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FOREWORD

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

Committee on the Judiciary

On February 6, 1974, the House of

Representatives adopted by 8 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. Beginning in

November 1973, acting under resolutions referred to the

Committee by the Speaker of the House and with a special

appropriation, I had begun to organize a special staff

to investigate serious charges against the President of

the United States. 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 staff began its

initial presentation the same day, in executive

session, pursuant to the Come mittee's Impeachment

Inquiry Procedures adopted on May 2, 1974. By June 21,

the Inquiry staff had concluded its initial

presentation. On June 25, the Committee voted to make

public the initial presentation including

substantially all of the supporting material
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presented at the hearings. The Committee also voted to make public the President's

response, which was presented to the Committee on June 27 and June 28 in the same form

and manner as the Inquiry staff's initial presentation.

Statements of information and supporting evidentiary material were compiled

by the Inquiry staff in 36 notebooks and furnished in this form to each Member of the

Committee. The notebooks presented material on several subjects of the Inquiry: the

Watergate break-in and its aftermath, ITT, dairy price supports, domestic surveillance,

abuse of the IRS, and the activities of the Special Prosecutors.

The staff also presented to the Committee written reports on President

Nixon's income taxes, Presidential impoundment of funds appropriated by Congress,

and the bombing of Cambodia.

Fifteen notebooks were furnished to the Menibers of the Committee relating to the

Watergate break-in on June 17, 1972 and to events following the break-in, through April 30,

1973. In each 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 public record), transcripts of

Presidential conversations and affidavits.

The fifteen volumes relating to the Watergate phase of the Inquiry were

divided into four books, as follows:

Book I - Events Prior to the Watergate Break-In

12/2/71- 6/17/72

Book II - Events Following the Watergate Break-
In

6/17/72 - 2/9/73

(Iv)
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Book III - Events Following the Watergate
Break-In

6/20/72 - 3/22/73

Book IV - Events Following the Watergate
Break-In

3/22/73 - 4/30/73

Book I dealt with events prior to the Watergate break-

in. Book II dealt with allegations involving Presidential

interference with the official Department of Justice

investigation. Book III dealt with allegations concerning

payments of "hush" money to Watergate defendants to insure

their silence, offers of leniency and executive clemency, and

the instigating or making of false statements to persons

connected with an official investigation of Watergate; Book

III also included a chronology of events between February 9

and March 22, 1973. Book IV dealt with events relating to the

President's investigation of the Watergate break-in and

alleged cover-up between March 22 and April 30, 1973.

Every effort was made to preclude inferences in the

presentation of this material. A deliberate and scrupulous

abstention from conclusions, even by implication, was

observed.

With respect to the Presidential recorded

conversations, the Committee determined to hear the recorded

conversations in their entirety. The Presidential recorded

conversations were neither paraphrased nor summarized by the

Inquiry staff. Thus, no inferences, or conclusions were

drawn for the Committee. During the course of the hearings,

Members of the Committee heard each recording and

simultaneously followed transcripts prepared by the Inquiry

staff. Each of



(v)



—4—

these transcripts is reprinted under the appropriate Statement of Information.

During the course of the hearings, the Committee found it necessary to issue four

subpoenas to President Richard Nixon requiring tape recordings of 98 Presidential

conversations as well as all papers and things prepared by, sent to, received by, or at any

time contained in the files of H. R. Haldeman, John D. Ehrlichman, Charles W. Colson,

John Dean, III, and Gordon Strachan to the extent that such papers or things related or

referred directly or indirectly to the break-in and electronic surveillance of the Democratic

National Committee Headquarters in the Watergate office building during May and June of

1972 or the investigations of that break-in by the Department of Justice, the Senate Select

Committee on Presidential Campaign Activities, or any other legislative, judicial, executive or

administrative body, including members of the White House staff.

The Committee also subpoenaed the President's daily diaries (logs of Presidential

meetings, telephone calls, and other activities) for the periods April through July 1972,

February through April 1973, July 12 through July 31, 1973 and October 1973.

In response to these subpoenas, the President furnished only edited White

House transcripts of 31 of the subpoenaed conversations between March 17 and April

18, 1973. These edited transcripts were summarized by the Inquiry staff and made a part

of the evidentiary material presented to the Committee. To the extent that the President

declined to comply with the Committee's subpoenas and produce the
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required material, the record of the Committee now made public in these volumes is

incomplete.

In a few instances, Ranking Minority Member Mr. Hutchinson and I

determined, pursuant to authority granted us by the Committee, to defer the release of

evidentiary material or to delete it for one of the following reasons:

1) Because the public interest in making the material public was outweighed by the

potential prep udice to the rights of defendants under indictment and awaiting trial.

2) Because the information was classified or otherwise required confidential

treatment,

3) Because the material was only marginally pertinent and was considered to

be defamatory, degrading or embarrassing, or,

4) Because the material was not pertinent to Presidential responsibility within the

outer limits of an impeachable offense within the meaning of the Constitution.

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.

I believe that the readers of these volumes will see that the Committee's primary

effort in carrying out its mandate has been to obtain an objective, impartial presentation

which will enable each Member of the Committee to make an informed judgment in

fulfilling his or her constitutional responsib ility.
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I also believe that the publication of the record of these hearings will

provide readers with a clear idea of the particulars of the investigation and that

the proximity of the evidence will assure them that no statement of information is

offered without supporting evidentiary material.

July 1974
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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 evidentlary material

Section 2 contains the same statement of information followed by the supporting material.

Supporting material consists of information obtained at hearings before the Senate

Select Committee on Presidential Campaign Activities; information developed in executive

session by other Congressional comb mittees; information furnished to the Committee by

the Grand Jury of the District of Columbia and by other grand juries; information fur

nished to the Committee by government agencies; transcripts of tape recordings of

conversations among President Nixon and his key associates prepared by the Committee

staff; information furnished to the Committee by the President, the Executive Departments

of the Government, the Special Prosecutor, and other information obtained by the

Committee, much of which was already on the public record.

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 statement of information. Markings on the documents include item numbers and

receipt stamps of the House Judiciary Committee and other agencies from which the

Committee received material.
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In a few instances, names of persons in sensitive positions

ve been deleted from documents at the request of the CIA, FBI and other investigative

agencies. Some documents contained deletions when the Counmittee received them.

In the citation of sources, the following abbreviations are used: "SSC" for

Senate Select Comes ttee on Presidential Campaign Activities; "SJC" for Senate

Judiciary Committee; and "HJC" for House Judiciary Committee.
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IMPEACHMENT
INQUIRY

Thursday, May 9, 1974

House of Representatives,

Committee on the Judiciary,

Washington, D. C.

The Committee met, pursuant to notice, at 1:05 o'clock p.m., in Room 2141,

Rayburn House Office Building, the Honorable Peter W. Rodino (Chairman) presiding.

Present: Representatives Rodino (presiding), Donohue, Brooks,

Kastenmeier, Edwards, Hungate, Conyers, Eilberg, Waldie, Flowers, blann, Sarbanes,

Selberling, Danielson, Drinan, Rangel, Jordan, Thornton,

Holtzman, Owens, Mezvinsky, Hutchinson, McClory, Smith, Sandman, Railsback,

Wiggins, Dennis, Fish, Mayne, Hogan, Butler, Cohen, Lott, Froeh

Moorhead, Maraziti and Latta.

Also present: Jerome M. Zeifman, General Counsel; Garner F. Cline,

Associate General Counsel; Franklin Polk, Associate Counsel; John Doar, Special

Counsel; Albert E. Jenner, Jr., Minority Counsel; Samuel Garrison III, Counsel; and

Evan Davis, Counsel.

Mr. Rodino. The meeting will come to order.

(1)



OPENING STATEMENT BY CONGRESSMAN RODINO OF
NEW JERSEY

Mr. Rodino. Three months ago the House of Representatives considered H.

Res. 803. The resolution read as follows:

"RESOLVED, That the Committee on the Judiciary, acting as a whole or by

any subcomnlittee 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."

The House adopted that resolution by a vote of 410 to 4. We are proceeding

under the mandate of that resolution.

I do not need to stress again the importance of our undertaking and the wisdom,

decency and principle which we must bring to it.

We understand our high constitutional responsibility. We will faithfully live

up to it.

For some time we have known that the real security of this nation lies in the

integrity of its institutions and the trust and informed confidence of its people. We conduct

our deliberations in that spirit.

We shall begin our hearings by considering materials relevant to the question of

Presidential responsibility for the Watergate break-in and its investigation by law

enforcement agencies. This is one of six areas of our inquiry. We expect to continue our

inquiry until each area has been thoroughly examined.

(2)



First, we will consider detailed information assembled by the staff. This consists

of information already on the public record, information developed in executive session by

other Congressional committees, information furnished by the Federal grand jury of the

District of Columbia, and other information.

After today the Committee will meet regularly, three days a week, for all-

day sessions beginning next Tuesday at 9:30 a.m.

The Chairman will, as circumstances dictate, be ready to notice such business

meetings as may be necessary.

During the initial presentation, Special Counsel and Minority Counsel will

explain and summarize the materials.

Our proceedings are governed by the Rules of Confidentiality that the

Committee adopted on February 22nd and the Rules of Procedure adopted May 2nd. The

Committee has the power to modify or change these rules during the course of the

hearings.

Some of the materials which the Committee will consider have been held

confidential by the staff, by Mr. Hutchinson and myself. This material includes tape

recordings of conversations among President Nixon and his key associates. We will listen

to these recordings during these hearings.

After the Judiciary Committee has had the opportunity to consider this material it

will decide if and when, in the national interest, this material should be made public.

The Judiciary Committee has determined that President Nixon should be

accorded the opportunity to have his counsel present throughout the proceedings. Mr.

James St. Clair is present today. After the
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initial proceedings are completed, Mr. St. Clair will be afforded the

opportunity to respond to the presentation, orally or in writing, as determined by the

Committee. He and his assistant understand the Committee's Rules of Procedure and the

Committee's Rules of Confidentiality, and they are bound by those rules.

Our proceedings will be conducted under the Rules of the House of

Representatives. Technical rules of evidence do not apply. We are governed by the

Constitution of the United States which vests the sole power of impeachment in the

House.

On June 25, 1974, the Committee on the Judiciary voted to make public the

statements of information and evidentiary material which were presented by the staff to

the Committee in executive session from May 9, 1974 through June 21, 1974.

[The material referred to follows.]
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On December 2, 1971 Gordon Strachan reported in
writing to

H. R. Haldeman, Assistant to President Nixon, on activities
relating

to the President's reselection campaign. In his Political
Matters

Memorandum of that date Strachan
reported:

John Dean -- The Attorney General discussed
with John Dean the need to develop a
political intelligence capability. Sandwedge
has been scrapped. Instead, Gordon Liddy,
who has been working with Bud Krogh, will
become general counsel to the Committee for
the Re-Election of the President, effective
December 6, 1971. He will handle political
intelligence as well as legal matters. Liddy
will also work with Dean on the "political
enemies" project.

Jack Caulfield will go over to the Committee
when the Attorney General moves. Caulfield
will handle the same projects he currently
does. In addition he will assume
responsibility for the personal protection
of the Attorney General.

1.1 Memorandum from Gordon Strachan to
H. R. Haldeman, December 2, 1971
(received from White House).....

1.2 Gordon Strachan testimony, 6 SSC 2448-
49............

1.3

Page

.
37

President Nixon statement, May 22, 1973,
9 Presidential Documents 693, 695............39

1.4 John Dean testimony, 3 SSC 924-25.............41

1.5 John Caulfield testimony, 1 SSC 251-52-----------
-,-- 43
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2. In response to a Political Matters Memorandum from Strachan dated December 6, 1971,

Haldeman approved Gordon Liddy's transfer to the Committee for the Re-Election of the

President (CRP) at an increase of $4,000 per annum above his White House salary, as an

exception to the rule that no White House employee would receive a salary at CRP higher

than that which he was receiving at the White House.

2.1 Memorandum from Gordon Strachan to H. R.
Haldeman, December 6, 1971 (received from
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3. On January 27, 1972 Attorney General John Mitchell, John

Dean, Jeb Magruder, acting CRP campaign director, and G.

Gordon Liddy, who had assumed his position as CRP counsel,

met in Mitchell's office. At this meeting Liddy proposed a $1

million political intelligence operation, which contemplated

the use of electronic surveillance of political opponents,

abduction of radical leaders, muggings, and the use of call

girls. Mitchell rejected the proposal.

.

3.1 John
Mitchell log, January 27, 1972

(received
from Senate Select Committee

Sage

(SSC)) F 54

3.2 Jeb Magruder testimony, 2 SSC 787-88....56

3.3 John Mitchell testimony, 5 SSC 1843.....58

3.4 .......
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4. On February 4, 1972 Attorney General Mitchell, John Dean,

Jeb Magruder and Gordon Liddy met in Mitchell's office. Liddy

presented a modified version of his proposal with a budget of

$500,000. The proposal included plans for electronic

surveillance of political opponents. Magruder and Dean have

testified that the targets included the office of Lawrence

O'Brien, the Chairman of the Democratic National Committee

(DNC); the DNC headquarters; and the Democratic Convention

headquarters at the Fontainebleau Hotel in Miami, Florida.

Magruder has also testified that the office of Henry

Greenspun, editor of the &~g_23gzM~J~gS, was mentioned as

another target. Mitchell has denied that there was discussion

of specific targets. The meeting ended when Dean stated that

these subjects should not be discussed in the office of the

Attorney General of the United States. Following the meeting,

Dean reported on the meeting to Haldeman.

4.1 John Mitchell log, February 4, 1972
(received

Page

4.2 Jeb Magruder testimony, 2 SSC 789-90........ 64

4.3 John Dean testimony, 3 SSC 930.............. 66

4.4 John Mitchell testimony, 4 SSC 1611-12...... 67

4.5 John Dean testimony, Watergate Grand Jury,

November 19, 1973, 23-29 (received from

Watergate Grand Jury)...................... -.-. 69
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5. In February 1972 H. R. Haldeman directed that $350,000 cash

in campaign funds be placed under his unquestioned personal

control. The money was picked up by Gordon Strachan, Haldeman's

assistant, in early April 1972. Strachan in turn delivered it

to Alexander Butterfield, a deputy assistant to the President.

Butterfield delivered the money

to a personal friend for safekeeping. This fund was

maintained substantially intact until after the November

election.

Page
5.1

Memorandum from Gordon Strachan to H. R. Haldeman
..

78

February 1, 1972 (received from White
Housed.........

5.2 Memorandum from Gordon Strachan to H. R.
Haldeman,

February 16, 1972 (received from White
House)..........

84

5.3 H. R. Haldeman testimony, 7 SSC 2878-79 90

5.4 Maurice Stans testimony, 2 SSC 698 92

5.5 Hugh Sloan testimony, 2 SSC 536-37 93

5.6 Gordon Strachan testimony, 6 SSC 2494-95, 2461-62 

95

5.7 Herbert Kalsbach testimony, 5 SSC 2095~96 99
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6. Prior to March 30, 1972 Charles Colson, Special Counsel

to the President, met with Gordon Liddy and Howard Hunt, a

White House consultant who had served with Liddy in the

"Plumbers" unit. During the meeting Colson telephoned Jeb

Magruder. Colson has stated that he urged Magruder "to

resolve whatever it was Hunt and Liddy wanted to do

and to be sure he had an opportunity to listen to their
plans."

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

........9 Presidential Documents 693, 695...102

6.1 President Nixon statement, Hay 22,
1973,

6.2 Charles Colson memorandum for the
file,

June 20, 1972 (received from
SSC).........................................104

6.3 E. Howard Hunt testimony, 9 SSC
3683-84..

6.4 Fred LaRue testimony, 6 SSC 2284.............112

6.5 Jeb Magruder testimony, 2 SSC 793-
94....
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7. On March 30, 1972 former Attorney General John Mitchell, who

had been officially designated CRP Campaign Director; Jeb

Magruder, Mitchell's chief of staff; and Fred LaRue, a special

assistant to Mitchell, met at Key Biscayne, Florida to discuss

campaign matters. Liddy's intelligence-gathering plan, now

budgeted for $250,000, was again discussed. Magruder has

testified that Mitchell approved the plan, and that the plan

specifically approved entry into the DNC headquarters and, if

funds were available, entry into the headquarters of

presidential contenders and Democratic convention headquarters

at the Fontainebleau Hotel in Miami. LaRue has testified that

Mitchell stated that they did not have to do anything on the

plan at that time. Mitchell has testified that he rejected the

plan. After the March 30, 1972 meeting, Magruder asked his

assistant, Robert Reisner, to tell Liddy that his proposal had

been approved. Reisner telephoned Liddy and conveyed Magruder's

message.

Page
 o  v - 9  ~7it—7J.__............................................................................ 1 Ah

7.1 Jeb Magruder testimony, 9 Ccr 7a/ no ,...

7.2 Fred LaRue testimony, 6 SSC 2280-82, 2344

7.3 John Mitchell testimony, 4 SSC 1613-
16.............

7.4 Robert Mardian testimony, 6 SSC 2429-
30.......

7.5 Robert Reisner testimony, 2 SSC 492-
93........

7.6 Fred LaRue testimony, Watergate Grand
Jury,

April 18, 1973, 7-12 (received from
Watergate

Grand
Jury).................................

7.7 Jeb Magruder testimony, Watergate Grand
Jury,



......
118

... 122

 .........

126

.........

128

...........
130

May 2, 1973, 22-25 (received from
Watergate
Grand Jury).-- --.136

7.8 Robert Reisner testimony, Watergate Grand
Jury,

August 15, 1973, 38-44 (received from
Watergate



8. On March 31, 1972 Gordon Strachan reported in writing to

H.R. Haldeman in a Political Matters Memorandum that Magruder

had reported that CRP "now has a sophisticated political

intelligence gathering system including a budget of

[$]300[000]." Strachan attached tabs to the Memorandum,

including a tab referring to political intelligence reports

on Senator Humphrey's Pennsylvania campaign organization by a

source identified as "Sedan Chair _

.. or before April 4, 1972

Strachan prepared a talking paper for Haldeman's use during a

meeting with Mitchell scheduled for April 4, 1972 at 3:00 p.m.

