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White House
Story of

., ’ \
Evidence’

‘ f alleged evidence among
newsmen.

New York -

spread the story about the

- According to the pews-
the White House ecall-

, \- fien,
More thanm a month ago, |ers, includiag in ons.case
according to reporters inthe |[presidential speechwriter

- White House press carps,
administration aides began
calling somne key news or-
* ganizations with what ap- ~
peared to bHe an important
Watergate story.

The message the reporters

said they received was that
the White House had evi-
dence that would exonerate
President Nixon and show

4that Jobn Dean lied before |

the Senate Watergate com-
mittee. They 'could use the
story, the reporters said
they were told, if thiey attrib-
uted it to an untdentiﬁed
SOUrCe. :

Thus begaa what appears
to be a campaign — denied
by the White House — to
plant a story against Dean
and in faver of Mr. Nixon
that has culnminated in the
recent. -announcements by
Vice President Gerald F
and Senate Minority leac
Hugh Scott that they have
seen — butnot necessarily
be of great__hll,p' to the presi-

Patrick Buchanan, declined
to produce any evidence for
the reporters to examine.
These newsmen thus refused
{o print an unsubstantiated

" | story.

One of those who said he
was approached was Clark
Wolenhoff of the Des Moines
Register, a Pulitzer Prize-
winning reporter and former
alde |nMI' Nixon. Molenhoff
ey that “‘over a period vof
saveral months’ various
Whits House aides had told
him that “‘we.know for sure
there is- a pu'jury case
-against Dean st

“They were h'yins to get
me to write this uli-nrving
declaraﬂon based on an
anonymous White House
source,” He sald. “It wes

miething I just didnt
Wy

aide had actually seen the '
evidence. He said the aide
reptied that ha had not but
had been told it existed “‘on

|!the best authority possible.”

‘Over the weekend, the

' public’ first got news thst

such evidence might exist

' | when Scott weat on CBS’

J+iFac the Nation.” He s2id

approached him whether the

that seemsd fo “exculpite
the President” but thai he

press.

Viee President Ford fol-
lowed up on Tuesday when
hn iold & press conference
"that the White House had in-
‘formation that would clear
Me, Nizen. Naoither said they
had actuslly read the ma-
terial, and if such evidence
exists ¥ has still not besn
miade puhlic.

‘The New York Times and
the Chicago Tribune alse
wers approached by Whis
House emissaries in recesn
weeks, acoording to sources
at both papers. The Times
:source said Buchanan called
a reporter abowt 8 month
ago and zald he bad tran-
. seripts of some tapes lhat
would show Desn was lving.
“Wo aziked to see the tran-
seripts,™ the Thmes man
sald, snd he laft it up in the
alr.” The Times dld net

print & mery.

Pachanan could not e
reached for eomment.
"Chicsgo Tritsans reportess
haerd in December of the
posaibiiity that such ev

(dence might exlst and trisd §

' without sucepss to obtain it

ed."
"fﬂbune's

o

I

Washington

he had *'some mfermation™ .|

|

could, not get the White |
Houss to release il to the !

“We loand any numberef ;|
White House officials who ¢
wers willing o say it exiss- |
‘sald Jim Sguiresof ihe ¢

But whea the pigis: |
id |asked to see the evidagis ' ¢
- was refuged.
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Dear Jim,  Butterfisdd Digression: Counterattack: Press 2/2/74

Completing the reading of the last two batches of very helpful clips from you last
night and this morning brings a number of things from the past to mind, I suppose most of
all the failure of the press while it is beating its breast hardest and of the press most
of all the NYTimes and the Post.

Your note on the Krogh story is a case in point. I think that after I saw/hecard him
I npted that he had actually said something quite different from what ilike Wallace said he
had said, and this, in turn, is also different from what his friends said he could say. He
has made himself part of the counterattack (and beenassigned the pie-card confinement) yet
in a way that enables him to say, "But that is not what I said." He has not actually dis-
puted or disproved what Yean said, and it exactly coincides with the WH campaign documented
in the last of the stories, the one I have just read, from the Newsday service (Chron 1/26).

Dean was explicit in not saying that Krogh told him he got the instructions from Nixon
personally. "Straight from the Oval Office" means by normal channels, and that is Bhrlichman,
which is what Dean quoted Krogh as saying and Krogh and Ehrlichman in different ways con-
firm or do not dispute.

4 quarter of this Newsday piece, a very good piece and something all the papers, most
of/%%ﬁae those involved, should have done, is devoted to “ollenhoff. Well, I saw Clark the
afternoon of his Press Club debate with Colson, now almost a year ago and long before the
story on lNixon's personal dishonesty with money and property came out. 1 offered him the
lwads I had on this and he said he wanted them. I sant him my Dean correspondence and he did
nothigg, as perhaps 10 others also did nothing so long before by accident the story broke

in a way that permitted denial.

(Except for Clarik, all those mentioned did tuke leaks on the Moorer-Kissinger bugghng
and spying, please note.3o they are not all that holy-they did take White House leasks and
did not attribute.)

This reminds hoc clearly SIM(W) saw the potential of the Butterfiled operation. And
how early. Since then I have seen no disproof and much to accredit it. The most obvious
Ix some might not find Xk as persuasive as I do,kx the fact that since then none of this
has been directed to what “ixon knew and did and all attention has been on the peripheral.

Consistent with this has been an unimaginable covering up that involves every sector,
most of all the Congress and the press. If you read enough of my ellipsis you have an idea.
Some oI the other breakins were impeachable offenses in themselves and they have been hidden.
I have the proof they were vwhat they were and that it was known, not just put together as I
did in writing dating to perhapes June, maybe May. Not fewer than two Senate comrdittees knew.
And there was more Nixon and CIA involvement, kmown and hidden, His knowledge that it is
known and is hidden is what makes his counterattacks possible. And necessary.

another and recent case is the peripheral, in the overall, the erasing of the tapes.
ﬂobody has put that together. A month ago I tried to get the Post to do it and told Sussman
how, by beginuing with the Haldeman notes that are in court evidence and available, as they
also have been quoteds I asked Barry to leg me had a xerox and he said he'd see if they had
it and would send. I phoned him yesterday, not having told hiu this was in court evidence,
and told hin it was. His reply was that in checking for it he had found it was in evidence
but that he could not find a Post copy. He had not obtained a replacement. (The Post has
quoted it.) I asiked if he now would and he said he woulde

Everybody went off on the wrong trail on that one. Everybody assumed the imporiance
os those tapes is disclosure of what Nixon knew. The actual importance is that they would
disclose Nixon's and WH efforts to learn not what they already knew but what the FBI had
learned. I did not spell it out to Barry but told lim this was it and that I regard it as
more important. The actuality is that 6/20 is the morning after Haldeman got a summary of
what the FBI had by then learned, I have it and the covering letter from Gray.

I don't think that as of now any paper has done the simple and obvious, put together
all of 6/20's tapes that no longer exist. That was the wholesale destritction date. From
what is published enough can be done,

I should include more in this rewinder but haven't time because of other things I must
#to today and a couple of mectings, onc with Mathias, who is starting his re-election campaig
here today. I note the belief we are now at what can be a pivotal point and it is GL's way



