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FOREWARD

By Hon. Peter W Rodino, Jr.
Chai r man
Committee on the Judiciary

On February 6, 1974, the House of Representatives
adopted by a vote of 410-4 the foll owi ng House Resol ution 803:

RESOLVED, That the Commttee on the Judiciary acting as a whol e
or by any subcomittee thereof appointed by the Chairman for the
pur poses hereof and in accordance with the Rules of the
Conmttee, is authorized and directed to investigate fully and
conmpl etely whether sufficient grounds exist for the House of
Representatives to exercise its constitutional power to inpeach
Richard M Ni xon, President of the United States of America. The
committee shall report to the House of Representatives such
resolutions, articles of inpeachnment, or other recomrendations
as it deems proper. On May 9, 1974, as Chairman of the Conmttee
on the Judiciary, | convened the Commttee for hearings to
review the results of the |Inpeachnment Inquiry staff's

i nvestigation. The hearings were convened pursuant to the
Committee's | npeachment | nquiry Procedures adopted on May 2,
1974.
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These Procedures provided that President N xon should
be

accorded the opportunity to have his counsel present
t hroughout the

hearings and to receive a copy of the statenent of
informati on and rel at ed docunents and other evidentiary
material at the time that those materials are furnished to

t he menbers.

M. Janes D. St. Cair, Special Counsel to the President,
was present throughout the initial presentation by the
| npeachnent Inquiry staff. Follow ng the conpletion of the
initial presentation the Conmmittee resolved, in accordance with
its Procedures, to invite the President's counsel to respond in
witing to the Comrittee'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 Commttee's
| npeachnment | nquiry Procedures, and should consist of information
and evidentiary material, other than the testinony of witnesses,
bel i eved by the President's counsel to be pertinent to the
inquiry. Counsel for the President was |ikew se afforded the
opportunity to supplenment its witten response with an oral

presentation to the Committee.

(V)



President N xon's response was presented to the
Commi ttee

on June 27 and June
28.

One not ebook was furnished to the nenbers of the
Committee relating to Watergate and its aftermath. In this
not ebook a statenent of information relating to a particul ar
phase of the investigation was inmediately foll owed by
supporting evidentiary material which included copies of
docunents and testinony (rmuch already on the public record) and

transcripts of Presidential conversations.

The Committee on the Judiciary is working to foll ow
faithfully its nmandate to investigate fully and conpletely
"whet her or not sufficient grounds exist" to recomrend that the

House exercise its constitutional power of inpeachment.

Consistent with this nmandate the Comrittee voted to
nmake 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 volune ispresented in two
sections. Section 1 contains a statenment of information footnoted
with citations to evidentiary material. Section 2 contains the same

statenent of infornmation followed by the supporting naterial

Each page of supporting evidence is |abeled with the
foot note nunber and a description of the docunent or the name of
the witness testifying. Copies of entire pages of docunents and
testinony are included, with brackets around the portions

pertaining to the state nment of information.

In the citation of sources, "SSC' has been used as an
abbreviation for the Senate Sel ect Conmttee on Presidenti al
Canpai gn Activities.
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STATEMENT COF
| NFORVATI ON

SUBM TTED ON BEHALF
OF THE PRESI DENT
EVENTS FOLLOW NG
THE WATERGATE BREAK- | N

June 19, 1972 -- March 1,
1974
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|. 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.

laDean 3SSC933. . . . . . 40
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2. John Dean testified that on June 18, 1972, one day
after the break-in of the Democratic National Committee Headquarters,

“the cover-up was already in effect, in being. " Dean testified he was in on the
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  Dean3 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 alegation that Dean informed the President of anillegal 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

acover-up of Watergate.

3aDean 4 SSC 1435........cccveeviveennenne
3b Dean 4 SSC 1475......cccevviciieenens
3cDean 4 SSC 1482..........coccoeveiueenne.

(5)
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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.

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

Page
4b Transcript, March 21, 1973, 10:12-11:55 am.

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

Page

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

5b Ehrlichman 6 SSC, 2769.