The talking paper included a paragraph relating to the

intelligence system, raisquestions as to whether it was

adequate and whether it was "on track. (As indicated below in

Paragraph 9, both the Political Matters Memorandum and the

talking paper were destroyed following the break-in at the

Watergate offices of the DNC.)

Page

2452-54 ...............................----- - 148

8.2 H. R. Haldeman testimony, 8 SSC 3036-37........153

8.1 Gordon Strachan testimony, 6 SSC
2441-42,
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9. On April 4, 1972, from approximately 3:00 p.m. until

approximately 4:00 p.m., Mitchell and Haldeman met in Haldeman's

White House office. Haldeman has testified that he does not

believe political intelligence was discussed at the meeting. From

4:13 p.m. until 4:50 p.m., Haldeman and Mitchell met with the

President. Haldeman testified that his notes of this meeting

indicate a discussion of the "ITT-Kleindienst" hearings and the

assignment of regional campaign responsibility and do not indicate

a discussion of intelligence. Haldeman later returned to Gordon

Strachan the talking paper specified in the preceding paragraph.

It was Haldeman's practice to indicate on the talking paper agenda

matters that had not been discussed. In this instance there was no

such indication with respect to the agenda items covering

political intelligence. Strachan has testified that on June 20,

1972, shortly after the break-in at the DNC headquarters in the

Watergate office building, he showed Haldeman the Political

Matters Memorandum referring to the sophisticated intelligence

gathering system and other sensitive materials from Haldeman's

files, and that he was instructed by Haldeman to clean out the

files. Strachan immediately destroyed the Political Matters

Memorandums the talking paper he had prepared for the April 4,

1972 meeting between Mitchell and Haldeman, and other sensitive

documents. Haldeman has testified that he has no recollection of

giving Strachan instructions to destroy any materials.

9.1 Meetings and conversations between the
President

Page

and H.R. Haldeman, April 4, 1972 (received from
White
House).............................................
157
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Page
9.2 John Mitchell log, April 4, 1972 (received from

SSC)................................................
159

9.3 H. R. Haldeman calendar, April 4? 1972 (received
frnm W>terRate Grand Jury)..........................~ ~

161

162

9.4 H. R. Haldeman testimony, 8 SSC 3180-81......_

9.5 Gordon Strachan testimony, 6 SSC 2454, 2458-59..

164

9.6 H. R. Haldeman testimony, 7 SSC 2880.........167

9.7 John Dean testimony, 3 SSC 933-34............168
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10. On or about April 7, 1972 Gordon Liddy showed a budget of

$250,000 to Hugh Sloan, Treasurer of the Finance Committee to

Re-elect the President (FCRP). Liddy told Sloan that he would

be coming back to Sloan in a day or two to pick up the first

cash payment, which was to be $83,000. Sloan telephoned

Magruder, who authorized Sloan to disburse to Liddy the

$83,000 requested. Magruder told Sloan that Magruder was to

approve all subsequent disbursements of money to Liddy.

. . .

Page
 10.1

Hugh Sloan testimony, 2 SSC 538-39............ 172

10.2 Jeb Magruder testimony, 2 SSC 795-96..... 174
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11. On or about April 7? 1972 Sloan met with Maurice
Stans,

Chairman of FCRP. Sloan told Stans that Magruder had approved

a cash disbursement of $83,000 to Liddy. Stans met with

Mitchell to confirm Magruder's authority to authorize the

requested disbursement. Mitchell told Stans that Magruder had

the authority to authorize expenditures to

Liddy. Stans then met with Sloan and confirmed Magruder's

authority to approve the disbursement of funds to Liddy.

Stans has testified that

when asked by Sloan the purpose for which the money was to be

expended, he replied, "I don't know what's going on in this

campaign and I don't

think you ought to try to
know."

Page

11.1

11.2 Jeb Magruder testimony, 2 SSC 795-

96................l80

11.3 Maurice Stans testimony, 2 SSC 697, 727 182

11.4 John Mitchell testimony, 4 SSC 1616-18 184
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12. On or about April 12, 1972 Gordon Liddy gave James

McCord, security consultant for CRP, $65,000 for

purchasing electronic equipment and for related purposes.

Page
 12.1

James McCord testimony, 1 SSC 169-70.-.........188

12.2 Accounting of expenditure of $76,000,

submitted

for the record by James McCord, 1 SSC 448.190
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13. In April 1972 Assistant to the President H. R. Haldeman met with Gordon Strachan

and instructed Strachan to contact Gordon Liddy and advise him to transfer whatever

"capability" he had from the presidential campaign of Senator Edmund Muskie to the

campaign of Senator George McGovern. Strachan met with Liddy in Strachan's White

House office and told Liddy of Haldeman's desire to have Liddy's "capability"

transferred from the Muskie campaign to the McGovern campaign. Haldeman has

testified that he does not recall giving Strachan that instruction.

_ _

Page
13.1 Gordon Strachan testimony, 6 SSC 2454-56.........................192

13.2 H. R. Haldeman testimony, 8 SSC 3038.............................195
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14. In April 1972 Gordon Liddy told Howard Hunt that the DNC head

quarters would be a target of electronic surveillance.

14.1 E. Howard Hunt testimony, 9 SSC3708, 3764,

Page

35-647O- 74 - 3 (21)



15. Shortly before May 25, 1972 a group, including Bernard

Barker, Eugenio Martinez, Virgilio Gonzalez and Frank

Sturgis, came to Washington, D.C. from Miami, Florida in

response to a request from Howard Hunt to Barker for a team

of men to conduct a mission. On or about May 25 and May 26,

1972, two unsuccessful attempts were made to enter

surreptitiously the premises of the DNC, and one unsuccessful

attempt was made to enter surreptitiously Senator McGovern's

headquarters.

15.1 Bernard Barker testimony, SSC Executive
Session,

May 11, 1973, 196-
97...............................

15.2 Bernard Barker testimony, 1 SSC 371,
377...........

15.3 Virgilio Gonzalez testimony, SSC Executive
Session, nr^nmber 10. 1973 9-11.

15.4 E. Howard Hunt testimony, SSC Executive
Session,

Page
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 December 17, 1973, 13-15.................... 209
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15.5 Alfred Baldwin testimony, 1 SSC 399-
400.............
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16. On or about May 27, 1972 under the supervision of Gordon

Liddy and Howard Hunt, McCord, Barker, Martinez, Gonzalez, and

Sturgis broke into the DNC headquarters. McCord placed two

monitoring devices on the telephones of DNC officials, one on

the telephone of Chairman Lawrence O'Brien, and the second on

the telephone of the executive director of Democratic state

chairmen, R. Spencer Oliver, Jr. Barker selected documents

relating to the DNC contributors, and these documents were

then photographed.

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

16.1 James McCord testimony, 1 SSC 128, 156-57 216

16.2 E. Howard Hunt testimony, 9 SSC 3710-11 219

16.3 Bernard Barker testimony, SSC Executive
Session,

May 11, 1973, 165-66 -- 221
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17. On May 28, 1972 Alfred Baldwin, an employee of CRP, began

intercepting conversations derived from the monitoring

devices placed in the telephones at the DNC. Baldwin was

unable to pick up the signal from the device placed in

Lawrence O'Brien's telephone. Between May 28 and June 16,

1972 Baldwin monitored approximately 200 conversations and

each day gave the logs and summaries to McCord. McCord

delivered these logs and summaries to Liddy, except on one

occasion when Baldwin

delivered the logs to the CRP
headquarters.

................................................ Page
17.1 Alfred Baldwin testimony, 1 SSC 400-01, 410-11
224

17.2 Alfred Baldwin testimony, United States v.
Liddy,
January 17, 1973, 951............................ 228

17.3 James McCord testimony, 1 SSC 157, 232-33... 229

.,
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18. During the first or second week in June 1972, Magruder

received transcripts of conversations intercepted from the DNC

headquarters. The transcripts were typed on stationery captioned

"Gemstone." In addition to the transcripts, Magruder was supplied

with prints of the documents photographed during the initial

entry into the DNC headquarters. During this period, Magruder

handed his administrative assistant, Robert Reisner, documents on

the top of which was printed the word "Gemstone." Magruder

instructed Reisner to place the Gemstone documents in a file

marked "Mr. Mitchell's file," which was to be used for a meeting

between Magruder and Mitchell. Shortly after the June 17, 1972

break-in at the DNC headquarters, Magruder told Reisner to remove

the Gemstone files containing transcripts of conversations and

other politically sensitive documents from the CRP files.

Thereafter Reisner destroyed certain documents.

18.1 Jeb Magruder testimony, 2 SSC 796-97, 800
...............

Page
.
234

 18.2
Robert Reisner testimony, 2 SSC 491, 494, 506-07, 526.. 237

18.3 "Gemstone" stationery, SSC Exhibit No. 16, 2 SSC 877
242

18.4 Sally Harmony testimony, 2 SSC 461, 467 243
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19. Before June 17, 1972 Liddy, Hunt, Barker and McCord
engaged

in certain preliminary intelligence activities preparatory to
the

Democratic National Convention to be held in Miami,
Florida.

Page
19.1

E. Howard Hunt testimony, 9 SSC 3688, 3785-86,
3795..246

 19.2

James McCord testimony, 1 SSC 184-85. ............ 250

19.3 Alfred Baldwin testimony, 1 SSC 401-02 252
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20. On June 17, 1972 at approximately 2:00 a.m., McCord,

Barker, Sturgis, Gonzalez and Martinez were arrested for

burglary in the Watergate offices of the DNC. On September

15, 1972 Howard Hunt, Gordon Liddy, and the five men who had

been arrested at the DNC headquarters were named in an eight-

count indictment charging, among other offenses, conspiracy

illegally to obtain and use information from the offices and

headquarters of the DNC. Hunt, Barker, Sturgis, Gonzalez and

Martinez entered pleas of guilty. Liddy and McCord stood

trial and were convicted on all charges. On August 16, 1973

Jeb Magruder pled guilty to an information charging, among

other offenses, conspiracy unlawfully to obtain and use

information from headquarters of the DNC.

20.1 E. Howard Hunt testimony, 9 SSC
3688.................

20.2 James McCord testimony, 1 SSC
128....................

20.3 United States v. Liddy indictment,
September 15,

1972, 1, 8.
..........................................

20.4 Paul Leeper testimony, 1 SSC 105-
06..................

20.5 Carl Shoffler testimony, 1 SSC
118...................

20.6 United States v. Liddy docket, 1-2, 21,
25...........

20.7 United States v. Magruder information,
August 16, 1973, 1-3.
................................

20.8 United States v. Magruder
order,

August 20,
1973......................................
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On December 2, 1971 Gordon Strachan reported in
writing to

H. R. Haldeman, Assistant to President Nixon, on
activities relating

to the President's reselection campaign. In his
Political Matters

Memorandum of that date Strachan
reported:

John Dean -- The Attorney General discussed
with John Dean the need to develop a
political intelligence capability. Sandwedge
has been scrapped. Instead, Gordon Liddy,
who has been working with Bud Krogh, will
become general counsel to the Committee for
the Re-Election of the President, effective
December 6, 1971. He will handle political
intelligence as well as legal matters. Liddy
will also work with Dean on the "political
enemies" project.

Jack Caulfield will go over to the Committee
when the Attorney General moves. Caulfield
will handle the same projects he currently
does. In addition he will assume
responsibility for the personal protection
of the Attorney General.

1.1 Memorandum from Gordon Strachan to H. R.
Haldeman, December 2, 1971 (received from
White House)........................................
32

1.2 Gordon Strachan testimony, 6 SSC 2448-49 37

1.3 President Nixon statement, May 22,
1973,

9 Presidential Documents 693,
695....................

 1.4John Dean testimony, 3 SSC 924-25 .....

1.5 John Caulfield testimony, 1 SSC 251-52
-.
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HER. HALDEDwLkrg

GORDON STRACEIAN e

Political Matters
. .

The Nixon Finance Committee of Lee Nunn and Hush Sloan
has received 1,700 and disbursed 630, leaving a
balance OL 1,070. The receipts are low because
fundraising was curtailed before the November 9 RNC
dinner and Secretary Sians does not return from Russia
until December 6. On his return the Attorney General
is prepared to discuss with him the position of
Financial Chairmanfor 1972.

Serb Kalzbach now has pledges of 11,600 but "in the
barn" receipts are only 1,000. However, he believes
there will be a 95% delivery on the pledges.

The RSC financial situation will be reviewed by the
Attorney General on December 4. Magruder will meet with
Tom Evans on December 2 and 3 to get detailed budget and
receipt figures from the RNC with particular focus on the
November 9 dinners.

Concerning ambassadorships, Kalmbach will get a case
by case determination from the Attorney General as he
did in the case of John Safer. Kalmbach has tried to
approach Flanigan but continues to have the same
problems of having telephone calls returned and reaching
an understanding.

The Committee nor the Reelection of the President has a
December budget of 100,000, of which 50,000 is salary,
16,000 travel and entertainment, and 36,000 operating
expenses. The budget submitted to the Attorney General
does not list the 40 employees and their individual



salaries
. _ , . . _

Cliff Miller -- He met with the Attorney General on
Decedber
2 for one hour to review the Campaign. The Attorney General
asked Miller to know the details and to supply independent
advice on polling and research, advertising, the PR - press
area, and telephone - direct mail. Miller expressed his
view, that the weakest part of the Campaign Was Harry
Flemming's

(32)



DACHAS MEMORANDUM, DF.CErM.FF.R <
19Z1

wield operation. Tne Attorney General _

ed that there
was a problem, which the Attorney General planned to
alleviate by bringing in "fellows with a little more
stature", such as guardian. Also, the Attorney General has
kept Fleshing under

"very close reins" so far. 0 01 0t3~

The Attorney General agreed that it might be a good idea
to have Miller or someone else go to Hew Hampshire to
take an independent look at the New Hampshire campaign
operation

The Attorney General is concerned that the Shunt;vay move
did not proceed quicker and with more careful checking by
Miller. Miller assured him that all parties were now in
agreement and that he will work directly with Fred Malek.

Without any hard evidence, Miller believes that the
Attorney General is pleased with Magruder's performance.

Harry Dent -- The Attorney General is being urged to talk
to Governor Holton about a Byrd Coalition candidate for
Senator Spong's seat so that Virginia will be an easy
victory for the President.

Ehrlichman received a political briefing from Dent on North
Carolina in connection with his trip to Duke University.
The memorandum emphasizes the impending party primary fight
between Jim Holshouser and Jim Gardner for the governorship
and the problems getting Jim Broyhill to run for Senator
Jordan's Senate seat. However, "the President seems to be in
good shape in North Carolina".

After you questioned whether Wallace would forfeit
delegates or electors if he runs in the Democratic primary
in Florida and then as an independent-in another state,
Dent double checked. The Florida Democratic Executive
Committee passed and then rescinded a provision that would
have denied Wallace his delegates. The Secretary of State
did not fold Owner the Democratic party's example and rule
that he would also lose his electors. ~

Dent talks with Kevin Phillips periodically. Last week the
Attorney General "hit Phillips hard" on some of his recently
published remarks. Dent has the highest regard for Phillips'
"political brain" and says that although Phillips Bates Colsor
Ehrlichman, F1emming and Kleindienst, he is only beginning to
turn sour on the Administration. Dent, at the Attorney
General's direction, will continue to stay in touch Efith

Phillips, but Dent believes you should see Phillins briefly to
convince him that the President still looks to Kevin Pnillips
for political advice,

(33)
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> Arrange Haldeman meeting with Phillips

X i,Receive Phillips political advice through the
- Attorney General and Dent

Other

00 X 09U'

Dent attended the Republican Governors Conference on
Novmeber 20-21 in Indiana and reports that "their
public statements and actions xfere very good". The
Governors want to be more political and help the
President. They also feel that more information should
be made available to the Vice President.

Marsha Mitchell was a "smash hit" at
a
appearance in South Carolina,
November

Dent is urging the Attorney General to contact the Vice
President to have him reconsider his change of plans
cancelling his appearance before the Southern GOP
Conference on Dece~~be-- the 4th.

liallace ~5 7 et is tracking George Wallace and reports that he has
resin elf himself to running as an independent in Alab~ma
because of his problems with the Legislature The new AI9
platform is like a reprint of the Burchers Blue Boo'.E. Tee
AID tational Convention will be held in Toledo. The daze
has no been set.

Murray Chotin2r -- Because of Governor Peterson's
unpopularity in New .=-~-s^-re, Chotiner advised you and the
Attorney General that he believes PeLerson would "make an
excellent appointee ss-ewJhere-in ths Aiminisira-tion".

C'if.- nite is still meeting with Conservatives and
blaming the President for the U.N. result.

John Dean -- The Attorney General discussed with John Dean the
need to develop a political intelligence capability.
Sandvsedg2 has been scrapped. Instead, Gordon Liddy, who has
been Working with Bud Xrogh, will become general counsel to
the Committee for the Re-Election of the President, effective
December 6, 1971. He will handle political intelligence as
well as legal matters. Liddy will also work with Dean on the
"political enemies" project.
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Jack Caul~ieid Spill gO over to the Committee xznen the Attorney
General moves. Caulfield will handle the same ~2 projects he
currently does. tn addition he will assure 27 v responsibility
for the personal protection or -he Attorneys C::~n~rs 1

Campaign Related Action Memo -- A Sigma Delta Chi
Convention identified the Campaign's principle issues as
the economy (107 of 122 votes), international afrairs (9),
and law and order (3) While reading the news summary report
or this the President "strongly s ated that the Democrats
muse not be allowed to get away with this . . .
international affairs is our issue and the economy is
theirs -- regardless os what happens to it because the
liberals can always promise more" You, EhrlichJman, X 5 6 4 >n
received the memorandum _ ,,

You, Ehrlichman, and Colson were also advised that
T'our political types working the precinct in the
ghe.os and N-avaho Reservations for Republican converts
would do sezell to focus their attention upon the Holy
Name Society, the Women's Sodality, and the Eolish-
American Union".

