr Doars,.z:

June D, 1974

TE13 os is m response)18e ^{^? your request for? the >~~$ recording of «*

<:c>U<Xrxadors between the President Mr. John Mitchell and H. R.
I!£~~ A3s~~~~n on April A,~~ 1972, from ~~:13 - 4:diC1 P. }9{_,, with.-sm respect

DO W~~ which there O~~ sworn testimony by ~~, H. R. Hade man t}~~X 
,h5-.3.3; -~~oo i

u If is desired
 b check the accuracy of ~~ transcript,, I am authorized to advise you?1 that the President-;

would permit the Chairman  . N Rodino,t, and the Ranking Minority
Member },Ia. Hutchinson, b li3>t to the tape at ~~ White House,

Sincerely,

James D, S+. Clair
Special Counsel to the President
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P.M.

MEETING 1- 31
. .~~ ,

The president/Attorney General Mitchell
and 11. R. Haldema
Oval Office
April 40 1972 - 4:13 - 4-50 PM
(Expletives Deleted)

P Well John, I hope you had some time off -- that they didn't

bother you to death with ITT and all that

M No. It was simply wonderful.

P Good (unintelligible ).

M We always enjoy it, Mr. President. Oh, Bebe turned that

thing up according to your formula and

 H ( Laughte r ) .

M I tell you, it was just great.

P I told these people around here, I said unintelligible) call

Mitchell, I said don't you Bob, and.

Of course, I suppose they had to (unintelligible) one or two.

M

M

p

Well some of them did.

We didn't bother you too much?

No, not you fellows.

I said in the campaign -- I said to hell with the damn

campaign. Did you do any golfing? No?

 M Hell, I didn't even care to.

P Did you fish?

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

times and had(l dinner with him two or three times.
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 P I'd like a little consomme. Want some consomme?

M I'd love some. So it was just absolutely great. We had

some of the people down from the Committee where we

could spend a couple of days, you know, with quiet and so

 P Yeah (unintelligible) sort of busy these days. Try and get

the weather, damn it, if any of you know any prayers, say them (unintelligible) weather. Let's get

that weather cleared

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

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

 M

P Huh! It isn't bad. The Air Force

isn't worth a I mean,

they won't fly. Oh, they fly, but they
won't -- you see our

Air Force is not . . .

 H It's the strangest thing -- in World War II they flew those

bombing runs all the time and they couldn't see a thing.

 P I know.

M But they were doing a different type of bombing then.

P Strategic bombing and all that -- nevertheless it's a

miserable business.

 M Are the Navy pilots as bad?
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P Oh they're better, but they're all under this one command.

It's all screwed up. We just aren't going to talk about it.

The weather will clear up. It's bound to. When they do,

they'll hit something -- and, they're a lot of brave guys --

you've got to say. After all that POW (unintelligible) that

poor who got shot down. They're over there starving on that

damned rice. It's all right, we'll give 'em hell. Well the ah,

what are your reflections on the present thing. Why don't we

start with what I told the staff to get the hell off of the ITT

and then get on to politics which is more interesting, not

that that isn't --

M

we'll get this thing.

P Well, I don't know if we'll ever get out of it -- I mean -- I

think what we have to face is that it will be investigated by

(unintelligible) election as you get closer to the election of

course it's extremely, I think that a I think you might adopt

the practice -- I think you might consider adopting the practice

that after the Democratic Convention the Republicans will

boycott all investigating committees on the grounds that they

are politically motivated. How would that be?
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