5¢c  Transcript, March21, 1973, 5:20-6:01 p.m.
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35-9450-74-2

IR &d FI FFRAER b bdyryyyaEENdaaad 55

- - —_——_—— ——p == - — 3 TEmw™ wswm - eeaag

p- EEE-'I"'IIIIIIIll-l-ll-lii-"'......-|-].|-.j.'-

ak



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 aresult of

his meetings with the President and Dean on March20, 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 Moore5 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)
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Magruder reported to Strachan that a" sophisticated political
intelligence gathering system" had been approved. Strachan included thisitem
in amemao 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, Strachan6SSC,2441,..2452. ............... 68
8b Magruder
84870
72

8~~ Reisner2 SSC, 499~~

8d
Porter 2 SSC, 6, 0-6

(10
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9. Deantoldthe 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, 10:12-11:55am.
pp. 178-179

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

(11)
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10. Political Matters Memo ... was prepared by Strachan and submitted to Haldeman on
March 31. 1972. On April .. 1972 Strachan prepared atalking paper including the
mention of the "sophisticated intelligence gathering operation” for use by Haldemanin 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, ..o cmes . 82

(12)



11. ; Haldeman hastestified that he and Mitchell did not
discussintelligence gathering activities with the President

on April 4,1972, andthat he and Mitchell only reviewed with the
President mattersrelating 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@ Haldeman7 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.

e ~—LilaTranscript, March 21, 1973, 10:12-11 15 am,,
P. 202, .. . 120

NOTE: (bj ection has been rai sed by Congressman Sei ber Zi ng
that the first sentence is a conclusion rather than a
statenent of infornation within the Rul es of Procedure of

the Comm ttee.

(14)




13. Thetestimony 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 ;
13bDean3 SSC, 943 :.:

NOTE: (bjection has been rai sed by Congressman Sei berZi ng
that the first sentence is a conclusion rather than a
statenment of information within the Rul es of Procedure of
the Commttee.

(15
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14. / Haldeman's testimony before the Senate Select Committee confirms that
Dean reported to him the FBI's concern about CIA involvement, and that
Haldeman in turn reported this to the President, who ordered Haldeman and
Ehrlichman to meet with the 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 JuneZ8, 1972 fromHemsto

Walter s.
............................... Page

14a Hademan/ SSC, 2884* . ... feyreere e e areere e areereas 126
AL Memo from Director Helms to Deputy

Walters, June

1972111’1111111111;11111'1111

127

e
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15 The President stated on May 22, 1973, that it did seem possible to him that
because of the involvement of former CIAO personnel, the investigation could
lead to the uncovering of covert CIA operationstotally unrelated to the
Watergate break-in. The President stated he was a so 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

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

(18)
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17. g Dean did not disclose until November 2, 1973, whilebeing
guestioned by attorneys of the Special Prosecutor's office, that he had

personally destroyed documents from Hunt's safe.

Page

17aHearing, before the Honorable John J. Siricain 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 themselvesto agrand 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,.....oceeveeee e

Page
. 146
18b  Transcript, April 17, 1973, 12:35-2:20 p. m.
p. 10022 148

NOTE: (bj ection has been rai sed by Congresswonen BoZtzman end
Congressnen Seiberling that the first sentence is a concl usion
rather then a statenment of information within the Rul es of
Procedure of the Commttee.

(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 aternative 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 amember 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, March21, 1973

Page

10:12-11:55 am., 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 am., pp. 236-237 152
19d Transcript, March 21, 1973,

10:12-11:55 am., P. 242.....ee e 154
19e Transcript, March 21, 1973,

10:12-11:55 am., P. 243.....c e 155
(21)
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20. At the March 21, 1973, meeting the President after considering several
options seized on the possibility of calling anew 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, 10:12-11:55am.,

sage

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

NOTE: (bj ection has been rai sed by Congresswonan Hol t zman and
Congressnman Sei berling as to whol e statenent being a
conclusion rather than a statenent of information within the
Rul es of Procedure of the Commttee.

(22)
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21. Neither of the participants of the March 21, 1973,

morning meeting came away with any opinion that the President

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

Page

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

21b Dean4 SSC, 1423.

(23)
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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 am.,
Page

(24)
I
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23. Haldeman and Dean |left the meeting with the President

at approximately 11:55 am. 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 confirmsthis.
23aHaddeman'sTelephonelLog. . .. ...............
23b Haldeman, Watergate Grand Jury Testimony.

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

23c Dean 3 SSC, ... vo e s
(25)
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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 arequest 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,
February 14, 1974, 16 ...