Magruder's Projects -- The weekly report submitted to she
.

Attorney General on December 1 is briefer and better than
previous reports. It is attached at Tab A for your review
instead of being summarized because you had asked about
the youth registration drives, which are covered in some
detail.

Magruder reports that the Attorney General met with Lyn
Nofziger on December 1. On November 4 you and the
Attorney General talked about the importance of getting a
Nofziger interpretation of the Dole-Evans split.
Unfortunately, Magruder believes this subject was not
covered because the meetina focused on the California
situation.

Magruder will meee wish Tom Evans of the RSC on December 2
and 3 to get his views of the role of the RNC in the Campaign
Magruder and Flemming meet with the Attorney General on
December t to decide on the role and budget of the RNTC vis a
vis the Committee-On December 6 to attorney Generals Magruder and
Flemming will tell Tom Evans of their decisions. Tom Evans
will explain the decisions to the iNC at the meeting in
Washington on December 9-12. Besides the Budget,

Magruder considers the voter registration and get out
Lhe vote functions as the only important areas that
have not been resolved
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1.1 CORDON STRACHAN ,^<ElMORAPSDUM. DE:CE~dBER 2, 19?1

Magruder and some oE his top people have moved into new
offices adjoining budge Rose Gut'nrie and Alexander at 1701
because everyone is skill under the impression that the
Attorney General quill become a partner in She law firm When
he leaves Justice. You may already have discussed this matter
Ok joining the firm with the Attorney General pursuant to the
Len Garment memorandum.

Magruder now receives a copy of the news summary. He
says he needs another copy for Harry Flemming and Ken
Rietz.

Gag
~4-

Approve additional copy or news
summary

Cancel Mavruder's news summary

i 'S

Q0SO~
o

Magruder submitted memoranda- to the Attorney General on
transient voters, women in the Campaign, the Middle
American, and the functions of a Citizens organization.
The Attorney General has not yet reviewed them. The one
on the Middle American received substantial input from
Colson but is very long. You will receive it for reading
on one of the trips this month. ~
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1.2 GORDON STRACEIAX TF,S?IMONY, JUNE 23) 1973v
6 sSSC 2448-49

_

Mr. STrLACITA?f. NO; not <t]l matters RVOUICI be comllillnicate(l
for action. He had very little interest, for example, in what the fielcl
organization would be doing I would advise him on an FUJI basis of
xvho had been selected to head the eampaisrlls in the various States bilf

119 sllo~s-e.-l verv little interest in that.
lAIr. I)~sZI. When yoel made your reports to AIr. Haldefman,

especially those reports that came from the committee, could vou
brieflv tell us, but in some details lvilat kind of reports yolt macle?
Hoxv cdicd you report to Air. Halcleman ?

Mr. STR£NCHKN. NVell, as I mentioned in my opening statement I
prepared periodically, usually once a week or once every 2 reeks
memorandums entitled ' Political Matters Memos."

These memorandums lvould summarize the information that I had
accumulated from the politically active people on the WN'hite House
staff, Mr. Colson~ WIr. Dent, information I had accumulatecl from
1701, from the various State ores anizations, he had quite an interest.

Mr. D.ssw3[. NVhen you say 1,01 what are you referring to?
Mr. STR£NCHAN. That is the Committee To Re-Elect the President.
He had quite an interest in California so I would talk with the

California people, and then I would write a memorandum usually
quite long 8, 9, 10 pages, with several attachments as backup. The
main purpose of attaching the tabs would be that I would refer in the
paragraphs to information that I thought he should read in the
original form, and would attach it as a tab.

Mr. DASH. WVere some of your communications in an oral form
rather than in a memorandum form ?

Mr. STL\CH.1N. He prefers to communicate in lvritin.r. Of course, I
would havve oral commlmications with him but the t reat bulls of
information that he received from me rewarding the campaign avould
be in rating

Mr. DASH. .~11 rights nolv, when he received from you a political
matter memorandum with the various items indicated, and the tabs,
how svould he respond to you concerning those items that xvere
brought to his attention by you ?

AIr. STR CITAN. Wells he would alavavs read with a pen and he
would write his comments beside them or check the item as he read
each particular parat raph. Occasionally lee rvoulel write his views on
the political matters memo the paragraph that dealt vith the particular
subject.

3fr. D VSH. In instances, I take it, vou would be Striven, or at least
get indications from him, as to what he wanted yo X to do to follow up
on various matters ?

Air. STR£\CHAN. Well, usually, his comments on the side would be
cryptic and humorous. If he had a disagreement as to the Lvay things
were beint clone at the committee, he would send a memorandum to
John Mitchell or on occasion to Jeb Magruder or mal~e a note to me
that I should contact a particular inclizidual about something.

Mr .  DASH.  NOEV,  lvhen~ on  the  bas i s  of  any  par t icu la r
information that you presented Atr. Haldeman in the form of, say, a
political matters memorandum, he sn anted to have a meeting with
somebody. would you prepare any pal ticular paper with regard to
that meeting ?

Mr .  SATBACHAN.  Yes .  I  would  p repare  What  would  be
characterized as a talking paper. They xvere fairly structured.
formalized in Alr.
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1. 2 GORDON STRACIIAN TESTIMONY, JUICE 23, 1973, 6 SSC 2448-
4g

244g

Haldeman's office. Prior to a meetin (r for example, with John
Atitchelh

I Would prepare a talking paper of subjects I thought he should cover

Vitll him.

AIr. D&SI{. BV the wvay, ashen WIr. Haldeman xvoulel put a
check I thinlx you mentioned, bv an item, what avotlld that mean to
you?

Car. S'T~~ Vcfr tS. Tliat avo;llcl indicate that he had r cad it.
User. D.~sll. A orv, do vou recall evhethel 3Ir. Siagrlleler, lvho

frequently, I take it ,  did t ive you information concerning the
Committee for the Re-Election of the President gave vou any
information concernin,- an intelligence plan prior to Atarch 30 1979
?

WIr. STR TCH.\N-. Prior to Al al ch 30, 1979 ?
3Ir. DASH. Yes.
3tr. STRACHAN. No; he did not.
Bar. DASH. NO\VX have you read or heard ZlIr. WIagrudel's
testimony?
3Ir. STR SCH.\X. Yes; I have.
3Ir. DASH. Core have the testimonv here, but I think I can expedite

matters by briefly referring to it. Fir. AIaorllder did testify that
certainly after the February 4, 19(_, mee.tinr, he communicated to you
about the meeting about the contents of the meeting, and in fact, sent
you copies of the notes or memorandums of the so-called Liddy plan
that had been presented to AIr. Mitchell in AIr. :\litchell's office
Where
•3Ir. Dean, WIr. AIa,,ruder, Mr. Liddy met with Mr. Mitchell. Are you
familiar with 3Ir. 3Taerudel 's testimony in that reward ?

AIr. STRACHAN. Yes; I am.
BIr. DAswr. Did AIr. Magruder do that?
XIr. STRACHAN. NO; he did not. Air. Magruder—and I has-e read

his testimony carefully—relies on the fact that automatically, materials
vould has e come over to me. The Federal I3llreau of Investigation has
established that that is not true. Materials do not automatically come
over to me. And in this particular case

Sir. DASTI. frONv did the Federal Bureau of Investigation establish that
that is not true ?

WIr. STRACH.XA. They interviewed several of his secretaries and
people in his office and they indicated that matters xvere not always
sent to 3rr. Strachan or to the wiN7hite House. that thev would he held
back at the express direction of 3Ir. 3Iafrrudei.

Atr. D<vsl-l. AWrould it be true that important matters, matters of
significance, zvould be sent over to you? Would yotl not agree that a
plan such as the so-called Lidcly plan to enrage in electronic
surveillance for pol itical intelligence seas a significant matter ?

i\Ir. STrKACII.\N. ObxTiov sly ! that is a sit nificant matter, but I
third AIl. Magruder probably relied upon the fact that John Dean vvas
pi event at the meeting to report to the appropriate people at the White
House.

3Ir. DASH. (>.ould vou tell us at this T)oint about that separate
relationship? Alrhat av.s 3tr. Dean's relationship lvith 3tl. Haldeman as
apart f rom VOUI' relationship ?

WIr. SrlL~cII.~N. Mrell, All. Dean had line responsibilitv as disting
uished from mine of staff responsibility. [Te would halve a certain
amount of independent authority and would function on projects on
his oavn and report to Air. Haldeman and 3tr. Ehrlichman on matters
on which he needed guidance.





2 . 3 pRESIDEST NIXON STATEMEPST, MAY 22, 1973, 9 PRESIDESTIAL DOCIJMESTS 693,
695

PRESIDENtlAL DOCUMEN-'

liunzig, Wllo is no;v all a<so(iatc jutigc of tilc U.S.
C:olil-t of Claims.

WIr. Samp~oll h;ls becn :kling A(lillillistr.ltor of
CCI1 crli ScrsiccS SillCC Junc 2, 19v'3. Hc joilic(l thc Gcilcl-al
Sereices Adillillistiation in 1969 as Commissioncr of
thc Fcderal Suppl! Scrxicc. Frz~m Is,n to 1972 hc z.as
ComriliRsioncr of thc l~ul)lic Buil(linas Sen icc in CSA
and thc first Dcputn Adnlillictrator of CS~ for Speci;ll
Projects.

Hc camc to thc Gcneral Sersi-es Adnlinistration aftcr 6
xcaTs in Pcnn<!lxallia Statc govelalillent, whelc he zsac
secrctary of aciministr;ltion au(l huciget secrctar!- ul)der
Gov. Ra!mond P. Sharcr, and deputy secrctary for
procurement, departmcnt of property and supplies, under
Gov. RVillianl XV. Scranton. Prior to cntering gox
ernmcnt scrxice, hc was cml)lo!cd by the Clcncral
Electric {:o. for 12 !cars.

WIr. Sampron ~~aK born on October 8, 1926, in
XVarren, R. I. Hc reccived his B.S. degrec in business
acinlinistration frolil thc ITniversity of Rhocle Island in
1°,.)1 and has done gracillaltc wolk at thc Georgc
XV;tsilington Univcrsity.

.Actixe in sevcral prorcsciolial organizations WIr. Sa
m  pson was prcsentccl thc S!ncrlr!- 111 .\ward for
outstalidilig contributions tms-al-(l thc a(lvolilccilicnt
of architccture b! thc Socicty of Alilericall Registcred

Arciliteets in 19/'). In 19X3 hc wac scicstcd as one Or
thc Top Tcn Pulilic XVorlos l\Icn of thc Ycar, and he W;IS

nanlecl ;In holloraly member of tilc Americall Institutc of Architccts.

He and his ~s-ifc, Blanc:lic, havc four childrcn and
rcsidc i,. ~s acilil.gtol,, n.C:.

XOTE: For tile Presidenl's slalemenl lit70n alinl-sincing his intention to nomin.atc Ntr.
Slml)>zzil, see the prz Colilig ilem.

I Thc \Ntatcrgatc Ins-cstigation

LLcnlenls 1)5~ tSlC Prcsi(lc7lt. IlIay 22, 1973

Rccent ncz~-s accounts grossilig out of tcstimon! in
thc NVatcrgatc inzestig;ltiolis ha~-c giVexs groscly
mislca(lilig imprcssionc OF nl;ln! of the f.l(-ti as thcy
rclatc both to mv OWIl rolc an(l to ccrtahl ulilelatc(l
acti~-itics inzolving nltional secttrit!

Alrcady. on tilc b;(cis of sccond- and third-hand
hcarsay testimon! by persolis eithz r c ollx i( ted or thc
mscls cc ull(ler investigatic)ll hl th(: caces I havc'fomicl
myscif accassscl of involxenicnt in activitics I nevcr
11c;lrd of until I rcad abolit them hl news accottnts.

Thcsc impic-cions cotil(l  also lcacl tn a serious
misttilcicrstandilig of thoil n;ltion;ll ce( urity activities
w hic 11 tiloligh totaliv unl-cl.ltc d to ~V;Itcl.>at(, hav c
bc(olilc entaligil  d in thc cast. Thc! (olil(l lea(l to
filitiler conipronlise of senhitivC natiollal secllrity hlformoltion.

lCHARtv NIXON, r 973 693

I  wil l  not  ab.(ndon my rcsponsibi l i t ics .  I  xvi l l
continue to do thc job l ~sas ciected to do.

In the ac(:olilpanying statement, I havc set forth the



facts as I know them ;es the! rclatc to my own rolc
XVith rcgard to thc specific allegations that hase bcen

made, I can and do state catcgorically:

I .  I  had no prior  knowiedge of  the XYatergate
opcration .

2.  I  took no part  in nor was I  a w a r c  o f ,  a n y
subsequent  efforts that may havc been made to
cover up XYatcrgatc.

3. At no timc did I a u t h o r i z e  a n y  o f i c r  o f
e x e c u t i v e  c i emcncy  fo r  t hc  XVa te rga t e
defendants, nor did I know of any such of Tcr.

4. I did not know, until t h e  t i m c  o f  m y  o z v n
i n v e s t i g ation, of any eEfort  to  providc  the
lYatergatc dcfendants svith ftinds.

5 .  > \ t  n o  t i m c  d i d  I  a t t c m p t ,  o r  d i d  I
authorize  others  to  at tcmpt ,  to  impl icate
thc  Cl , \  in  the  XYatergate  mattcr.

6 .  I t  x v a s  n o t  u n t i l  t h c  t i m c  o f  m y  o x v n
i n v e s t i g a t i o n  that I learned of the break-in at
the ofElce of LIr. Ellsbcrg's pcychiatristX and I
spec i f ica l iv  author ized  the furnishing of this
information to Judge Byrne.

7. I neither authorized nor encouraged subordinates to
engage in illegal or improper campaign tactics.

In the accompansing statement, I haee sought to
provide thc hackground that may place rccent allegations
in perspectivc. I ha~ c specifically stated that exccutil e
privilegc will  not l)c invoked as to any testimony
conccrning poisibie crimhial conduct or discu.ssions of
poss ib le  c r imina l  conduct ,  in  the  mat tc rs  un( le r
investigation. I want the public to Icarn tilc truth about
•N'atergate and thosc guilt) °f any illegal actions brought
to justice.

zZllegations surrounding the \N'atcrgate affair have so
escalatcd that I fcel a further statement from the Presidcnt
i s  requircd at this time.

A elimate of sensationalism has dexeloped in xvhich
cvcn second- or third-hand hcarsay char4es are hcadlined
as fact and repeated ~ac fact.

Impor tan t  na t iona l  secur i t !  opera t ions  evhich
themscives had no comiection s ith \Natcrgatc have
becomc cntangied in the case.

As a rcsul t. somc n ;~t ion al cocuritv in formation
has alreacl! becn m;ldc pulilic thrmlSll court ordcrs,
thiotigh the sul)pocnailig of docunicnts, and throligh
tcstimony xVitilCSSCS havc given in judici;ll and
Con.s , r rvxi ional  procoe( l i l igs .  Oth(r  SCtlSi t inC
docunicnts  arc  noxv thrcatened nsi th  disclosurc.
C:onthi l led s i loncc about  thosc operat ions sould
comprolilisc ratiler thall protcct thcm and zvould also
senc to perpetuatc a grossly distorted vitzs—^shich
recent partial disclo>(lrcs havc givcn—of the nature and
purpose of thosc opcrations.
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mcmorandunl of tilc options approxcd. After reconsideration,
howexcr, prompted bv the opposition of Director Hoover, tilc
agencics werc notiElc(l 5 dass later, on July 28, that the approv al

had been rcscindcd. The options initially approved had hicluded
resumption of certahl intciligence operations which had been
suspended in 1966. Thcsc in
•tum had included authorization for surreptitious entry— breaking
and cntcring, in effect—on specified categorics of targcts in
spccificd situations related to national security.

Because the approval was withdrawn before it had been
impiemcnted, thc net result was that the plan for expanded
intciligence activities never went into cffcct.

The documents spelihig out this 1970 plan are extremciv
sensitive. They include—and are based upon— assessments of
certain foreign intelligence capabilities and procedurcs, which of
course must remain secret. It was this unused plan and related
documents that John Dean removed from the •\'hitc House and
placed in a safe deposit box, giving the kens to Judge Sirica. The
same plan, still unused, is being hcadlined today.

Coordination among our hitciligence agencies contimied to fall
short of our national security nceds. In July 19708 having earlier
discontinued the FBI's liaison with the CI.\ Dircctor Plooser ended
tile FBI's normal liaison with ail other agencies except thc \N'hitc
House. To help remedy this,  an Intciligencc Exaluiltioll
Committec wars crcated in Dceember 1970. Its members
included representatives of thc XVhite House, CIA, FBI, iN'SA,
the Departments of Justicc, Trcasury, and Dcfense, and the
Sccrct Service.

The Intelligelicc l.valil;ltion Committee and its staff were
instructcd to hilprox( conr(linatioll among tile intciliacncc
community and to preparc cvaluationc and cstimates of dolilc tic
hltciligin(-c. I ullticrstalid that its activitics arc now ulider
inncstig.ltioll. I did not authorize nor do I haxc anv kilowleeh*,c
of an! illegal activity bv this Comillittcc. If it Went beyond its
charter and did cngagc in an! illegal activities, it was totally
without my knowledge or authority.

 | Till SPECLAI. INVESTIGATIONS UNIT

On Sulidax, Junc 13, 1971, The New \ orb Thiles publishcd the
first hlstalililent of what came to be Imown as "tRhc Pcutagoll
l'apcrs." INot until a few hours heforc publication did ally
rcsponsililc Cl>~ e nililelit of Ticial know that they had been
stolen. Aloot olEe ials did not knots tilev existed. oNe1 senior
olE(ial of the Cnxcl-lililent hold read thcm or IU1('W Smith CCI't.lilAt!'

wilalt they contalilic(l.

z\11 the Coxernilicnt Imz zv, at filsts was til;lt the papers comprised

47 \ ohllllcs and SOlllC ,.n()o pages. which had been taken finill tilc most s( llsitixC files
of thc Deir;lrtill( fits of Statc aria l)cfensc anal the ('IA,
cI~xclilig military alid diplomatic moxcs in a war that teas still
going oil.

