
W
illiam

 R
aspberry 

F
ord's'Stonew

alling' 
\PT 

O
n

 th
e su

rface, b
oth

 th
e q

u
estion

 
an

d
 th

e an
sw

er seem
ed

 straigh
tfor-

w
ard enough. 
Q

. M
r. P

residen
t, w

ou
ld you

 also like 
to set•th

e record straigh
t ton

igh
t on

 an
 

issu
e th

at Joh
n

 D
ean

 h
as raised? D

id 
yo

u
 a

t a
n

y tim
e u

se yo
u

r in
flu

en
ce 

w
ith

 an
y m

em
bers of C

on
gress or talk 

to lobbyist R
ichard C

ook about blocking 
a 1972 W

atergate b
reak

-in
 in

vestiga-
tion by W

right P
atm

an
's H

ou
se B

an
k-

in
g C

om
m

ittee? 
A

. I h
a

ve review
ed

 th
e testim

o
n

y 
th

at I gave before both
 th

e H
ou

se and 
th

e S
en

a
te co

m
m

ittees, 
an

d
 

those 
qu

estion
s w

ere asked. I responded ful-
ly. A

 m
ajority of 

th
e m

em
b

ers o
f th

e 
H

ou
se com

m
ittee and th

e S
en

ate com
-

m
ittee, after fu

ll in
vestigation

, cam
e 

to th
e con

clu
sion

 that there w
as no sub-

stan
ce to th

e allegation
s. I do n

ot be-
lieve th

ey are an
y m

ore pertin
en

t to-
day th

an
 th

ey w
ere th

en
, and m

y re-
cord w

as fu
lly cleared at th

at tim
e. 

F
orm

er W
h

ite H
ou

se cou
n

sel Joh
n

 
D

ean
, in

 a W
ed

n
esd

ay m
orn

in
g in

ter-
view

 on N
B

C
's T

oday show
, had nam

ed 
R

ichard C
ook as the m

an w
ho had done 

th
e legw

ork
"

 in
 gettin

g th
en

 H
ou

se 
M

inority L
eader G

erald F
ord and oth-

ers to sandbag W
right P

atm
an's investi-

gation into the laundering of m
oney in 

the W
atergate scandal. 

W
hen F

ord w
as asked about that alle-

g
a

tio
n

 a
t h

is p
ress co

n
feren

ce la
st 

T
h

u
rsd

ay n
igh

t, h
e m

ad
e n

o ou
trigh

t 
d

en
ial, b

u
t said

 on
ly th

at h
e h

ad
 "

re-
view

ed
 th

e testim
on

y" h
e h

ad
 given

 at 
th

e tim
e of h

is con
firm

ation
, an

d
 th

at 
the congressional leaders had accepted 
that testim

ony at the tim
e. 

T
he fact that he w

as avoiding a direct  

answ
er did not becom

e clear, how
ever, 

u
n

til an
oth

er rep
orter ask

ed
 a follow

-
up question: 

Q
. M

r. P
residen

t . I don
't think you 

quite answ
ered the question. T

he cities- .  
tion

 is n
ot about your testim

ony at th
e 

tim
e specifically. It is ab

ou
t th

e n
ew

 
allegation

s from
 

Joh
n

 D
ean

 th
at, in

 
fact, you

 d
id

 discu
ss six tim

es w
ith

 M
r. 

C
ook th

e m
atter of blockin

g th
e in

ves-
tigation

 by th
e H

ou
se of 

W
atergate, 

and at th
e tim

e you
 said . . . you

 did n
ot 

recollect su
ch

 discu
ssion

s. D
o you

 n
ow

 . 
recollect discu

ssion
s w

ith M
r. C

ook on 
th

at su
bject? 

A
. I w

ill give you
 exactly th

e sam
e 

an
sw

er I gave to th
e H

ou
se com

m
ittee 

an
d

 th
e S

en
ate com

m
ittee. T

h
at an

-
sw

er w
a
s sa

tisfa
cto

ry 
to th

e 
H

ouse 
com

m
ittee by a vote of Z

9 to 8, an
d I • 

th
in

k a u
n

an
im

ou
s vote in

 th
e S

en
ate 

co
m

m
ittee. T

h
e m

a
tter w

a
s fu

lly in
-

vestig
a

ted
 b

y th
o

se tw
o

 co
m

m
ittees, 

an
d

 I th
in

k
 th

at is a satisfactory an
-

sw
er. 

W
hatever the im

pression w
hen F

ord 
answ

ered the question the first tim
e, it 

w
as clear as h

e an
sw

ered
 th

e secon
d

 
tim

e th
at h

e w
as ston

ew
allin

g, th
at h

e 
w

as not going beyond his testim
ony of 

tw
o years ago. 
W

hat he had said at that tim
e is that 

h
e d

id
n

't rem
em

b
er d

iscu
ssin

g "
w

ith
 

an
yb

od
y on

th
e W

h
ite H

ou
se staff' th

e 
n

otion
 of sh

u
ttin

g d
ow

n
 th

e W
righ

t 
P

atm
an investigation. 