Page
. 178

24b it
February 13, 1974, 7-10

24c Mitchell, 4 SSC, 1630, 1631

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

(26)
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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 awritten report of his earlier

or a disclosur es.
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

25c Transcript.
p. 309

... 189



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

areport 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)
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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, astherest of us. "

Page
27a
Transcript, March 27, 1973, 11:10-1:30 p. m. p. 315. .. 196
| D. 329
197
27b Transcript,
27¢c
' p. 331
198

(29)



28, OnApril 8,1973, thePresident met with Ehrlichman
and Haldeman on board Air Force One and directed them to meet
with Dean and urgehimtogoto 1

the grand jury. Haldeman and
Ehrlichman met with Dean that afternoonandat 7: 33 p. m .
Ehrlichman reported to the President that Dean indicated he would

agree to go before the grand jury.

28a-7 SSC 2757 ; 200

28b  Transcript, April 8, . .

(30)
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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
29aDean3SSC,1006. .. ... ... o 204
29b Magruder 2SSC,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 |et the chipsfall where they may. He will not furnish cover for
anybody. " The President told Ehrlichman to tell Magruder to purge himself

and tell thiswhole story.

30a Transcript.  April

Page

8:55-11:31 am., p. 445 208
30b Transcript, April 14, 1973,

.8:55-11:31a. 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 bein charge

of the continuing investigation. The President met with Assistant Attorney
Genera 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
3la Transcript, April 15, 1973, 1:12-2:22 p.m.,

212
31b Petersen 9 SSC 3632, 3875, 3876.......cccccevveereireereerenenn 213
3lc
p. 769 216
(33)
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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 al 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 am.,

Page

32b
p. 810

32c Transcript,  April 16, 1073, 10:00-10:40 am.,
,. 219

(34)
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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................. e 224

(35)
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34.
On March 1, 1974, afederal 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 declarationsto a
grand jury or court, making false statements to agents of the FBI and

obstruction of

justice.
34alndictment, U. S. District Court for D. C.,
U. S. v. John N. Mitchell et d., 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

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)
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la,  JOHNDEANTESTIMONY JUNE25 1973 3 S5C933

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 | said | 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 |
knew of no reason why Sir. Sloan should be worried so | told him not to
worry. He told me that he would like to meet with me and | told him
that | was trying to find out what had happened and requested we meet
in afew days| do not recall the precise date we did meet.

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

I will try to reconstruct the conversation to the best of my memory.
While | cannot recall every detail, | 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. | 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 getting good
information from a bug they had placed in the DISC sometime earlier.
He then explained something about the steel structure of the Watergate
Office Building that was inhibiting transmission of the bug and that
they had gone into the building to correct this problem. He said that he
had reported to Magruder that during the earlier entry of the DSC
offices they had seen documents—which | 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 | adly-. | 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. | do not ret all Liddv discussing any further involvement of Hunt,
other than Hunt s putting him in touch with the Cubans. | 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. | 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 | said | would be unable to discuss this with him further. He
said he understood and | returned to my office.

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

_shortly after | had met with Liddy.
Strachan told me that he had been
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2. John Dean testified that on June 18, 1972, one day

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

'the cover-up was aready 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 thr ee months

2a Dean 4 SSC, 1357.
2b Dean 3 SSC, 1026*

(41)
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1357

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

Senator GURNEY. YOU said yesterday in response to
guestioning from Sir. Dash, you said that you inherited the coverup of
Watergate.

Mr. DENS. | had heard or inherited ?

Senator QURNEY. | understand inherited.

Mr. DEAN. That iscorrect.

When | came back to the office on the 18th and talked to Mr.
Strachan, | realized that the coverup already in effect, in being, and |
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 arevelation of the White House involvement in the matter. |
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, | 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
| received from Mr. Ehrlichman, from Mr. Colson, the meetings | had
with Mr. Ehrlichman and then again later w,ith Mr: Colson about
the,s3fe were long before | went to the meeting at Mr. Mitchell
apartment, which | do not recall was on the 19th or 20th. | do recall a
meeting in Mr. Mitchells office, but | do not recall specifically which
day it wasirecall arriving late at the meeting, and | 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 werein on it from the beginning,
wer e you not f

Mr.. DEEN. Yes, gr.

Senator GURNEY . You really did not inherit anything. You were in
on the sort of hatching of it, were you not ?

Mr. DEMN. Senator, | might explain that what often happened in my
relationship with my superiors at the White House, and | think | alluded
to this yesterday, is that others would set the policy, for example, with

the Cal | ey 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 STSST would R1,~~ the policy wasjust7| dO nOt thl nk |t was a

XT~~A.~~~~5. .~  ~~~~~—~MV WJe-~—~J___
policy set. There was just no alternative at that point in time.