WIorcoxer, a majority of the documents published with thc
first three installnicnts in The 'I'imes had not been incilidc(l in the
47-volumc study—raising serious qucstions about what and hos
much cisc might have been taken .

There was every reason to believe this was a securitv leak of
unpreccdented proportions.

It created a situation in which the ability of the Govcrnmcnt to
carry on foreign relations even in the best of circumstances could
have been severcly compromised. Other governments no longer
knew whether they could deal with thc United States in
confidencc. Against the background of thc delicate negotiations
the United States was then invols cd in on a number of fronts—



with regard to Vietnam, China, the btiddle East, nuclear arrns
limitations, U.S.-Soviet relations, and others—in which the
utmost degree of confidentiality was vital, it posed a threat so
grave as to require extraordinary actions.

Therefore during the ~veek following the Pentagon Papers
publication, I approved the creation of a Special Investigations
Unit within the \N'hite House—which later came to bc known as
the "plumbers." This was a small group at the lN hitc House whose
principal purpose was to stop security Icalss and to investigate
other sensitive securitv matters. I lool;cd to John Ehrlichman for
the supervision of this group.

Egil Krogh. :\Ir. Ehrlichman's assistant, svas put its charge.
David Young svas added to this unit, as esters E. Howard Hunt
and G. Gordon Liddy.

'I'hc unit operated under extremely tight security rules. Its
cxistcncc and functions ~vcrc l;noxvn onln to a vcry fcxv persons
at the White House. These included WIessrs. Haideinan,
Ehrlichman, and Dcan.

At about the time the unit lv.xc created, Daniel Elisberg evas
identificd as the person who had given the Pentagon Papers to
The Ncxv Stork Times. I told SIr. Krogh that as a matter of first
priority the unit should find out all it could about WIr. Ellsherg's
associates and his motives. Bccausc of the extreme gravity of the
situation, and not then linoxving what additional national secrets
Fir. Ellsberg might disclose, I did imprcss upon WIr. I;rogh the
vital importance to the national security of his acsignmcnt. I did
not authorize and had no knoxvicdge of any illerral means to he
used to achieve this goal.

Hoevever, hecaucc of the emphasis I put on the crucial
importance of protcethig the national security I can understand
how highiv motivated individuals could have felt juctificd in
cng.lging in specific activities that I would have disapproved had
thcx heen brought to my attention.

Consequcn t lx ,  a s  P rcs i ( l cn t ,  I  mus t  and  do  assume
respolisihility for such actions despite thc fact that I at no time
approved or hall Isilosviedge of them.

I also assigilc(l the unit a number of other investigatory
matters, elealillzr in part ^sith compiling an accurate record of
cnents related to tile \'ictilanl soar, on which the Govcrnnicnt's
records xvcrc inadequate tmany previous
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AIr. DEMON. Again, because of the very sensitize nature of
infornla

tion contained in these documents, and the ~)rol)lerl-ls that infornlation
might unfairly cause those inclisicluals, I shall not discuss the clocu-
ments fultller, othel than to point otlt to the COJtllllittee that the intel-
est in WIr. Larry O'Brien dates back, from my records, to the time I
first joined the \\'hite House stat in July 1!)W(), xvhile the interest in
Senators 3tuskie and AIcGovern developed as the reelection campaign
developed.

I would noxv like to turn to a political intelligence and security plan
that nvas designed for the campaign, but ultimately Divas

rejected.

OPERATION S.vND\
VEDGE

while Caulfield was a member of my statlf, the use of Atr. I>lasexvicz
slowly diminished, in that I had no need for such ins estigatizte work,
and I only requested Caulfield to obtain investigative information
when someone else on the staff requested it. While I did try to find
assignments for Caulfield that related to the work of the counsel's
office it avas difficult in that he was not a lanv)
er.

Mr. Caulfield lvas aware of this situation and in the spring of 1971
he came to me and told me that he nvas thinking of leaving the Althite
House staff and establishing an investigTative/seclllity consulting cor-
poration. He felt that there Divas a need and a market for what he
described as a "Republican intertel"—Intertel being a firm being a ton,,
established firm that has been in existence working in this field. He
told me that he could have a going concern by campaign time and that
his firm could provide investigative/security assistance to the

campaign.

Wife casually discussed this on several occasions. Tile basic and
initial concept he had developed avas an operation that could be
funded by contracts with Sol porations. AIr. Caulfield's firm svonld
provide se r vices for these corporations, but it would also provide free
Services to the 1972 reelection campaign. I recall telling Caulfield that
I could not help him in the intelligence field because I-did not have
any expertise in the area but I advised him that he should work ~X-
it11 a layer in deve]oping the concept he had outlined to Lse because
i t  nvas fraught  with legal  problems.  For example,  I  told him
corporations are prohibited under Federal law from making direct
campaign contributions.

Shortly after these conversations, Caulfield informed me that he had
formed a group to develop a plan to submit to Mr. F,hrlichman, ZIr.
Haldeman, and AIr. Mitchell. The planning group intended to become
the principal officers of the corporation once it commenced its
activity. Caulfield and the group spent several months de~-elopin.~
their plans and in early Auaust or September of 1971 Caulfield
brought me a copy of a memorandum entitled Operation Sandsvedge
and told me he avas seekino a meeting with BIr. Ehrlichman to discuss
the matter and requested that I assist him in getting a meeting faith a r r .  a r i t c l l e l l .

I do not know if Atr. Caulfield met with Atr. Fhrlichmall. If he did, I
was not present and have no knorvled.C.e of the meeting.

I read the memorandum and found it to be a pris atelv operated
extension of the types of things that Cnlllfield had heell nel forming
for F,hrlichman. I returned the memorandum to Canlfield and told
him I noted raise it lvith Atitchell. To the best of my recollection
Opera



(41)



1.4 JOIIIN DI!A.17 TESTSID1ONY2, JUICE 25, 1973, 3 KS&
SC 924-25

92a

tion Snntlsvedgc envisioned the creation of a corporation calle(l
Security Constlltinr Group, Inc., which avas to have Offices ill
AX'as}zington, ChicaE,ro, and New York. It xvas to have an "overt"
an(l "covert" capacitor tulle covert capacity xvonld have operated ellt
of Nexv whorls— presumably under the aegis of AIr. Ulaselvicz—and
xvas to be separate and apart front the other operations in 5 tasllillfrtoll
:tnd Cllica ro. Tile
principal activity of the Security Consulting Group, Inc., lvas to
provide private security fol all phases of the campaigns lilt the Aren w
orb "coverts operation svould have the capacity to provide "lzag men"
to carrot money and engage in electronic sulzeillallce—if caged upon
to do so.

Although II  returned the copv of the Operation Sandsvedge
memorandum given me by Caulfield, I did find in my records a copy
of the proposed budget, which reflects some of the items I have just
mentioned. I also found a number of memolandunls relating to the
cam paign security aspects of the plan. I have submitted these
documents to the committee.

[The documents referred to svere marked exhibit No. 3W9.*]
BIr. DEA?f. I did discuss Operation Sandlvedfre with Air. Mitchell. I

recall that he was not interested at all. He told me that he thought Jaek
Caulfield vvas a fine person, but he felt the principal problems would
relate to security and the problems that demonstrators might pose to
the campaign. Mitchell said he wanted a lawyer to handle any such
operation and asked me to thin!; about candidates I told him that Jack
Caulfield had requested an opportunitv to discuss his plan with him,
and I told him that I told Jack I lvould CO!IV('V the messafre. Mitchell did not
lvish to discuss the proposal, so I kept [)llttincr (:a;llfield off shell he
raised it with me because I lilted Jacl; and did not avant to hurt his
feelings, so I continued to keep puttin r him off.

I also recall that Ehrlicllmall raised Operation Snudu-edae +rith me. I
do not know if this avas a result of his meeting with Caulfield or
Caulfield sendillsr him a copv of the memorandum Ellrlicllman told
me that he Ronald like to keep Tonv Ulasesvicz nrolllld during the
campaign htlt he did not think milch of C7anlfield's proposed grand
plan. Ehrlichman told me that Mitchell linew about Tons I laFelricz
and ~ that Mitchell and Stack should tall; al)ollt Tony's felt 111(;.

WIennsvhile (7aulfield kept retesting an answer on his plans. Tie had
Lois heal t set on his proposal: he had spent loner holll-s preparing it
and I knelv he lvas coiner to be very disappointed to learn that it had
been shot dolvn. Of, erv few weeks CMalllfielcl svollld sand an item to
me to prompt me to take some action. I  have submitted to the
committee the tvpe of items he avoid send.

rThe document refel red to avas marl;ecl exllil)it No. .W1/).**l
3r,.nE-\N- I avollld illst file them nn(l do notllinfr. as I llacl decided

that the best eollrse of action to save ,Tael;*s feelings lvas to let the
mattes die a natural death throllfr!l no action. Incleecl. that hat)pened.

T3v >'o~-eml~er 1!)71 (Ynlllfielcl le:llized that his l)lall was dead
and l!e al)andolled the ideas Realizing tllisa he tolel me he lvonld live
to ivory for T\fr. Alitcllell dulinfr the calnz)aifrn as an aid~-cle-csllllp.
alley remestecl that I assist him in rettiner an ararointlllellt with
{Atitehell. T allallged for hint to meet avitla Air. Alitcllell On
Novenll)el ;)4.-15371.

osPr. n. 1121.
**Sne pi 11.3 ..
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at vhich Air. Mitchell told me that while my work lVflS highly thought of, there had been a decision made to
' semimilitarize" the U,S. i\^larshal's Office and therefore they were considering a retiring, high, military official
for this post. Between December 196S and April of 1969, I vias interviewed for and pursued a variety of
possible appointive jobs in Washington.

In late March 1969, f received a telephone call from Fir. Ehrlichman who asked me if I would visit him in

his office a day or two later. I did so and at that meeting he asked if I would be willing to set up a private

security entity in Washington, D.C., for purposes of providing investigative support for the White House. I

told him that I would think this over but by the time I had returned home that evening, I had decided that I

did not wish to do this. I called him the next day with a counterproposal, name]v, that I join the White House

staff under Mr. Ehrlichman and, besides providing liaison functions with various law enforcement agencies,

thereby be available to process any investit,ative requests from the White House. I mentioned to him that if he

agreed with my proposal I would intend to use the services of one Mr. Anthony Ula3esvicz who was a

detective with the New York city Police Department nearing retirement. He said he would think about it and

get back to me.

A few days later I received a call from his office asking if I would come to Washington to discuss the
matter and that meeting resulted in my appointment to the White House staif on April 8, 1969.

easy duties at that time consisted of being a White House liaison with a variety of law enforcement

agencies in the Federal Government, through arrangements lvorked out with Mr. Ehrlichman, AIr Herbert

S:alzbach, and Anthony Ulasenvicz. WIr. Ulase~ icz retired from the Nexv York city Police Department and

boas paid on a monthly basis by the Ixalmbsch law firm, that employment commencing on July 9, 1969.

During the next 3 years, first on orders from Stir. Ehrlichman and later in some instances, on orders from Mr.

John Dean, Mr. Ulase^sicz, under my supervision, performed a variety of investigative functions, reporting

the results of his findings to the White House through me. I do not fully recap all of the investigations

performed in this fashion but have available a list of those vhich I do recall if the committee •vishes to

examine it.

In July of 1970 NIr. John Dean became counsel to the President and :\~tr. Ehrlichman •vas named to the
position of Presidential Assistant for Domestic Affairs. Thereafter I worked directly for WIr. Dean, but on
occasion, Fir. Ehrlichman continued to call upon me directly for investigative work involving the services of
WIr. Ulaservicz.

In the spring of 1971, I began to notice that, for some reason, the amount of investigation •vork handled
by SIr. Ulasezvicz through me had diminished. ASuch of the talk around the White House xvas beginning
to center more and more on the 1972 Presidential election and I began to examine ways in my mind in which
I might become invol~-ed. since I had performed security duties in the 196S election campaign, and realizing
some of the security demands of a Presidential campaign, I wished to become involved in the security area of
the caInpaign.

Toward that end, I composed a'memorandum suggesting that an
outside security capability be formed to handle the demand of the
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1972 campaign. Such an orgallizzltion xvollltl have to capabilitv to crform various security functions to
insure the security of the truteMiu~r staff, the committee To Reselect the Presi(lellt hcadelttarters, the
convention site and lvonl(l emplov various cruartls an(l security people. In shoot, I svas suggesting the
formation of a •apabilitv to cover all the seculity needs of a Presidential campaigns The name I gave to this
suggested operation lvas "San(ı~vedgrc."

I further suggested that I letl,ve the white House staff and set up this security entity, if it Were approved,
and suggested a budget of approximately 8300,000 to .8400,00C. I gave the memorandum to AIr. Dean and
got the' strong impression from him that it event to higher levels, but I have no knocvledge of Who saxv it.
DllriIsa the summer of 1971, I ha(l hifth hopes that my proposal should be accepted and had one other direct
conversation at lunch about its contents Keith Mr. Dean and Keith AIr. Jeb l\IaOrruder. Between the end of
June and October of 1971, I inquired of iNtIr. Dean as to the status of my proposal on numerous occasions
but ultimately lvas toltl by WIr. Dean that he didn't think my suggestion Was "going anyM-here."

I Was disappointed that my memorandum had been refused. I next spoke xith Sir. Dean concerning
obtaining a position as a personal aide to John Mitchell, When be became campaign director. Sir. Dean
agreed to ask lN[r. Mitchell if such a position lvas available; he did so, and on November 24, 1971, he
accompanied me to an interview at Mr. Niitchell's office.

I explained to )'(1. :Nlitehell that what I Wanted lvas a position similar to that occupied by Dwight
Chapin in relation to the President and that in addition to handlillts the kinds of uctirities that Chapin
handled for the President, I could be of value to AIr. Mitchell as a bodyguald. SIr. Mitchell listened to What I
had to sav but m-as noncommittal as to What status I lvotllcl occupv with him. He said, holvever, that xve
lvoulll "get that all straisrhtellecl out When I arrived at the reelection committee." He xvas unsure as to svhen
he lsolfld join the reelection committee but thought that it Would be sometime in January or February of
l972. I left his office and Walked back to the White House by myself. Sir. Dean remained and flS I lvas
rvalkinC through Sir. AIitchell's outer office I noted Air. Gordon Giddy sitting

ith :Nlr. Dean evidently lvaitinsr to see btr. Mitchell.

At that time, I rvas sure I had a position with AIr. Mitchell but the nature of mv duties Was quite
unsettled. Ultimately on the 1st of 3!~Iarch 1972, I vent to the reelection committee to commence my duties
there. It soon became clear to me that :\Ir. Mitchell regarded me only as a bocly(>uard \\ hich Was not What I
had had in mind at all. Durincr Starch I took two trips With A[r. Mitchell outside of Washin~ton, one brief
trip to l\'esv A: ork city and the other to Rey Biscavne, Fla. since Sir. Mitchell regarded me as his personal
bodyguard I carried a revolver in my briefcase.

Bv the time the tlip to Florida occulTed in late Starch, I xvas alreadv in touch With a friend of mine at the
Treasury Department about possible employment there. After being in Flolitla for approximately 2 to .3 days,
I receive(l Word that my house in Fairfax, Ada., had been burt,lmized and so I flerv home to attend to my
xxife and familv. Air. Fred LaRue had joined us in Florida after our arrival and upon mv depal ture, he aslie(l
that I leave my revoker in his possession since



2. In response to a Political Matters Memorandum from Strachan dated December 6, 1971,

Haldeman approved Gordon Liddy's transfer to the Committee for the Re-Election of the

President (CRP) at an increase

of $4,000 per annum above his White House salary, as an exception to

the rule that no White House employee would receive a salary at CRP

higher than that which he was receiving at the White House.

2.1 Memorandum from Gordon Strachan to H. R.
Haldeman, December 6, 1971 (received from
White House) 46
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 yGORDON' STRACEM 0—/S By

k J Political Matters

ligv '

for MX 59
JelD •tagruZer met with the Attorney General for four hours
on December 4. Some OL the matters covered requ' re
decisions by you:

5) Julie Nixon Eisenhower - "Registration '72"

Jeb ISlagruder has recusllmended to the Attorney General
that Julie NixorL Eisenhower become the Eonora y -
Chairman for "Registration '72", T"hich is a joint
registration effort by the Committee (Ken Rietz) and
the RNC (Ed DeBolt) in the largest counties of
California, Florida, and Texas. This position
boned require Julie to-"make appearances, write letters,
and otherwise get publicity" for these registration
drives In terms of a particular scheduling requirement,
she would have to appear at the Eric meetinq thin moor for
the announcement.
in virginia and so

Dave Parker reports that she wall be is

available The Attornev norornl

Se'$%r
} ,~

X S i 9 - _

deters entirely to you on whether she should become Honorary Chairman.
The Attorney General Ieels that you should consider if this
appointment of Julie Nixon Eisenhower as Honorary Chairman of
Registration '72 is "too gimmicky". (The original memorandum to tho
Attorney General is attached at Tab A.)