F
ord had acknow

ledged that he had 
a role in

 k
illin

g th
e in

vestigation
, b

u
t 

in
sisted

, d
u

rin
g th

e h
earin

gs on
 h

is 
n

om
in

ation
 as V

ice P
resid

en
t, th

at h
e 

did it on his ow
n and not at the urging 

of the N
ixon W

hite H
ouse. 

M
aybe so. B

ut it w
ould be a lot easier  

to believe w
ere it not for the transcript 

of a S
ep

t. 15, 1972, tap
e of a W

h
ite 

H
ou

se con
versation

 in
volvin

g P
resi-

dent N
ixon, H

. R
. H

aldem
an and D

ean. 
T

h
e th

ree w
ere d

iscu
ssin

g th
e P

atm
an

 
investigation and how

 best to go about 
cutting it off. 

D
E

A
N

: Jerry F
ord is not really tak-

in
g

 an
 active in

terest in
 th

is m
a

tter 
th

at is developin
g, so (M

au
rice) S

tu
n

s 
is goin

g to see Jerry F
ord an

d
 try to 

brief him
 and explain to him

 the prob-
lem

s h
e h

as.. .  
N

IX
O

N
: W

h
at abou

t F
ord? D

o you 
think so? C

onnally can't, because of the 
w

ay h
e is set up. If anybody can do it, 

C
on

n
ally cou

ld, bu
t if F

ord can
 get th

e 
m

in
ority m

em
b

ers . . . W
idnaU

, etc., 
Jerry sh

ou
ld talk to W

idnall. A
fter all, 

if w
e ever w

in
 th

e H
ou

se, Jerry w
ill be 

Speaker, and he could tell him
 if he did 

not get off (blank) he w
ill n

ot be ch
air-

m
an

, ever. 
D

E
A

N
: T

h
at w

ou
ld be very h

elpfu
l to 

get all of th
ese people at least pulling 

togeth
er. If Jerry cou

ld get a little ac-
tion on this. 
• H

A
L

D
E

M
A

N
: D

am
n it, Jerry should. 

T
h

ey talk
 for a w

h
ile ab

ou
t oth

er 
things. T

hen: 

D
E

A
N

: I think M
aury (S

tu
n

s) ou
gh

t 
to brief F

ord on
 exactly w

h
at h

is w
h

ole 
side of the story is. M

aury understands 
the law

. 
H

A
L

D
E

M
A

N
: I w

ill talk to C
ook. 

N
IX

O
N

: M
aybe E

hrlichm
an should 

talk
 to h

im
. E

h
rlich

m
an

 u
n

d
erstan

d
s 

the law
. 

H
A

L
D

E
M

A
N

: Is that a good idea? 
M

aybe it is 
N

IX
O

N
: .1 th

in
k

 m
ay

b
e th

at is th
e 

th
in

g. T
his is a

 b
ig

 play. 
H

e has 
to  

know
 that it com

es from
 the top. W

hile 
I can

't talk for m
yself, he has to get at 

th
is and (blank) this thing up. 

W
ell, Jerry F

ord (blanked) the thing 
u

p
, all righ

t, on
ly h

e d
en

ies th
at an

y-
b

od
y on

 th
e W

h
ite H

ou
se ever ask

ed
 

him
 to. M

aybe it w
as coincidence. 

A
 Sept. 12, 1972, m

em
o to H

aldem
an 

fro
m

 D
ea

n
 ru

n
s th

ro
u

g
h

 a
 list o

f 
"

cou
n

ter action
s"

 th
at cou

ld
 b

e tak
en

 
for public relations value, including "a 
com

plaint to the F
air C

am
paign P

rac-
tices C

om
m

ittee w
ith

 resp
ect to th

e 
statem

en
ts an

d
 action

s"
 of ' L

arry 
O

'B
rien and other D

em
ocratic officials. 

T
h

e m
em

o stressed
 th

e p
olitical valu

e 
of such actions, m

aking clear that they 
w

ere not proposed as serious litigation. 
O

n
 O

ct. 6, 1972, th
e F

air C
am

p
aign

 
P

ractices C
om

m
ittee received, on F

ord 
stationery, a form

al com
plaint against 

th
e D

em
ocrats. It w

as sign
ed

 b
y fou

r 
G

O
P

 con
gression

al lead
ers, in

clu
d

in
g 

G
erald F

ord. 
M

aybe th
at w

as coincidence, too. 
D

ean says F
ord w

as in on the efforts 
to squelch the investigation. 

F
ord says he w

asn't 
W

right P
ittm

an is dead. 
B

ut apparently there are unreleased 
W

hite H
ouse tapes covering the period 

of th
e P

atm
an

 in
vestigation

. A
n

d
 it 

doesn't seem
 farfetched to suppose that 

th
ese tap

es m
ay in

clu
d

e referen
ces to 

Jerry F
ord's (blanking) up the investi-

g
a
tio

n
, w

ith
 so

m
e in

d
ica

tio
n

 a
s to

 
w

h
eth

er it w
a

s lo
y

a
l tea

m
-p

la
y

 o
r 

happy coincidence. 
A

nd, since F
ord w

as unsuccessful in 
his efforts to give the tapes back to his 
ou

sted
 p

red
ecessor, th

ey p
ro:a.:ar...ly 

are available. W
hy isn't Special P

rose-
cutor C

harles R
uff listening? 