Senator GURNEY- . It sort of grew like Topsy, and you were a part
of it, isthat not right ?
Mr. DESN.  That is correct.

Senator GURNEY STOW, since this thing started out with such aflurry

and a spate of phone calls and meetings between everybody, did you
advise the President of what was going on ?
Mr. Dean-. Senator, the first time | ever talked to the President was
on September la. There wasone occasion that | recall before Septem-
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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1026

- Arr. DE.AN. Well, Y OU would have to go back into the time
sequence again. There was arequest for any and al available cash far
before they started speaking of the $350,000 cash fund, when Mr.
Kambach 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, | knew that | had the 615.00(} in my safeand |
decided at that time that | was not going to let that money be used for
that purpose, because | 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 iscorrect. ~ ;- ~

Mr. DASH. Now, in your statement you have described a number
of meetings and activities occurring immediately after the arrest of the
CRP burglarsin the Democratic National Committee headquartersin
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,
your self, 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 officias, either in the Watergate break-in or embarrassing earlier
illegal activities of asimilar 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 payoffsto indicted defendantsto 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 isit not true that you played arolein all of
these cover up activities?

Ir. DEAN. Thatis
correct.

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

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

activities along with the others.

TBOA

1}} X . taking instructions
Mr. DASII. From g hom were you taking instructions ?

Mr. DEAN. I wastaking instructions from Air. Haldeman and



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

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

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

—m wmmgmTmEme L A
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3. Dean did not meet with the President until approximately

three months after the Democratic National Committee Headquarters

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

3aDean 4 SSC 1435.............

3b Dean 4 SSC 1475.......ccoocceeveeeeenne.
3cDean 4 SSC 1482..........ooccvveueenne
(45)
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1435

Senator Is-or YE..
Why,, sir X
Air. DEAN. | thought they were very incriminating to the President
of the United States.
Senator Is-osY E. Mr.. Chairman, thisis not part of the questioning,
but could you advise this committee what sort of information your
received 7
Mr. Dean-. Well, | 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. | did not think documents like this
should be around the White House, because the White House had
a
similar;,roblem asfar as information getting out.
Senator Isolate. Did you discuss this September 1a meeting with
anyone at that time or at any timesince e
Atr. DEAN-. | believe when | came out of the meeting | told Mr.
Fielding of my office that | had spent about 30 or 40 minutes with
the
President and Mr. Fielding did not have full knowledge of my
activities at thistime. But | told him that fact that the meeting had
occurred and that the President seemed very pleased with the job
that
| had been doing thusfar. | think Air. Fielding probably had a
generd
awareness about the specifics of the fact that | wasinvolvedin
assisting
with the coverup. -

Senator INOUYE. You have indicated in your testimony that you

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

|

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

Senator INOUY E. 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.
Isthat not correct?
Mr. Dean-. | do not believe | used the word "my spurs.” | think
that
~another characterization. | said | thought | had earned my stripes.
Senator INOUYE. If that was the case, why did you fed it
necessary
on February 2rto tell the President that you had been participating
in a coverup and, therefore, might be char geable 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 | was
wrestling with what he meant by that. | wanted him to know that
I
felt dso that | wasaprincipal. So | wanted him to be ableto
assess
whether It could be objective in reporting directlv to him on the
matter.
Senator INOUYE. If the President was aware on September |a of the
coverup, was he not aware that you were implicated al so?
Mr. DEAN. I would think so, but | did not understand his remark
at thetime.
Senator |s-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 | said Senator, when he mentioned the fact
that Mr. Ehrlichman and Mr. Haldeman were principals, | did not
understand what he meant. | wanted to make it clear to him that |
felt
| aso had le(Tal problems and | had been involved in obstruction
of
justice. Any timel wasintheoval office, rdidnotwantto
withhold

S 5nything from the President at any time and felt

that and informa
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Mr. DEAN. The call cameto my secretary, as| recall, and she said,
"Y ou have been asked to come to the ov al office” so | do not r ecal
who made the call but it was one of the secretaries ww conveyed those
types of messages.

Senator BARER. ~11 right, go ahead, sir.

Hr. DEAN-. When | entered the of lice | 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. Y ou are speaking of the oval office ?

Mr. DEAN-. Of the oval office. Asyou 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 | stood there for a moment.

Hesaid, "Sit down n" and | sat on achair on the other side.

Senator BAKER. Y ou sat in the right-hand chair ?

Atr. DE &X. | sat on theright-}land chair.