Yes, Julie Nixon Eisenhower is to be named
/ Honorary Chairman of Registration '7Z



< No, Julie is not to be Honorary Chairman

_ other

2) RnC Budget - Unite House Support

Tne PNC is currently preparing their budget ror 197Z The Attorney

General Quill receive a resort ron Tom
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ENJa-.S to~'.a-\.t on t-ee c~-, e-2.1 f -, rtarcial. co^- ition of the R'!C .' Go.-!~ of fez report Vu4lll be Go—fa ded ~or -you

In 1971 the .,2hit2 House s~~sidian~t ascots was $D00 ,OOO, Tnis paid ror advancement White T30us2 special events

arc receptions, the ColsorlJ'Klein orSnting Rrld distribute of I;taterials, and the vice President's expenses Tom Evans of

Be R~.C -courts to continue Lo h=a5F2 a hnite House account of 500 to pay for these sup,gort activities The Attorney

General estimates that there will be an additional 1,000 in "political expenses" for the N~.-nite House in 1372. Tke

Attorney General believes that their should be a single \^rnite Eouse political account Of 1, 500 for 1972. According to

Magruder the Attorney General relieves this account snould De controlled 

a unified

Lo rl

accounting mechanism and to protect against any "McClosUcey type" criticism of the SAC for giving financial assis•ance to
the political activities of the President.

Since Tom Evans and the RNC must be told Defore the R7IFC

Sheeting this week, the Attorney General asks that you consider this general approach without she specific budget
information from the RNC.

Re commendation:

That you approv2 of the transfer of all "political-expenses" for the White House to the Committee for the Re—Election

d'; in of thetPresident.

1? f Approve
f o _

_Dis approve

Comment

If you approve I will info ~ the Attorney C-eneral through Mag.uder. Upon receipt of the detailed FRANC budget inlormorion

Bruce Kehrli (as the new StafX Secretary) and I xfill
develop recommended procedures wsith Eugh Sloan and Jeb
Magruder .

3) The Nixon
Reelector

Jeb Magruder, Lvn Nofziger and France Leonard
prepared the

regarding a "campaign publication
to get the message out to the organization" The
format would be similar to that OL 1968 Tne Attorney
General basically thiSks it would be a good idea Dut
asks whether you believe it is a gene-ally good or
bad idea If you

00017
t)
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2.1 CORDON STRACHAN EMORSDUM, DECEMBER 6~ 1971
_, _

give voilr serezal apg~~oval, -.a5r-_&1er .fill •~ 2 Peter
Dailey g-epar2 a detailed gr~?os~l for re-v--~e:r by you
and tuna Actorney General. Frank LecnarG r.fcnle~ hnve
primary responsibility for t'ne 9ublicatio. t-n;4t mast be

called the 'i\~ixon Re-Elector.

Recom.mer.~ cation:

That you aggrove the general idea of a table d pl~lic-.-on
for the Clatr;?aign s milar to the Nixon Re-Elector, subject

to retie-., on the Peeer Dailey detailed proposal.

~ t Approve ' Disapprove

The question of whether and at what salary Van Shl=uifav is
to Inove to the Committee for the Re-Election of she
President raises several related matters. According to
Magruder, the Attorney General assumes that the
President will announce his candidacy for reselection
on January 6. Although Magruder is not privy to the
decision he believes that there will be just a low-
key Presidential statement. The candidacy will not
be announced at a press conference or during a
"conversation with the President" as had been suggested
bIt may be that the Attorney General has reviewed these

matters with the President.

LThe Attorhey General expects that after the announceIr.ent,
Ziegler will not answer "political questions" but rather
will refer them to the Committee. This means that on
January 6 the Committee must have a sophisticated
individual to handle the questions. If Shumwav cannot
definitely be transferred to the Committee by January 6
or some other date certain, the Attorney General believes

the Co}runittee must hire someone else. The Attorney Tut/_

General respects the fact that Shllmt.~zay must be replaced ~

 \U but also appreciates Alalek's assessment of the chances ,, c ffi

tR3, C ac,f finding a replacement: 50/50 for Shuzwav replacement t
6 s S ,~ y January 3; 75/25 by January 15; but 258 chance that it t

tU _ @ @ will be impossible to obtain a Shw2.rzay Replacement that pus *'
• < U Inertia acceptable to Colson and alein. The Attorney C-eneral B >

-%<} By ? u nts the press man at the Committee to be compatible _ ~ i
CHUM>} Ax Faith C ~ he Attorney GeneLal rejected Jim Holland, / q ~
vdrf capable 9IO at the Post Office because Colson >

°OOl>pieSe~ /,~ H~/er=~_ ,~__2
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2.1 G9RDOD STRACHAD MEMKRADDUM, DECEMBER 6, 1971

me _

1

One clter-.a.iva could ba to hove Cliff :-172r '-:eco^.e t'e press marl on January 3. roe currently has ~o cp-ratiora
responsibilities but serves as a ''consult-rlt'' to the Attorney General on public relations, press, polling and
research, and advertising. The Attorney General has riven so..e thought to making Cliff I8'-ller the ton PR man for
the Campaign. He could serve as the Herb Klein oF the 1968 Carr.paign for 1972. The possibility On Miller
performing this function is increasing because Colson told Magruder not to consider Neal Freeman because
Colson mav be hiring him.

Magruder wants a "reading" from you about Cliff Miller as the top PR man so that he can advise the Attorney
GeneraL After three years of observation Ei5by believes Cliff Miller is not that good. The one project I hence
worked with Miller on -- the Shum;zav transfer —-leads me to the same conclusion.

• i Agree, Miller not strong enough Xto handle
c, <o \SM, /_ top PR spot in Campaign

t -, S ' Disagree, Miller strong and should be consider ed

\ I '' by the Attorney General e / / 7

t3 - Other
XU~

AX ~ o ~ ~ = ~ ore, a New Y'ork PR person recruited

f 1 t by Magruder and Stiller, will begin handling some press
a ¢ .. X, relations at the Co ~ ittee, Fork with the 10 Nixon State

:R X w

5_uo t r lkLCIl L() prevent another view Hzmpshire press announcement

disaster, and eventually work with the surrogate candidates on radio and TV coverage. She begins December 13.

The net result of this sketch of the CoSTmittee's press/PR situation is that you must decide whether Malek should
be instructed to have a replacement for Shumfay locked with Colson and EClein by a date, hopefully January 3.

- Yes, Malek must find a Shunway replacement by
soXb , a date certain

X rb , - g tat, Malek should assist PSlagruder in finding someone
I,,, f y lse to handle press relations at the Coon ittee

Other

r

00017o

5) General Counsel to the Coizzi.tee
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2.1 GORDON STRACGAN MEMORANDUM, DECEMBER
6, 1971

—5—

Go--don ];ldiv \tili bzzo:;tO General Counsel to tile Co whittle for the Reflection o •he president on l:)ec-.Mer 14. Ee

 a\has bsen ~^70rE;ins Tfnth Bud Krogh on the declassification
t;~>~ project. Liddy is paid $2G,000 by the Domestic Cow-zil.

A l-9Li \\ Bud Krogh Ned bean urging Ren Cole to raise his salary,

AWn'? As4'l but nothing happened during the freeze. Krosh tailed

W 9 sN' \ with the Attorney General and reco ~..5ndad that Liddy receive

to->^--D Ivan increase. Dean agrees that Lidtqy should receive an i , ,?~,,,_.+increase to $30 ,000 because OL his age (41), experience, <' A
~ ~ sand prior sacrifice. The Attorney General sail she

5 v Committee will hire Liddy, and he wontt be paid any Tess

'S X
I Sn\5w1N _

than he is receiving from the Dom.estlc council. Magruder
has put a hold on Liddyts transfer to the Committee at
$30,000 because of the rule that no one goes to the
Cormaittee a salary higher than he is receiving at the
ignite House. Dean and Krogh are familiar with this rules

tout strongly urge an exception in this case.

- k s . Grant exception, Liddy to receive 30,000 per
I 0 annum at Committee

Deny exception, Liddy accept job at 26,000 or.

find someone else

Other

The subject of salaries at the Committee appears in the
talking paper for you to cover with the Attorney General An
updated version of this talking paper or subjects sendina
will be submitted secarat21y Ha 2

Other matters wnlcn Magruder discussed T,ri~un the Attorney

General which do not require decisions by you include:

1 > dvertising Advisory Group

/ he Advertising Advisory-Group (list attached at Tab C)
will hold its First meeting D2cenXsr 9 The group will
meet periodically to advise Peter Dailey.

2) Direct assail Fund Raising

The Richard A Viguerie Company sfill probablv handle direct mail
fund raising for the Committee In addition, /the Attorney
General has authorized the Viguerie company 9 to conduct direct
mail fund raising for rormes Senator McCarthy on the condition
that he run nin another party", not as a Democrat

00017x3
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2,1 GORDON STRACHAN MFMORMPJD~d, DECF,.A~F.R 6,
1971

' _6_

3) MmeLice.ns for Asnewi Grower
. _ .

Tne Attorney General decided against doing anv='ning to

S courage or discourage the Americans Lor Agre-.f group

; / that recently sent out a 50,OOO mailing over Jolson ;Iayns's

s Lgnacure .

/ _4-) The SXIiddle Level Campaign Strategf Grous

it The middle level Campaign strategy Grouo met on November

j ~ g and Decel:Lber 1. The minutes are attached at Tab D.

1 / The minutes cover Nenf Hampshire Campaign details, Campaign
r publications, and suggestions for the Florida primary.

}At,~AM4Cv'W@r
A32~~';te ~

~ '
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3. On January 279 1972 Attorney General John Mitchell, John Dean, Jeb Magruder, acting CRP campaign director, and

G. Gordon Liddy, who had assumed his position as CRP counsel, met in Mitchell's office. At this meeting Liddy proposed a $1 million political

intelligence operation, which contemplated the use of electronic surveillance of political opponents, abduction of radical leaders, muggings, and

the use of call girls. Mitchell rejected the proposal.

3.1 John Mitchell log, January 27, 1972

(received from Senate Select Committee

.(SSC)) -

 3.2 Jeb MagrUder teStimOnY, 2 SSC 787-88 56

3.3 John Mitchell teStimOnYS 5 SSC 1843 5

3.4 John Dean  (56)Tj-3 3  24 D (3.3)
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3.1 JOHN MlECCHElL LOG, JALVUARY 27,
1972

Indistinct document retyped by
House Judiciary Committee staff

Mr. Mitchell -- Thursday, January 27, 1972

7:20 Arrived in NBC Studio, 4001 Nebraska Avenue,
Today Show

7: 30 Introduction

7: 38 Interview begins

7:50

7:55

8:25

9:00

9:30

10:00

10: 10

10:25

11:10 

11: 15

Interview ends

Left for Department of Justice

Arri ved in of fi ce

SAW Ambassador Graham A. Martin, Amb. to It aly

SAW Russ Ergood

SAW Pat Gray

SAW Harry Flemming

Dr. Kissinaer called 6 t.

SAW Charles Turgeon

SAW John Dean, Gordon Liddy and Jeb Magruder

 12:20 Ret. Bob Mardian's call 6, t.

1: 15 Ret . Fred Malek ' s cal 1 a, t .

1 :20 Ret . Bi 1 1 Cramer ' s cal 1 6 t .

1:25 SAW Harold Clancy and Bob Collier
_

Indistinct document retyped by
House Judiciary Committee staff
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3.1 JOHN MlZrCh2QLL LOC, JALVUARY 27,
1972
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 7:3!) ''rtroductior. ' \5f
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8:25 ,~^-ri~~ed in or'ice
. .
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3.2 JEB MAGRUDER TESTIMOIIIY, JUNE 14, 19?3, 2 DISC 787-88
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tioned particularly Atr. Dean. He did mention other individuals but I cannot recall their names, and indicated

he had been told he svould have approximately 81 million budget. I indicated to him at that time that $1

million budget lvas a sizable budget and that he should prepare the background documents necessary to

justify this budget and that he would then have an opportunity to present the budget to the Xttorney

General.

3tr. DASH. Dow, did there come a time when AIr. Liddy did present his plan to the .-tttorney General, AIr.
3Iitehell?

Air. MAGRUDER. Yes. In February I set up an appointment with Mr. Mitchell and John Dean on
February 97 at 4 in the afternoon.

heir. DASH. On February

ZIr. 3L-\GR~ER. The first meeting svas February 27.

3tr. DASH. May I refresh your recollection, 3Ir. Magruder, do you mean February 27 or January 27?

31r. AtAGR~ER. I am sorry, January 27,1971. And Eve had a meeting in Or. Z[itchell's office at 4 in the
afternoon as I recall it.

.Mr. DASH. Who attended that meeting in Fir. iWitchell's office on January 27 ?

Mr. NIACR~ER. NIr. 3Iitchell, 3Ir. Dean, AIr. Liddy, and myself.

Mr. DASH. Prior to the meeting on January 27, did you know any of the details of the plan that WIr.
Liddy nvas going to present on that day?

Mr. MAGRUDER. No, I did not.
Mr. DASH. Could you describe in detail what occurred on January 27 in Mr. AIitchell's office ?

Mr. MAGRUDER. 3/fr. Liddy brought with him a series of charts, they lvere professionally done charts,

and had color, some color, on each of the charts. As I recall there were approximately six charts. Each chart

contained a subject matter and visas headed by a code words I cannot recall manV of the code vords, the one

I do recall is Gemstone. I think one divas called Target but I cannot specifically recall the other code lvords.

Each chart had a listing of certain tvpes of activities Vital a budget and, as I recall, there xvas one chart. that

totaled tlp the activities and the budget totaled to the $1 million figllre that he had mentioned previously.

Err. DASH. Afr. Liddy avas presenting this in the form of a show and tell operation ?

Ml . 3IAGRIJDER. Yes, that is COI rect.

Mr. D.\SH. What svere the size of these charts ?
Mt. 3IAGR~ER. As I recall, thev lvere approximatelv probablv the size of the chalt that is on the displav

stand.

WIr. DASH. Were they on an easel or display stand in the Attorney General's office ?

NII-. 3'[.\GR~ER. Yes.

Or.. DAslr. Do you have any idea where these charts were prepared
01' who prepared them ?

Or.. 3r.\G.R~E~. AT0, I do not.
Or.. Dvsll. You sav the chalts dealt with various projects and thev

had code names 011 them. Could yoll give us to vour best recollection vlmt sonle of these projects lvere 9

are. AI \G.I:UI)EeX Tllis lvas, of course. the projects, includillfr rvire
tappilllrs electronic surveillances and photo rrapllv. Thele ssele projects
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relating to the abduction of individuals, particularly members of radical groups that Eve revere concerned

about on the convention at Sian Diego. WIr. Liddy had a plan where the leaders would be abducted and

detained in a place like Mexico and that they would then be returned to this country at the end of the

convention.

He had another plan which would have used vomen as agents to work with members of the Democratic
National Committee at their convention and here in Washington, and hopefully, through their efforts, they
would obtain information from them.

3Ir. DASH. With regard to these women—

Senator ERVIN. I am going to ask the audience to please,refrain from laughter or any kind of
demonstration.

3Ir. DASH. ARrith regard to the use of these women as agents, did this involve the use of a yacht at
Miami?

3Ir. 3IAGRIJDER. He envisioned renting a yacht in Aliami and having it set up for sound and
photographs.

3Ir. DASH. And what vould the women Abe doing at that time?

3Ir. AIAGRUDER. I really could only estimate, but

AIr. DASH. Based on his project, from your recollection. XVhat did he indicate?
Mr. 3'tAGRUDER. Well, they would have been, I think you cold consider them call girls.
AIr. DASH. Do you recall any project dealing with a mugging proiect involving demonstrators?

3Ir. AtAGRUDER. I do not specifically Tecall that.

3Ir. DASH. Nolv, what was the total budget that he presented at this meeting?

Mr. MAGRUDER. Approximately $1 million.

Atr. 'DASH. How long did WIr. Liddy's presentation takes

Fir. MAGRUDER. Approximately 30 minutes.

AIr. DASH. Mr. Magruder, what was 3Ir. Mitchell's reaction, AIr. Dean's reaction, and your own reaction
when' you heard this presentation ?

3rr. MAGRUDER. I think all three of us were appalled. The scope and size of the project was something

that at least in my mind vas not envisioned. I do not think it vas in 3Ir. 3Iitchell's mind or 3Ir. Dean's,

although I can't comment on their state of mind at that time.

Fir. Mitchell, in an understated way, which vas his method of dealing with difficult problems like this,
indicated that this svas not an acceptable project.

3fr. D.SSH. And did Mr. Mitchell give WIr. Liddy any instructions at the end of this meeting?
:\Ir. 3'tACRIJDER. He indicated that he would go back to the dragline boards and come up vith a more

realistic plan.

3Ir. DASH. So it ~vould be true that Liddy, at least. left that meeting \N ithout being discouraged from
continuing to plan an intelligence operation.

fir. MAGRUDER. I would say he xvas discouraged, but he was given

the right to come up with a more reasonable plan.
ar TE ~ 1 wOU hare anv discussion vith Atr. Liddy after the

 z , . 11'. 1J.\SH. Lola J

martin or 2

. . . _  . . . . . .

Arr. WIACRUDER. Yes, he left with ,Jollll Dean and I on our xvav back
to the committee and indicated his being disturbed because he had
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AIr. MITCHELL. reauthorize their transmission and inspection by

whom, sir?

Senator AtON'rOYA. The transmission of FBI reports to the CRP 019

the inspection of FBI reports at the Department of Justice.

AIr. AIITCI{ELL. S O. sir.

Senator AION-TOY.\. Do you know of anvone who did ?

N:.. AIITC11ELL. No, sir; I do not,

Senator AION-TO1'A. Do you knovr xvhetheror not these reports were

received at the Committee To Re-Elect the President?

Arr. AIITCIIELL. I have no kno vledare of any SUCII procedure.

Senator AION'TOYA. This has been testified to that effect heretofore.

Mr. AIITCIIELL. Senator, are eve to make perfectly clear We are tsalk

inEar about FBI reports?

Senator 3toN-ToYA. Yes.

AIr. MITCHELL Well, then, mJ,- ans vers that I hal e driven VOU stand.

I was not aware that antbodv testified that FBI reports Tvere being

received bv the Committee To Re-Elect the President.

W— Senator AION-TO1-A. ATo v, let us go back to the meetings that vou had

at the Department of Justice with respect to the Biddy plan 011
January a7. To put the matter in proper focus, it is my understanding
that you met AIr. LiddV on or about November 19 f 1 vhen 3Ir. Dean

brought him to vou and introduced him to you, is tnat correct ?