Senator BARER. That is the one he usually says no to, but go

ahead.

Mr. DEAN. | was unaware of that. [Laughter.

Senator BAKER. Go ahead, Mr. Dean.

- Mr. DEAN.-. As| 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 | recall the President very clearly saying
to meisthat 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 s second.

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

Air. DEAN-. Yes, there was areference 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 ?1 can't recall it. | can recall areference 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. Wdll, as| sax, he told me | 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 | told Senator
Gurney yesterday, the i;impression!l | had as aresult of the, of his,
complimentina me.
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Senator BAKER. But in an effort to summarize it and, believe me, |
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 E-D9A

there is no category 1 information about that?

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

Senator BAKER. Thank you, Sir. Dean.

- | think that that information is very useful, then. Y ou 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-. | understand.

Senator BARR. AS Y OU know, Stir. Haldeman will be a

witness before this committee. The only other person present was the
President. | 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 | 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 |, or following La Costa. in which | was requested by Sir.
Haldeman when | returned from Florida—I had gone from Californiato
Florida and had spent a week or so. just about a week, in Florida and
when | returned on the 19th or 20th, Mr.. Haldeman asked me to
prepare x?n agenda. | think that that agenda is a rather important
document along the line of gquestioning you are asking.

Senator BAKER. | 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| say, this agenda went directly to the President.

Senator BAKER (continuing)]. And when did he

know it.

Mr. DEAN-. That is correct.

Senator earer s0 &S YOU g0 into your testimony and as you refer to the
several documentsthat | believe you have before you. try to keep in
mind that | am not at this moment talking about other matters and
details. | am not talking about F,Ellsberg at this point. or the enemy list.



I am talking about what the President knew.
I S5 tell me what

(48)



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

and burglary of the Democratic National Committee was a complete

surpfise 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 plansto break in the Democratic

National Committee.

4a_ President's statement, May 22, 197
(9 Weekly Compilations of Presidential Documents
696) ,. , 50

1/ Reference to transcripts arc to.) submission' os Recorded Presidential
Conversations of April 90, 1971.

a ko lranscrinta are o
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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.

| considered it my responsibility to see that the
W ater gate investigation did not impinge adversely upon
the national security area. For example, on April 18,
1973, when | 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, | 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
General 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 | 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.. | had no inkling that any sucy1illegal activities had
been planned by persons associated with my campaign; if
rhad known, | would not have permitted it. My
immediate reaction was that those guilty should be
brought to justice, and, with the five burglars
themselves already in custody, | assumed that they would
be.

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

It 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 | was alerted
to thefact that he had previously been a member of the
Special Investigations Unit in the White House. There
! | 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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Inthis area, | felt it was important to avoid disclosure
of the details of the national security matters with which
the group was concerned. | 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.

| wanted justice done with regard to Watergate; but in
the scale of national priorities with which | 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, |
instructed Mr. Haldeman and Mr. Ehrlichman to ensure
that the investigation of the break-in not expose either an
unrelated covert operation of the ClI.-\ or the activities of
the White House investigations unit—and to see what
this was personally coordinated between General
Walters, the Deputy Director of the CIA, and Atr. Gray
of the FBI. It was certainly not my intent, nor my wish,
that the investigation of the Watergate break-in or of
related ac s be impeded in any way

On July 6, 1972, | telephoned the Acting Director of
the FBI, L. Patrick Gray, to congratulate him on his
successful handling of the hijacking of a Pacific
Southwest Airlines plane the previous day. During the
conversation Mr. Gray discussed with me the progress of
the ~~,Watergate investigation, and | aasked himw
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. | told him to pr( ss ahead with hisinvestigation..

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

| was not aware of any such efforts at the time.

Neither, until after | began my own investigation, W2 S
| aware of arty fundraising for defendants convicted of
the breakin at Democratic headquarters, much less
authorize any such fundraising. Nor did | authorize any
offer of executive clemency for any of the defendants.

In the weeks and months that followed AVatergat(, |
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 in hite House
Enersonnel) had cleared cvervone then employed bs the
'‘White House of involvement.

In sumn.ary, then:

(1) 1'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 | did set in
motion certain internal security measure, including
legal






4b. WHITE HOUSE TRANSCRIPT, SUCH 21, 1973, 10:12 - 11:55 AM.
MEETING, 783.

14 were going to be confronted with
and Liddy was charged wth doing this. W had no know edge t hat
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. | see. OK | honestly believe that no
one over here knew that. | know that as God is ny nmaker, | had

no know edge 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 woul d be.

D Bob -- | don't believe specifically knew that they were
going in there.
P 1 don't think so.

DIl don't think he did. | think he knew that there was a
capacity to do this but he was not-given the specific
direction.

P Dd Strachan know?
(51)
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5. H. R. Haldeman and John Ehrlichman testified before

the Senate Select Committee that they did not believe the

President had prior knowledge of the break in plans. On March 21, 1973, John
Ehrlichman told the President that, on the basis of information he had, no onein the
White House had been involved, had notice, had knowledge, participated nor aided

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

S5aHaldeman 7 SSC, 2883...........

5b  Ehrlichman 6 SSC, 2769, s e ............ e —— 55
5¢  Transcript, March 21, 1973, 5:20-6:01 p.m.
p. 269
(53)
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H. R. HALDEMAN TESTIMONY, JULY 30, 1973, 7 SSC 2883

been involved in Watergate | was not at all surprise | to hear the President say this at the press conference since it was thoroughly consistent with everything
that Dean had told me, and |, therefore, find it hard to understand why mr. Dean no v professes to have had SUC} | 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 activitiesin
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 | 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 actsin 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 | 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. | am CONVinNCed 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?—AN- il that | 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. AY 11 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. EHRLI CHMAN. Wel |, | did thisin the period between
April sand April 14.

Senator MONTOY A The President indicated that he had al so—

Mr. EHR(EHRLICHMAN. Excuse me, | am sorry, Senator, A-

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

Senator MONTOY A..- 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, | began intensive
new inquiries into this whole matter.

What did he mean by that ?

Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Well, | 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 | 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.

Y ou see, when | 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 MONTOY A. 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. Y ou were convinced up to that time ?

Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Yes, sir, and | was saying that all across the
country because | believed it.

Senator MONTOY A And you kept saying thisto the President on
the basis of information which you were receiving from Mr. Dean and
others ?

Mr. EHRL :ICHBrAN. In the best of faith,
I \/ S, S
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20
Right, right. However in ternms of this, what about a
sol ution? We are dammed 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 Wite 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, know edge of it, participated in the planning,
or aided or abetted it in any way. And it happens to be true

as for that transacti on.

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

E

P

H
Let's try another concomtant to that. Supposing M tchel
were to step out on that sane day to say, "l have been
doi ng sone investigation at 1701 and | find - so and sand
so and so." Such as what? | don't know what he woul d say,
but that he wanted to be some kind of a spokesman for 1701.
VWhat the hell does one disclose that isn't doing to bl ow
sonething? | don't have any tine. | amsorry. | have to
| eave. Wl |, goodbye. You neet what tine tonorrow? | am not

sure. In the norning probably.
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John Mitchell testified before the Senate Salect

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 aresult 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 asthey departed that he had never told the President.

Page
-6a  Mitchell 4SSC 1628 58
6b Moore 5 SSC 1944, 1945, 067 S9
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| know the individual, | know his reactions to things and | have avery
strong feeling that during,r the period of time in which}I | wasin
association with him and di(l talk to him on the telephones that | just
do not believe that he ha(l that information or had that knowledge.~~e€;
otherwise, | think the type of conversations we had would have brought
it out.

Air. D.~~sl~~. Generally isiit 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 ?

M M TCHELL well, | subscribe to the first two. | do have

faith in the President and | do think | have knowledge of the man and |
do think there were enough discussionsin the area in the general area,
to the point where | 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. |,aRue and Mr. Mardian about the
socalled—as you described it, the White House horrors of the Liddy
operation and the break-in. 1)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, | did not.

Fir. DASH. why didn't you ?
MITCHELL. Because | did not believe that it was appropriate for

him to have that type of knowledge, because | 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. | believed at that particular time, and
maybe in retrospect, | 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, | 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 nis testimony
before the grand jury ?

Air. M TC} TELL. | do not recall that. Mr. Dash, if you are

talking about the testimony that too's place on the—
Sir. DASH. In August.

M TCHELL the second appearance.
Sir. DASH.  The second appearance.
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On March ID, | 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 waysto
[)resellt our sory-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 Howar d Hunt
was demandi(lillcr that alarge 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. | replied that this m-as I)ure blackmail, and that Dean
should turn it off and have nothing to do with it. I could not imagine |
said, that anything that Hunt could say would be as bad as entering
intoa blackmail arrangement. | don't recall Mr. Dean's exact words,
but he expressed agreement.

Thisrevelation 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