WIr. 3rITCl'lELL. Yes, sir; November 24.

Senator BION-TOYA. Then, subsequent to this, and to wit, on Januarv

97, you, BIr. LiddV, 3Ir. 3Iagruder, and MvIr. Dean met in vour Depart-
ment of Justice office, where the original Biddy intelligence operation

mfolded in charts?

Atr. 3tITCtIF.LL. That is correct, sir.

Senator z[ON-TOYA. NO V, IIONV long did you spend at this meeting

AIr. 3'lTTCIIET.T,. The meeting, accordin r to the recollection that I

have, which comes mainly from mV log. was 1 hour or less anal there
were other—there svaS another subject matter discussed, which. of

course, vas the upcoming election la v.

Senator 3tON-TOl'A. A7olv, Tvhat vas specificallv discussed? will yotl

please relate the dialoer that occurred there in the discussion of the

Biddy intellitnrellce-aathering plan ?

AIr. 3IITCT{ELL. AVell. Senator. I could not poFiblv relate a dialocr

that tools place that long acro. glut I can tell Volt that the format of it
vas that Air. LiddV unfolded his program and everybody just sat with
their mouths open M hile he discussed it and then it xvas terminated and
that vas the basis of it. There Tvas not anV dialogr with respect to the

 _ discussion of it other than to shut it off and tell him to pro burn it.

Senator .AIOD;TOYA. Then, novas there any discussion or statement

made—vas there anv discussion there or any statement made to the
effect that he should cro back and scale the plan dorvn-

WIr. MITCHELL. STo.

Senator AION-TOYS Continuing]. Because the $1 million budget that

it encompassed vas excessive ?

WIr. AtlTOllELT.. No; Senator, the discussions as I recall it, vas to the

effect that that is slot what the individuals that revere participating in
that meeting—certailllv. AIr. Dean and mvself—had in mincl. Althat
ve Itad ill mind xvas Coiner back to information-aatherillg and talwinft
care of SCClll-itv' against demonstrators rather than the contents of that

particular proposal.
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a good deal of contact with Liddy, so I requested that he be permitted to keep his pass. This request was

turned down, llonvever, because they had decided to provide a fixed number of passes for the people at the

reelection committee and Magruder would decide who got the passes. I so informed Liddy and never heard

any more about the matter.

LIDDY7S PIA19-—3kEENGS IN ZIITC~LL7S ONCE

The next time I recall meeting with tIr. Liddy I might say before this that I did have a brief occasion to see

him in earl,> January I believe about the 9th through the 14th or 15th, when he attended a general conference

in San Diego on the entire scope of the com~ention and the security problems that Revere going to confront

the commission in San Diego.

After that, the next time I recall meeting WIr. Liddy lvas at a meeting~ in AIitchell's office on January 27,

1972. Magruder called my office to set up the meeting and only after I called hIa ,ruder to ask why he wanted

me to attend the meeting did I learn that Lid.lV lvas gains to present his intelligence plan. I met Magruder and

Liddy at AIitchell's office. Liddy had a series of charts or diagrams •vllich he placed 011 an easel and the

presentation by Liddy began.

I did not foully understand everything Atr. 'Liddy lvas recommendiDg at the time because some of the

concepts svere Inind-boggling and the charts nvere in code names, but I shall attempt to reconstruct the high

points that I remember as best I can. Liddy xvas in effect making & sales pitch. He said that the operations he

had developed ^rould be totally removed from the campaign and carried out be professionals. Plans called for

mugging squads, kidnaping teams, prostitutes to compromise the opposition, and electronic surveillance. He

explained that the mugging squad could, for example, rough up demonstrations that nvere causing problems.

The kidnaping teams could remov

demonstration leaders and take them below the Mexican border and thereby diminish the ability of the

demonstrators to cause problems at the San Dievo convention. The prostitutes could he used at the l)emocratic

convention to get information as well as compromise the persons involved. I recall Liddy saving that the girls

nonl(l be hiah class and the best in the business. When discussing the electronic surveillance, he said that he

had consulted RVitlI one oaf the best avllhow ities in the country and his plan envisoned far more than bu<

rraina and, tapping phones. He said that. under his plan, eomlrlllllicutioll l-setrveen

ground facilities and aircraft could also be intercepted.
I might also add that he gave an elaborate description of intercepting various microlvas es to travel around

the country tllrollgh various commllnication facilities and I cannot explain to the comnlittec xrhat that avas,
because to this day. I do not understand it.

Finch major aspect of his proposal Divas on a chalk with one chart shonving the interrelationship with the

others. Teach operation svas driven a code name. I have no recollection of these code names. Edith regard to

surveillance, and I do not recall that this alas neeessarilv limited to electronic surveillances he sll<>.(Testod ser

et al potential targets. I cannot recall for certain if it lvas dul ina this meeting or at the second meeting ill early

February that ho sugt,este(l the potellti:ll targets. The taraetS that I recall he sllg(rested M-ere Atr. I,arr~-

()'}3rien. the Demo

elatiC headqllaltels, and the Fontaillebleall Hotel clllrillg the T)emo-
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cratic Convention. Ak. Liddy concluded his presentation by saving
that the plan would cost approximately $1 million.

I do not recall Magruder's reaction during the presentation plan

because he was seated beside me but I do rectill Alitchell's reaction to

the "Mission Impossible" plan. He was amazed. At one point I gave

him a look of bewilderment and he winked. Knowing Mitchell, I 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. ANthell the presentation

was completed, he took a few long puffs on his pipe and told Liddv

that the plan he had developed was not quite what he had ill mind and

the cost was out of the question. He suggested to Liddv ne go back and

revise his plan, keeping in mind that he was most interested in the

L demonstration problem.

I remained in 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 Mr. Liddv's proposal was out of the

question. I joined Magruder and LiddV and as vre left the office I told

Liddy to destrov the charts. fir. Liddy said that he would revise the

plans and submit a new proposal. At that point I thoufflht the plan

was dead, because I doubted if Mitchell would reconsider the -matter.

I rode back to mv office with Liddy and Magruder, but there was no

further conversation of the plan.

The next time I became aware of anV discussions of such plans oc-

curred, I believe, on Februarv 4, 1972. Magruder had scheduled

another meeting in Mr. Mitchell's once on a revised intelligence plan.

I arrived at the meeting very late and when I came.in, Atr. Liddv v-as

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.

Mr. 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 dav who kept

pushing for these plans. Whether Liddy was pushing or whether

WIag,ruder was pushing or whether someone was pushing Alagruders I

do not know. I do know, in hindsights that I should have not been as

polite as I was in merelv 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 avere approved, I did not want to know. One thing was cer-

tain in my mind, while someone wanted this operation. I did not want

any part of it, nor would I have any part of it.

After this second meeting in ZIitchell's office. I soughtht 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 Hiigbv got me into I:ialdeman's office

when another appointment had been canceled or postponed. I told Haldeman what had been presented by

Liddv and told him that I felt it was incredible. nnnecessarv. and unwise. I tokl him that no one at the White

House should have anything to do with this. I said that t.he reelection committee will need an abiiitv to deal

with demonstrations, lit did not need bruin., mU~crinlr~ prostitutes. and kidnapers. Haldeman agreed and

told me I should have 110 further dealings on the matter.
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On February 4, 1972 Attorney General Mitchell, John Dean,

Jeb Magruder and Gordon Liddy met in Mitchell's office. Liddy pre-

sented a modified version of his proposal with a budget of $500,000.

The proposal included plans for electronic surveillance of political

opponents. Magruder and Dean have testified that the targets included

the office of Lawrence O'Brien, the Chairman of the Democratic National

Committee (DNC); the DNC headquarters; and the Democratic Convention

headquarters at the Fontainebleau Hotel in Miami, Florida. Magruder

has also testified that the office of Henry Greenspun, editor of the

Las Vegas Sun, was mentioned as another target. Mitchell has denied

that there was discussion of specific targets. The meeting ended when

Dean stated that these subjects should not be discussed in the office

of the Attorney General of the United states. Following the meeting,

Dean reported on the meeting to Haldeman.
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#.1 JOHN MbAElL DOC. FBRUARY 4. 1972

Indistinct document retyped by
House Judiciary Committee staff

Mr. Mitchell -- Fridav Februarv 4 1979

2:55 Called Harry Flemming and talked.

3:15 Called Sen. Sears and talked.

3:30 Called Director J . Edgar Hoover, and talked.

 4:00 SAW John Dean, Gordon Liddy and Jeb Magruder.

4:30 Harry Dent called and talked.

4:50 Called Sen. Case and talked.

 5:15 SAW J. Hushen and DAG.

6:30 Left office.

Indistinct document retyped by
House Judiciary Committee staff
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3:30
god

t:oo

4:30

4:50

D:15

C21't:c! 't fa: rat FIt rrr.nz~R>t ark '_";ed.

Called Set.. Sears and talked.

Cabled OXrectcE J. Edvar Hoover, _

~ t} '1l1

q A whirl ').o,~t.1 CG rc!on m icclzt Anti Gels \,'2C ( ~ce~

LJarvv DF:nt called and taluses.
- :

t?Ol'.MP Kerr Clse and talker

SN\!wEt. ~fttshen anal DAG.

' 6:30 Let's office.
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assumed that everyone would have accepted this project at face value.
AVe indicated that certain of these. things mere inappropriate and

that he would have to redo them and come back at a later date.

AIR. DASI[. Did you make any repolt of the meeting to anyone after

the meeting?

- 3II'. AIAGI{IJDER. Yes, I made a report to AIRS. Strachan at the AMlite

House.

AID. DASH. brow, did you disclose everything concerning that meet

ing to Stir . Stracllan a

Mr. AISGRIDDER I do IlOt recall at that meeting whether Air. Lidely

had had these charts put into 81/2 x 11 size to hand out. If he had, I
would have sent those over to AAIr. Strachan. I do remember discussing
it. I do not recall in this meeting whether lvc had working papers and
so I can't recall specifically; I think just on the phone I discussed the

general nature of his proposal.

iUr. DASH. XVas this telephone conversation with 3k. Strachan in

which you reported the general nature of the discussion consistent with
your general reporting to WIr. Strachan as you did from time to time,

matters that should get to the White House statf ?

iSIr. AL\GR~ER. Yes, everything that I did at the committee, every

thing that we did was staffed to WIr. Strachan so that he could alert

other officials at the W\thite House as to our actin ities.

 ' AIr. DASH. •Vas there a second meeting on the Liddy plan, Mr.

.Ataeruder ?

Mr. 3IAGR~ER. Yes, the following week in February, February 4,

as I recall, Eve met at 11 in the mornint,.

')II'. DASH. How did that meeting come about. M ho attended ?

Mr. WIAGREDER. AIr. Liddy indicated that he B as ready to discuss a

reduced proposal. I alerted AIr. Dean and he set up an appointment

vith AIr. Mitchell and Eve review ed a reduced proposal.

Afr. DASH. AVhere was this meeting ?

AIr. 3'tAGR~ER. At the Justice Department.

Mr. DASH. AN'as it in Mr. blitchell's office ?

Mr. 3IAGRUDER. Yes. We met in AIr. Xlitchell's office. He did not have

charts this time, but rather had

AIr. DASH. You mean Air. Liddy did not ?

3Ir. AI SGR~ER. 3Ir. Liddy did not have charts. He had them reduced

on Sl/2 x 11 pages and the scope svas reduced considerably.

Air. DASH. What was retained and what divas out ?

3Ir. AIACR~ER. I cannot recall specifically what svas in or what Tvas

out. I do kno v that the discussion, after his discussion with us, related
only to the xviretappine and photoeraphv and not to any of the other

projects. They had been basicallv discarded.

Nit. DASH. I think you may have testified to this, but who lvas present

at this second meetings Wlr. AIa,,l uder R

WIr. WI-\GR~ER Fir. Mitchell, Air. Dean, WIr. Liddy, and myself. Mr.

Dean came in approximately la minutes or so late, but lvas there for

most of the meeting.

3r.. DASH. At this time, as you have stated the project primarik

dealt with wiretapping and photograpllillfrv AX'cre anv targets specifi-
callx Inelltiolled, either l)y Air. I,icld!- or anvbodv at tile meetings

Air. 3i \{;I:In)ER. Ott that meetings eve did CiiSCtlSS potential targets. Eve

discussed the potential tareet of the Democratic National Conllnittee
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headqtlarters, primarily because of information Eve had relating to 3Ir.
O'Brien that •ve felt would be possibly damaging to the Democratic

National Committee. We discussed the possibility of using electronic
surveillance at the Fontainehleau Hotel, which was going to be the
Democratic National Committee headquarters, and we discussed the
potential of using the same method at the Presidential headquarters.

At that time, we did not know who the candidate would be, so it was

simply an indication that that would be a target of interest.

Also at that meeting, .Mr. Mitchell brought up that he had informa

tion as I recall, and I think it was Mr. Mitchell—it was either AIr.
Mitchell or AIr. Dean—that they had information relating to Senator
WIuskie that was in hIr. Greenspun's office in Las Vegas. He was a pub-

lisher of the newspaper in Las Vegas.

Mr. DASH. Do you know his full name ?

AIr. AI&GR~ER. US I recall, Mr. Henry Greenspun, I think, or spun—

Greenspan or Greenspun, I think was his name. He is the publisher

of the Las Vegas newspaper.

AIr. Liddy was asked to review the situation in Las Vegas to see if

there would be potential for an entry into Mr. Greenspan's

AIr. DASH. Potential for what ?

WIr. MAGR1JDER. Potential for an entry into 3Ir. Greenspun's office.

BIr. DASH. Do you know what it was thev were looking for in

Air. Greenspun's office?

AIr. ZIAGRIJDER. No, I do not.

AIr. DASH. Do you know what the information was that Mr. Alitehell

mentioned concerning 3Ir. O'Brien?

Arr. MAGRUDER. Yes. We had had information from reliable sources

that at the Democratic National Convention, they had a business
exposition. The business exposition was being put on by a separate
business exposition company. It was our understanding that the fee
the business concern paid to this business company leas then kicked
back or partially kicked back to the Democratic National Committee

to assist them in the payment of their debts.

3Ir. 'DASH. Aside from that kind of information, what was the

general information or general kind of information that VOII would

be looking for in these break-ins or electronic surveillance?

Arr. '3IAGR~ER. A0Tell, I think at that time, we were particularly

concerned about the ITT situation. AIr. O'Brien has been a very effec-
tive spokesman against our position on the IIT case and I thinly
there was a general concern that if he was alloved to continue as
Democratic national chairman, because he leas certainly their most
professional, at least from our standpoint, their most professional
political operator, that he could be very difficult in the cominffl cam-

paign. 30 we had hoped that information might discredit him.

31l'. DASH. &11 right.

Hoxv did that meeting end? T\'hat was Fir. Alitchell's reaction to

this presentation at the second meeting?

311. AI.\GR~ER. It still was disapproval or, let's say, I should say

we agreed that it would not be approved at that time, but we would
tal;e it tip later; that he just didn't feel comfortable with it even at

_that level.

AI r. D ISIS. But again, •vollld it be true to say that at least AIr. Liddv

xvas encouraged to continue ill his planning?
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cratic Convention. Atr. Liddy concluded his presentation by saving

that thegplan would cost approximate]V $1 million.

I do not recall Magruder's reaction during the presentation plan

because he was seated beside me but I do recall l\litcllell's reaction to
the "Mission Impossible" plan. He was amazed. At one point I gave
him a look of bewilderment and he winked. Itnoxvinffl ATitcllell. I 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. Althell the presentation
was completed, he took a few long puffs on his pipe and told Liddv
that the plan he had developed was not quite what, 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 in Mitchell's oflice 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 WIr. Liddv's proposal was out of the
question. I joined Magruder and Liddy and as we left the office I told
Biddy to destroy the charts. Sir. Liddy said that he would revise 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 ma office with Liddy and Magruder, but there was no

further conversation of the plan.

The next time I became aware of anV discussions of such plans oc

curred, I believe, on Februarv 4, 1972. Magruder had seheduled
another meeting in Mr. 3Iitehell's office on a revised intelligence plan.
I arrived at the meeting very late and when I cameein, Sir. Liddv was
presenting a sealed down version of his earlier plan. I listened for a
few minutes and decided I had to interject myself into the discussions.
Mr. Mitchell, I felt, was being put on the spot. The only polite wav 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 dav who kept

pushing for these plans. Whether Liddy avas pushinffl or whether
Magruder was pushing or whether someone was pushing Magruder, I
do not know. I do knows in hindsight, that I should have not been as
polite as I was in merelv suggesting that Liddy destroy the charts
after the first meeting. Rather, I should have said forfflet the plan
completely. After I ended the second meeting, I told Liddv that I
would never again discuss this matter with him. I told him that if anv
such plan svere approved, I did not want to know. One thins was cer-
tain in my mind, while someone wanted this operation. I did not want

any part of it, nor would I have anV part of it.

After this second meetiingfin WIitchell's office, I sought a meetina

with Mr. Haldeman to tell him what svaS ocCurrinXr, but it took me
several days to get to see him. I recall that H,igby got me into Halde-
man's office when another appointment had been' canceled or post-
poned. I told Haldeman what had been presented bV Liddx- and told
him that I felt it was incredible, unnecessary, 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 lvil1 need an abilitv to deal with
demonstrations, it did not need bugging. mU(rginfrs prostitutes. and
kidnapers. Haldeman agreed and tokl me I should have 110 further
tiesllinoq nn t.ha mslftor
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Mr. DASH. NEW, just carrying on from what my previous observa-

tion novas as to vs hat AIr. LiddV may have come anvay from the meeting,
obviously AIr. AIa cruder anti Mr. Liddy did not get the impression
that you completely disapproved of the program because they did set
up only 8 dais later a meeting in your office on February 4 5rith the
same participants in which they presented a half million dollar pro-

gram I understand which included electronic surveillance.

Mr. MITCHELL. Well, Mr. Dash, I would disagree with the testimony

to which you refer insofar as Mr. Magruder or Mr. Liddy either one
of them nvas invited back under the basis of the same concept with re-
spect to the presentation of a plan. and I think Mr. Dean if I recall
his testimony, agrees a little bit more with what my recoliection nvaQ,
and it was to the point of this lvas not what eve lvere interested in.
What ave Revere interested in avas the gathering of information and the
securitv and protection against the demonstrations.

Mr. DASH. But nevertheless Mr. Marauder and Mr. Liddy did come
back and 3Ir. Dean attended that meeting with you, on February 4,
and did present a scaled down version which included electronic sur-
veillance and break-ins, did it not ?

Mr. 1NIITCH~L. It did that but there again there are faulty recol

lections with what was discussed at that meeting, what the concept of
it novas. I violently disagree with Mr. Magruder's testimony to the point
that the Democratic National Committee was discussed as a target for
electronic surveillance for the reasons that he gave, number one with
respect to the Democratic back story. lVe are talking no v about the 4th

of February.

Mr. DASH. Yes, I know, the reason for centering in on WIr. O'Brien,
I believe

Mr. MITCHELL That is correct, and, of course. the newspaperman

did not have his column that Magruder referred to until the 23d of
February. He said we were focusing on the Democrats and XIr. O'Brien
because Mr. O'Brien's vocal activities in connection with the ITT case,
and Mr. Anderson did not publish his column until the Both of Febru-
ary, and so that what I am pointing out is that this meeting'5vas a
relatively short meetino and it divas rejected Strain because of the fact
that it had these factors involved. But these targets were not discussed.

Mr. DASH. Were any targets discussed, Mr. Mitchell ?

Mr. MITCHELL. To the best of mv recollection, there svere none.

Mr. D SH. Do you also disagree with Mr. Maoruder's testimonv that
you actually volunteered a particular target which xvas Hank Green-
spoon's office in LaS Vegas for the purpose of obtaining some docu-
ments that might involve a political candidate ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Dash. you gave me a gTeat opportunity to correct

the record on this. You knolv, Mr. Magruder said that it could have
been Mitehell or Dean and then when you picked up the questioning
you said Mitchell, so we are now correcting that record. To the best of
my recollection. there va as no such discussion of anv :

Mr. DASH. However, your recollection is there avas no discussion

of it ?

Mr. MITCT1EX,L. No discussion whatsoever

Mr. DASII. Do yoti recall Mr. Dean's reaction at that meeting ?
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Mr. MITCHELL I recall both of our reactions to it. Although it has

been given, Allr. Dean's reaction has been given a cliScrent connotation
and, of course, it depends on echo is telling the story and under what
circumstances to who looks like the White Knight and who looks lilie

the Black Knights of course.

The fact of the matter is that Dean, just like myself, lvas again

aghast that Eve would have this type of presentation. John Dean. as I
recall, not only was aghast at the fact that the program had come bacls
again with electronic surveillance, perhaps a necessary entry in con-
nection with it, I am not sure that entries were always discussed with
electronic surveillance because they are not necessarily synonymous,
but Mr. Dean vas quite strong to the point that these things could not
be discussed in the Attorney General's office, I have a clear recollection
,Xf fhaf anal fhaf a:vac rend of the hnrpq Anon wshinh the meeting XV51S

broken up.

Mr. DASH. And broke up on that basis, I believe.

Mr. islRrCHELL. And broke up, along with my observations.

Mr. DASH. What specificallv did you say ?

Fir. MITCHELL. I cannot tell you specifically any more than I can

tell you specifically what Mr. I)ean said but my observation xvas to
the point that this novas not going to be acceptecl. It novas entirely out of
the concept of what Eve needed and what Eve needed lvas again an
inforrmatioll-gathering operation along with, of course. the program
to get information on and to be able to have security against the dem-

onstrators that eve knew xvere coming.

Ss you recall, AIr. Dash, at this particular time they had alreadv

started to form in substantial numbers in San Diego ill connection
with the proposed convention, even though that convention xvas not

to happen until August of that year.

Mr. DASH. Well, since this reappearance. and presentation of the

so-called Liddy plan to you which included these obviously objection-
able portions to you as you testified, and since you did not take any
violent action at the preceding meeting did you take any action
against Mr. Liddy as a result of his coming back again on February 4

and representing it ?

Fir. MITCHELL. Other than to cut off the proposals; no.

Mr. DASH. AN7hy not? Here is a man talking to von as Attornev

General about illegal wiretapping and perhaps break-ins. M7h7, if
you did not have him ordered arrested for tr) ing to conspire to do

things like this, why didn't you have him fired ?

3Ir. MITCHELL. In hindsight I would think that xrould have been a

very viable thing to do. And probably should have been done. Lidd~v
was still an employee of the campaign and I presmned that he would
go back to the deities that he novas performing without engaging in

such activities.

3fr. DASH. Well, you had to be a rare at least at that time, 3Ir.

Wlitcllell, that Liddy colllcl become a very embarrassing emplovee of

the campaign.

Atr. 3tITCHE~. blot necessarily unless he violated directions under

which he lvas operating to that point there xvas no stlch, there was no

stlch evidence that he novas violating.
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BY MR. FRAMPTON:

 Q Now, on or about February 4, 1972, did you attend

another meeting in Mr. Mitchell~s office at which the same

people were present -- that is, Mr. Mitchell, Mr. Liddy and

Mr. Magruder and yourself?

A I did, yes.

Q And who called you about this meeting or contacted

you about it?

A Again, it had been set up by Mr. Magruder, as the

first meeting had, also.

Q Did he tell you what the purpose of the meeting was

before you arrived?

A I was aware of the fact that Mr. Liddy was going to

present his revised plan.

Q Now, who was present when you arrived at Mr. Mit

chell' s office?

A Well, I arrived at the meeting quite late. I don't

know how long it had been proceeding before I arrived. I had

some hesitations about even going to the meeting and then

thought I ought to go ahead and go and see what was going on.

When I arrived, the meeting was in progress and Mr.

Liddy and Mr. Magruder and Mr. Mitchell were talking about

f some of the same things that had been talked about in the

| first presentation. This was really sort of a scaled-down

vers ion,
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Did Mr. Liddy again have charts ?

He didn't have charts. He had handed out some

24

papers, as I recall, and I believe they were budget papers on the revised budget for the plan.

Q

A

.Q

A the s

ize,

When you say papers, you mean eight by eleven?

Eight by eleven, right.

Or legal size?

Typing size. Eight by eleven, right, I believe was

Did you say that the others at the meeting had copies of these documents ?

15
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17
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A Yes, they did.

Q While you attended the meeting, was there some discussion of the substance of the scaled-down proposal?

A Well, there was enough discussion that I was aware of what was going on, and I don't know how long I was at the

meeting, but it wasn't three, four, five minutes when I thought that I should interject myself in the meeting and I didn't think it

was appropriate to be discussing these things. So I tried to do it in as graceful a way as I could, but I said to all present, I said I

thought the meeting should stop; that these were matters that should not be discussed in the office of the Attorney General of the

United states.



Q Now, did you learn, while at the meetings what the budget for Mr. Liddy'8 scaled-down program was?
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A As I recall it, it had been cut in half.

Q And did you learn whether the revised or scaled

I down plan also entailed a considerable amount of electronics surve i 1 lance ?

A I was certainly aware of the fact that it did in

' volve electronics surveillance, yes.

Q Now, during either of these meetings, or both of these meetings,'were any targets discussed for

surveillance or other surreptitious intelligence?

 I A Yes. I can't tell you in which meeting, for certain



I recall discussion of this, but I do recall a couple of

potential-type targets being mentioned.

I remember one was the Fontaine Bleu Hotel in Miami, because I remember Mr. Liddy saying

that they had already explored the possibility of getting rooms in the hotel near some of the candidates who would be

staying in that hotel.

Q Democratic candidates?

A Democratic candidates, yes, during the Democratic Convention. I also remember a discussion of Mr.

Larry O'Brien as a target. I recall a discussion of the Democratic Headquarters as a potential target.

When you say Democratic Headquarters, what do you mean by that ?

A Well, you know, I can't recall -- in my mind now, of course, the DNC here in Washington jumps

into my nead.
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Whether it was necessarily limited to that, at the time, I'm I j us t no t certain .

Q Now, was there any particular interest in getting information about Larry O'Brien, among the White

House staff, at this time?

A Well, there had been a long interest in Larry O'8rie at the White House. The first time I became aware

of it was about a month after I joined the White House staff when Mr. Haldeman sent me a request -- and this is

really the first sort of political intelligence request I had ever had -- to get certain information about Larry O'Brien.

So it started as early as August of 1970, and there had been periodic requests along the way that

had come to my attention for information about Mr. O'Brien, and I was aware of general interest, in the White

House, in Mr. O'Brien, yes.

Q After you said that these matters ought not to be discussed in the presence of the Attorney General

anymore, did that break up the meeting?

A Yes, it did.



Q And did Mr. Mitchell say anything, to your knowledge| to Mr. Liddy about the future of this plan, at that

time?

A There may have been discussion, but I don't have any recollection of it. I think my comments put a real

damper on the meeting. That ended it.

Q Now, as you were leaving the meeting -- after the |
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I meeting -- did you again have a conversation with Mr. Liddy?

A I did.

Q And what was the substance of that conversation?

A I told him that I would not talk to him any further about this matter. I said it just wasn't something that I

was going to be at all interested in or be willing to talk to him about.

Q Did you tell Mr. Liddy then, in substance, that if this plan went forward you didn't want to hear about it

anymore, you didn't want to have any discussions with him about it?

 A That is correct.

Q And did you also have a conversation with Mr.

Magruder ?

I AMr. Magruder was present when that conversation

transpired and he was aware of my comments to Mr. Liddy.

Q So as far as your own knowledge of the substance of the meeting was concerned, Mr. Mitchell did not

disapprove Mr. Liddy's overall going ahead with this plan, or some intelligence plan?

A Well, of course, I can only speak for the part of

I the meeting I was present at and there was no disapproval

1

then, no.

Q Now, did you shortly thereafter seek an opportunity to report on these meetings to Mr. Haldeman? (73)
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A Yes, I did.

Q And did you get a meeting with him?

A Well, I recall some difficulty in scheduling the

meeting. So Mr. Higby was aware of the fact that I wanted

to see Mr. Haldeman and, as had been done on other occasions

when I wanted to see him, Mr. Higby worked me into the schedu]

when another meeting had either been postponed or cancelled o

delayed, and made an opportunity for me to get in there and

8 ee him .

Q And what was said by you and Mr. Haldeman when you made this report to him?



A Well, I described to Mr. Haldeman what had been going on in Mr. Mitchell's office. I gave him a brief

desert tion of the type of plan that Mr. Liddy had developed. I tol him that I certainly didn't think that muggings and

buggings and prostitutes and the like were necessary to deal with the problems as I saw them, and that I didn't really

want to have any part of this, and I didn't think anybody at the White House should have any part of it.

And Mr. Haldeman agreed that 1, indeed, shouldn't, and so instructed me.

Q In substance, what did he tell you?

A He told me that he agreed that, you know, this was not necessary and I shouldn't have any part of it.

Q So he just told you to stay out of it?
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A That ' s correc t . v

Q Now, in February and March did you have any further

conversations with Mr. Liddy about legal matters or other

matters ?

Well, as I referred to earlier -- and I was referrin

in the broader context of when Mr. Liddy first went over and

continued after -- he would come to my office and seek in-

formation regarding election laws, or he would prepare memo-

randa on a given matter of the election law.

They would often be referred to my office to deter-

:

mine whether I fully agreed or might disagree with Mr. Liddy's

opinions. So I did have contact with him, and I can recall

one instance when he came to my office and he wanted to talk

about the intelligence plan, which he said he just couldn't

get off the ground.



And I said, "Well, Gordon, you recall that we're

not going to talk about that." And he said, "Yes, I under-

stand. " And we did not talk about it.

Q Now, when he said he couldn't get it off the ground,

what did he mean by that?

Well, he couldn't get it approved is what the sub

8tance of the conversation was.

Q Now, in about late March of '72, did you learn that

Liddy and Magruder had had some kind of an argument or dis-

agreement -- falling out?
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5. In February 1972 H. R. Haldeman directed that $350,000 cash

in campaign funds be placed under his unquestioned personal control.

The money was picked up by Gordon Strachan, Haldeman's assistant, in

early April 1972. Strachan in turn delivered it to Alexander Butterf ield,

a deputy assistant to the President. Butterfield delivered the money

to a personal friend for safekeeping. This fund was maintained sub-

stantially intact until after the November election.
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5,1 GORDON STR4CHAN MEMORANDUM, FEBRUARY 1, 1972

God i d t%-j~ ///

Feb~ua~~y 1, 19 7 2

'.'E "OR~RN'3x'~i^' FOIL:

I' RO''i :

SUBJECT:

,—

X,

? ' wpEvrove_

Comment

f --I i

Finance s

H . R. HALDt'i'S'<

GORxDOt: ST?ACHSN G

Political flatters
-

1) Herb Calmbach reviewed his current financial situation and related hard decisions with the Attorney General and Secretary Stans on

January 28. Ralmbach asked that your con s ider:

a) Of the 1.2 fund EFIlmS--S Al'.ın it b.a.'aFca.X~olus unde ~ i m control. From the original 1 ~ 9

. ~ t to Lee Nunn for the Kentucky Governorshl' ~ g ~ wend—_I_s_ ~ disbursed to Derge for polling over the last six months. Of the 900, 230 is

in"greeno boxes, 570 is in a New York checking account and 120 is in a Newport checking account;

b) In light of the campaign spending legislation, t

Stans, Kalzbach, and Dean recommend that the 690 in X

accounts be spread back into legal committee ~ n ~ ept or

under Finance Chairman Stans' control. Th c23 ~ S,Zft -7S~

would be put in a Riggs box with access by a ~ ombinatior^ S '
of' two of the following people: Tom Evarls, New York _ ix Z w:
France Raine, Jr. (whop Kalmbac'n wants to use generally,— e

in the finance area)- -- ~ If tonis recom---So-{i
sr.endation is not accepted KalI?bach is willing to retain
personal control of the 900 and run the very high risk
aS violating the csaiLLina-l provisions ox the campaign
spending legislation. stans is opposed to paying for
any polls other than through a correct co ~..ittee;,the
risk prom using green is just too high. a X

Recommendation: X

fJb

TEat the advice o U tans, Kalmbach, and Dean be followed in that thz 69,0, Would be put in legal cor;\mittees;that only the,439 green

would be held under XalwldaLch'5 personal

: control; ~..d that any polling would be pai regular Nix.on Finance committees.

/< Disapprosie-

5'-'::rajLXw>'~- y jj ° X~-

(78)
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c) Sialiroac'n is veer Cc~~.C<rn~Sı abou h_s involver.e<.- in
the milk producers situation. Ei-2 b51-e-SeS Chat Waconsen
and l~.-ls:,n sill deliver though they have Cut the crl'giral

2,0CO co~tvit.m.~nt Beck to 1TO:JO Ca4-C~a-'t's cos~_er,~ C5r:t--—s

around one recent press disclosures that linr~ Jac.e.

Gleason and the '70 camoaign election Funding Kal.~'~ach
will accept the risk or being subpoened bv the court in

connection with the Nader milk suit. The Attorney General
believes E(alrabach should continue to handle the mill

project, but Salmbsch wants your advice.

Resornmendation:

, ~  r

That Kallabach not be involved in the milk project

because of the risk of disclosure.

mi3 aApprove - - . .

b \ ~9 - \~/fS5i=| <Co.^llment t27S dr7

Dis approve
~ ~ ~ ~ -

d) Kalmbach cleared the Ed Nixon campaign post svith the Attorney General Ed Nixon Will begin February 1st, at 25 per year plus expenses, living costs, and travel

Kalrbach estimates the total will be "thrilling" but is pleased that he will be off the Foundation payroll

e) Governor Nelson Rockefeller is in,Xalab2ch's 100 club with a 250 coromitment.

.j>9 -An

-: j 5 \

2} stans will officially move to the Nixon Finance Committee on February 16. In the meantime, he, Xalmbach, Hofgren,Nunn*.ar.d.Sloan .are conducting a 60-day blitz to--get A funds in

before the campaign spending legislation be come s 1 aw .

When Stans arrives at 17.01 he will send a personal letter to the 5000/$3000+ contributors. He will also authorize a-much larger Walter Wentz -- Readers Digest  direct mail aDpeal frost various lists

The current financial position of 1701 is 3,600 received, 1,300 disbursed, leaving a 1,600 balance of Which only 50 is in green

Stans is loving into operational responsibility, but there is Sam ill no budget set for the Various perts of the 1701 e L f C9 r t s .

Tnro tsh EValzbach, 5t2n.s is requesting E~.ecil'ixre Mess

Pr i-tr; 1~ civ s . riS yoL .trli 1-2Call, Cabinet O -'ic;-}-s hs \-D

(79)
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hon2vLa;-y membze-rshisQ in uhe regular ~,,hit* E'o~use Stc>~r

Mess. To my }.n2sledge, only Secretary z?.odgs-?n uses

this privilege.

Psecor.n.mendation:

i } .~~v -~ -

13 That stans receiv-n~Ex2cutive liXess privileyes.

G_7 -,7~ Approve jj Q

ColTIment-

Harry Dent

_ Disepsrove-

1) He believes that the President's "drop by" at the Bob Brown dinner was one of the most important, successful, politically astute moves made toward blacks in this Administration;

2) Hugh Chatham may seek and win the North Carolina Senate seat in 1972; Pete Domenici may beat

nomination to seek the New Mexico Senate seat;

3) Thurston Morton may lead a drive to get Louie Nunn into

the Kentucky Senate race if there is some financial assistance;

4) The ftist practical test of the Harry Dent theory of

obtaining black votes has developed since your meeting with

Mr. Dent during the week of January 12. Don Johnson of

the Veterans Administration reports that the Urban League

claims that the President promised Whitney Young, in Oval-

Office meetings, 9 million in make-work projects. Dent

says there is no written record of this promise. Dent says

Len Garment will favor creating these jobs for the Urban

League.' Garment has not been contacted personally because

he has been on a trip and unavailable. Dent is convinced

that Don Johnson can reject this request without undue politica

flak. Dent strongly recommends that he do so, and that any

available funds be channelled to Dent/Bob Brown recruited

blacks who can deliver for the President on November 7, lg72

I am not sure whether you have discussed Dent's theory of

Southern black voters with the Attorney General Dent has

not contacted the Attorney General.

Reco.xmendetion:

ns-\1; If you have not discussed the Dent/Brotzn theory with the

G^>;/-S Attorney General, Dent should be! advised to do so and. then

, —vj 3 foilo.w the Attorney C;en2;cal's advice on the disposition orithe

Ureter League >-equ-s'u?.

- : ~, D .i s ap pro ate
9 f ~ i

Ajri r- . 2 __

cousin z
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;
3) Rose Gary Woods and Cl2.r,:Xla_Gregor were it-,-iLe>' Lo
Ffacri Denies Political Issues Group meeting bu_ did not
attend. sat that meeting all strongly urged that you t211
Frank Sha.'Sespe2re to make sure no USING prestige poll
similar to the one that damaged tTixon in 19u0 is conducted
in 1972. A talking parer ;,<~s prepared for you, but there -
was only a "check mar.'='' on the cover memorandum (original
attached at Tab 7) Smith no indication whether you accepted

or rejected the advice of the Political _ssues group.

Yes, Haldeman sAzill cover with Sha};epseare

No, the Attorney General will cover faith Shakespeare

Neither Haldeman nor the Attorney General will cover it,

drop the suggestion

As ^z. I;

<1 .t Rae ul:ner ']

l

According to Magruder, rumors are circulating in the
Washington Dress Corps that Shakespeare Nfill be leaving
US1A to join the Campaign. Magruder checked with the
Attorney General and he confiraned that Shakespeare will

not join the Campaign.

Fred LaRue

He has begun sitting in the Campaign strategy meetings, T.>>orking
with Fleering, and generally making a contribution to the

{+ - Campaign .

E :

The Attorney General has asked LaRue to assume supervisory control of the RNTC. In that connection, LaRue has asked that you
send the memorandum attached at Tab B to the NE7hite House

-- Staff. It sfould enable LaRue to determine who is asoing for what at the P1iC . am fl ^ b

- /|:r~S And

Cliff biller

On January 27 Miller told the Attorney General that E;arrv
Plem~.ing and the field operation needed Fred LaRue to add
stature and ability. The Attorney General agreed and P1i:1nS

on tree clng with Flezuning and LaRue this week .

The Attorney General told Stiller that he ssould set the dare
Or his offici.;ll move to 1701 in a discussion Sian the Dresidernt

on January 29. Miller does no- kno;;sfha- seas c.ecr'ded.

(81)



5.1 GORDON STARCHY FONDUE. FEBRUARY 1. 1972

R.4C Co.<vcl2l-tion

1) John Denn summarized an Irte]ligertce E-\zal~l2ticn Cor.mit'_2e

-/ report on the demonstrations planned for the Republicans

National Converltion in San Diego (Tab C);

42) Bill Tim.mons submitted three memoranda to the Attorney
J i C.~nornl nn S;mn nisern snrl e'rSe 1972 Conv?nFion

Gno,~>,~

Jt
f > ' X z f ~ — — D — — — — —— — — — — — — — — — — — —— —— ~ — — — — — — .

~'0 indicates that original estimates of income and costs mast

oXX be revised substantially. As to income, the city of San

Diego is failing to honor its commitment to pay for

convention hall expenses. The PxNC is 'reluctant" to accept
the ITT-Sheraton money. Expenses projected by Dick Herman
are not essential. Tilrtnons is asking for authority from
the Attorney General to direct Herman to cut expenses and
force San Diego to deliver on its commitments. The second
memorandum describes the success Tieumons had, working with
the Attorney General, in persuading Senator Scott to accept
the position of "floor leader'. Finally, Timmons notes
that LIFE has an,}nvestigative reporter working on what may
be a rather negative article on San Diego, the RNC Convention,
and C. Arnholt Smith. (Timmons' three memoranda are attached

at Tab D).

dCk Gleason

As you know, Jack Gleason's name has appeared in the recent
"milk money" stories in the STAR. Gleason is "sick and fed

up with this type of Immaterial appearing in the press".

Gleason blames Bob O'Dell and Eleanor Williams at the RNC.

However, Gleason is also,mad at Colson steaming from Colsorlls
"summoning' him to his office and Caucusing" Gleason of

leaking derogatory information to the press about Colson.

Gleason is seeking advice whether he should have a quiet t off
-the record,-discussic)n with-repo~ters-Jules Whitcover'and Polk
to demonstrate that Gleason is a 'Inice" guy. It's hard to
imagine a worse idea than having Gleason talk with reporters,
r,but told Gleason I would check.

b.,< Yes, Gleason see reporters

t - J 4 -

~JO}@Ro t

Don Ramsfeld

/p Job

Gleason should continue to avoid reporters

.~

Other Of Ad

\ERNt+>lK 9 v

One memorar.dz~. on the Conservative recruitment procedure in, England arrived. An anonymous m~£;lorandufa or the
Indiana situation urges CUltiV2LiO.- O''' IrT;in Miller.
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.,x,; Cruder ' s Pro-j<-cts

1) Schedule £;a-.ers -- Upcla-.ed Rises o_ surrogate candidates' ,-~ appe.l,-ances in Nee7 Hampshire anal Florida are attached at ' \t Tab E /
> ,t,~ .<X—~ ?

2) Older Voters -- You asked what the various Administration

Officials were doing to cultivate the older voters. Ken Cole does not receive reports from vicki Keller of the Domestic Council but
does regularly review her Fork. Bus Evans, Colson's older voter's project manager is following an older voter plan developed in
Colson's office. A final version clothe resort will be submitted to you and the Attorney General. rieller

Danny Todd of

t S. and Evans are working with Arthur Flemmins and i) the CoIturnittee to Re-Elect the President.,,

t <,\&e,19 ~ Ad ~ y

3) Magruder as Spokesman -- 14(grudnr was quite upset by yourA; January 17 memorandum to the Attorney General indicating . m t
that Magruder should not be a spokesman for the Campaigns > Magruder emphasizes that he and the Attorney General agree but tnat
since May until February 7 there was no one else who could "get out the lines requested". There were only three series of interviews
and most were quite positive. Magruder anticipates another series around the time of the Attorney General's move, but Shumway will
handle the Committee's relations with the press at that time,

4) Polling -- The Attorney General directed Magruder to give Bob Teeter three weeks to deliver on his poll results

.sckeduled or seek employment elsewhere. Magruder believes Teeter will noT.st begin delivering the--results and the-projects
you have requested. However, the Campaign polling system is currently working poorly. You are receiving chunks of
survey data with no recoin tendations as to what should be held by

-you and the Attorney General and'what should be''distributed to Peter Dailey, Harry Fler.nming and other members of the Campaign
strategy Group. I would welcome the assignment of reviewing these materials, recommending data for release, and processing
requests to Teeter. One alternative, which Magruder is urging, is a meeting with you, the Attorney' General, Teeter, and
Magruder to resolve the polling problems of the quantity and quality of Teeter's work and the access to polling information.

Haldem.an meet with the Attorney General, Magruder, and Tee ter

ess>;5

 } v X -  >-s

L/J ' 'a .j
~~~  An '

r P—z

_ Strachan review polling materials

~ 7
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2'E>'ORANDrusM FO°.:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

OQ 1 S909

cop>/ al Or ~*~)

February 15, 1972

H . R . H.ALDEs'4 ' 'I

GORDON STRACHAN G

Political Matters

l > Serb Kalmbach will serve as Associate Chairman of the

W inance Committee under Secretary stans. The Attorney y General concurs.

2) Y ~ ash cleared with the Attorney General and Stans

, ~ 350 in green under your unquestioned personal control.
A separate box of green is being developed for the Campaign,

3)_ ~ / ach will receive an additional 100 from Dick Watson

i, ~ n Paris raising Watson's total from ZOO to 300.

4) ~ ach is working with the milk people to increase VA 233 currently banked to 1,000 by April 7.

5).Kalp}yach saw Don,Nixon and informed him that he should chagh l all requests of the White House through Kalmbach,

X s is exactly the same treatment Jack Drown receives.

6) Xal,pbach granted the full time gardner at San Clemente, Brigkddo Garcia, a $25 per month raise bringing his monthly L,Zary to
$539.00.

7) Concerning the sta-r story on Kalmbach, discussions with John Dean, Fred Malek, Jack Gleason, Hugh Sloan, Jeb Magruder, and

Herb Kalmbach developed these tentative conclusions:

a) The material is primarily the result of thorough Investigative reporting by skilled newspapermen; b) The material was probably not

directly leaked but rather the result of careless, loose talk disclosing the only new information, Kalmbach's name; C) Information

from 1968 may have come from Dan Hofgren (Herb Kalrabach lectured him harshly); the 1970 information mass Gve come from

Eleanor Williams (Jack Gleason and

_ Orb Kalmbach say she is vindictive and cannot be influenced)

L ~ and the 1972 information may have come from Jon Huntsman, who was mentioning Kalmba ~ name to people when leaving the

White louse Staff. Kalmbach personally talked to him. These

F 3 Sly {j

z ~ 8E j ;J
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tentative conclusiclas regarding sources or in~ormat-on

have not been con~i-r..ed by poltgraphs.

 to An ,, we) The budget conl.mittee for the Committee for the Re-Election
8.KX ~ ~'\ of the President will be Stans and the Attorney General

,o, ~ Co-Chairnan, Herb Ealrbach as Associate Chairman, and
B &f ~ ~ Wrunn, Cliff Miller, and Fred Clalek as members. Magruder
is not on the Committee. Paul Barrik, a Stans' recruit,
will act as Controller and Hugh Sloan will continue as

Treasurer .

9) Within the strictly finance area, stans will be Chairman
and Leonard Firestone, Gus Levy, Max Fisher, John Rollins,
and R s. Ogden Phipps will serve as Co-Chairmen. In
use the vice Chairmen will be Dan Hofgren, Lee Nunn,

and Newell r,eed.

10 ) Stans ' goal of 10, 000 in by the Campaign Spending
Legislation effective date of April 7 is approximately

 t one-third complete.

11) The Campaign has raised 5,000 but spent 2,000 in its
first nine months. Expenses for January totalled 550 while

up ~ ected expenses for February are 900. The Attorney
t ~ General has asked Magruder for a list of the 124 employees

Hi and their salaries. ^ v 74

 S? < ~~ ~~~ a -~8 To a- ~

srry Dent iG~,~<_ hi Srtf~Z—_~

1) Magruder bW ieves hg ~ source ~ February 14
Evans and Novak story on political aides at the White
H9 ~ -criticizing the "consciously aiding" comment you

ade. The meeting could-have been the Campaign strategy ~~

Group meeting of February 7. Magruder has re-cast the

Campaign strategy Group to exclude Dent.

2) Dent advised the Attorrrey General that if Governor Nunn
oes not seek John Sherman Cooper's Senate seat, Robert
Gable should be encouraged. Gable isawealthy, loyal

Republican .

3) Vent advised the vice President that he should speak to
One California Republican Assembly on April 8. Governor
- Reagan urged that the vice President appear,and the vice

President accepted.

4) In the Ne~zIilexico Senate race Dave Cargo may cause
prims in the GOP primary even though our 1970 candidate
_FSr Governor, Domenici, is the only one who could beat

w the Democrat, Jack Daniels.

, . .  1
o:: ,i
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5) A nationwide voter turnouL survey indicates that ones

in the South has there been a rise in voter turnout While
the key states, Oh-o and Missouri, suffered a decline of
~ and 8.155 respectively between 1960 and 1968. The
Y rise in t'ne South is attributed to the black vote while the

decline in certain states is attributed to apathy.

6) Wallace Henley monitors George Wallace for Harry Dent

-thr Sigh Tom Turnipseed, Wallace's former Campaign Manager.

P Ehird party challenge by Wallace in November is not

L ~ anticipated but could develop if Wallace receives enough

money and publicity.

7) Wesk Virginia Governor Arch .\4oore will seek reselection
according to Dent because he has a poll snowing him
~ ad of Jay Rockefeller. The President leads all

L / Democratic contenders in West Virginia by at least 13t

when Wallace is in the race.

8) David Treen lost the Louisiana Gubernatorial race to
Congressman Ed Edwards because of the solidarity of the
Dgs;RcAcratic Party and the heavy black vote. Dent believes

 f that this relatively narrow defeat augurs well for the

President even if Wallace is in the race.

9) In North Carolina, Charlie Jonas, Jr. has turned out
to be a weak Nixon Chairman who will not dissociate the
Jim Holshouser effort to become Governor. Dent has assured
vehe Attorney General that he will continue to try to
separate the Nixon and Holshouser operations and to
prevent any other campaigns from tieing into the President's

campaign .

Don Rumsfeld

He~torwarded an anonymous political assessment of Hawaii

,wfiich indicates that "the likelihood of the President

W / carrying Hawaii seems very slender". There are no races state wide

in Hawaii in 1972.

Tom Evans

1) The primary respo,nsibilitn es of the RNC in the 1972
Campaign will be voter registration, voter turnout, and
ballot security. The registration drive (Target '72)
b, ~ in Florida and Texas in January and will continue
~ hrough the spring. Ed DeBolt at the RNC is the man
\ / responsible to register 1 1/2 million Republicans by

May 15 and 8 million by October 1972.

s i .;
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~ -

v

at,6b-

W ruby

4 m 001304

2) Tom E-.rans asked Jeb Magruder to censure John Lofton or his PON'I wife call last wee}.. Evans does rot feel

~ _ v . . is J ~ ~ V I I X | V 1

Lof-con and Monday with only occes Anal complaints
Evans . aid C>>~_ ig_. A_ Dee

-~vett —A~X/~ /X~
McWho:r ter t~, ,,a~

During the campaign he./ X 2 nue N travel at AT&T'5
exp p de. Eow-ever, he has te ated his.formal ties

_ ~ h the vice President's office to protect against any

suggestion of impropriety.

1) Advertising -- The newspaper ads that Peter Dailey

prepared and you reviewed on February 14 will run in New

Hamyshire. You did not view the TV spots which are n o t

hedged to run in New Hampshire. The decision as to the

extent of the media campaign in Florida will be made

when the Florida follow-up telephone poll arrives.

2) New Hampshire/Florida -- The extensive direct mail
($75>00 in New Hampshire 2nd $100 ,000 in Florida) and

telephone ($25 ,000 in New Hampshire) campaigns are continuing

as planned.

3) Wisconsin  -- A campaign plan prepared by the Davis
Agency for Nixon state Chairman John 54acIver has been

submitted to Magruder for review before submission to the

Attorney General. Hj~;2L~) /~6 f&wy

4) Farm -- Clayton Yeutter, the farm irector at 1701, -
wred John Foltz, visited Secretary Butz, farm Senators
c z and Congressmen, and worked with USDA on the rural developmen

issue .

5) Elderly -- Fred Malek has been asked to "untangle" the

Ate House/1701 confusion. His report is due March 1.

Arthur Flemming is now scheduled by the 1701 speakers bureau.

w Danny Todd and Peter Dailey are re-working HEIR films for the

elderly .



6 ~ esmen Resources -- Schedules for New Hampshire, Florid2 / nd Wisconsin are submitted weekly.
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7) Califorr.5.i.- -- The California delegation list for the RS4C Convention has been submitted to the AtLorrrey General. The Los Angeles County list has not
been cozv.plet2d.

,S',ie A.torne By General authorized !)180 ,000 for a special t / 1,000,000 new young voters drive in California under the direction of Ken Rietz.

8) Camsai n strategy Group -- At the February 7 meeting
l- g - -

the group approved the title for the campaign newspaper (The Reelector). Bob Teeter informed the group that the "president was in good shags in 17 of 19 target states, and was

running ahead of his 1968 margin. Im..portant issues are Vietnam, inflation, and order/calusness (in the President's favor), environment, race, health care (even), unemployment, crime/drugs (negative)."

9) Campaign Briefing —-Fred Malek an ffiJe'~ ~ ruder are considering a briefing for the NeThite A4^c ude Stiff on the activities at the Committee for the Se- F ec Won of

the Presider+ ~ •- i

r,2 ~ 22~! act <~~~

~ _ ~ ~ f ,~t joy_ {_ _ _ _ AZ jet

10) Media Monitoring -- Van Shunway is establishing state by state systems to review press coverage and to counteract negative cornm2nts. The Illinois program with weekly reports will serve as the model. The Attorney

General does not receive the proposal, but Shumn,ay is proceeding with Magruder's concurrence. Sputa/ ~ 7 ~ A——e.

11) RNC convent~2S,t,~ and ilayrucxer nave asked the Attorney Gen Hal Ho Establish a permanent office in San Diego smith X hick Cudlip is Executive Director. No decision has been rt

~ ons is meeting bi-weekly with Senator Dole, Representative John Rhodes, Dick HerDnarl, Johr} Dean and Bryan EXarlo~.z on plans for the Convention

12L_>;ew York -- The Attorney General is using Bob Marik

enerally considered the best lean at 1701) as the staff man for regular contact with Governor Rockefeller's staff.

13) Magruder is seeking authority for approval of campaign media by Cliff killer instead of you for the White House. Repeated explanations to Magruder that you only want t see the material on an FYI basis have not convinced

him that this is unnecessary. Magruder frequently finesses killer (erg. the infamous RNC film) in spite of the fact that Filler is the final media review for the

Attorney General. t10R~-2ver low your interest in the Ir.edia materials you should continue to receive their on an ~YI, not approval, basis.


