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Sen. Lowell P. Weicker Jr. (R-Conn.)
accused former White House chief of
staff H. R. (Bob Haldeman of having

weélcomed violent demonstrations against
President Nixon as part of a White
House plan to blame the Democratlc
Party for the violence.

Weicker quoted a February, 1973,
memo for which Haldeman acknowl-
jedged responsibility, asserting: “We
eed fo get our people to put out the
gstory on. the fq,g;el n_ or Communist
smoney that was used 1isupport of
démonstrations against the President
in 1972. We should tie all 1972 demon-
strations to (Sen. George) McGovern

§(D-S.D.) and thus to the Democrats’ as
Egpart of the peace movement.” :

° Bristling with anger, Welcker a
freshman Republican, told Haldeman
“This type of business, when it eman-
ates from the highest councils in the
land, I think it is a disgrace ... I don’t
thmk there has been any change in
tactics from the election campaign of
72 as to when you sit before this com-
mittee right now, Mr. Haldeman.”

“I think there was, or I know that
there was, some 1nformat10n ) dadQIE
kpow 00d it was, that there was
foreign money used to support the fi-
nancing of demonstrations,” said Hal-
deman who had ng,g,sgeglfmmmferma-
tion. “The point here was to develop
hity story that that had been the case,
develop the facts on it.”

Weicker refused to accept that ex-

planation, however, and asserted that -
Haldeman was not trying to gather
facts but rather trying to launch an at-
tack against Democrats. And under

Equestlonmg, Haldeman acknowledged

that the idea was to start a newspaper’
‘campaign “as a measure of counterat-
#tack” against Democrats after the elec-
ition.

Many more questlons about what
Weicker referred to as the ‘mentality
in the Whaite House” were pressed by
several other members of the Water-

- gate committee, who asked Haldeman

about a number of investigations that
‘the White House: -encouraged: the FBI .
and the Internal Revenue Service to ~
conduct. -

The senators also agai
sue of the White House “
askmg Haldeman to. expl ‘b
pose of cataloguing names o those felt
by the White House to be op’ponents of
major;adminstration policies.

Haldeman also was asked if he had
any knowledge concerning. secret. in-
vestigations conducted for the White
House by former New York policeman
Anthony Ulasewicz. Haldeman, who -
has been described by other. witnesses
as being extremely interested in ob-
taining information on the activities~
of Sen. Edward M. Kennedy (D-Mass. );& -
disclaimed any knowledge of Ulase-~
wiez’s ‘reported -attempts  to use 'a-

*New York apartment as part of a

blackmail scheme to gather from -
friends of the late Mary Jo Kopecl\ne
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information on the 1969 Chappaquidick
incident.

Throughout his testimony, Halde-
man denied any prior knowledge of
the Watergate bugging or any partici-
patior in the subsequent cover-up. He
continually claimed lack of detailed
knowledge about specific acts in the
cover-up, asserting that former White
House counsel John W. Dean III was
the White House aide responsible for
keeping up with developments and
also, Haldeman suggested, was the
man primarily responsible for the
cover-up.

Haldeman acknowledged releasing
$350,000 from a secret White House
fund after the election after Dean told
him that the money was needed by the
Nixon re-election committee to pay the
legal fees and family expenses of the
‘Watergate defendants. Haldeman said
he was unaware that the money was
being used to buy the silence of the
'Watergate defendants. ’

“This was a decision,” Haldeman
} said, “whatever decision was made, for
. paying legal fees or reimbursements,
 was made by people at the (re-election)
..committee and people who were in
charge of dealing with this situation.
©  “I did not weigh it in its context of
i legality, morality or necessity. I simply
. accepted what I was told, which was
: that these funds were being raised for
:the purpose of legal fees for the de-
jfendants”

.Haldeman’s position as White House
chief of staff—a job he held from the
first day of the first Nixon administra-
tion in 1969 until his resignation under

fire on, April 30, 1973—put him at the
ivery center of the information flow to
{President Nixon. :

;- Because he controlled: the access of
{ virtually every other White House aide
: or administration official to President
! Nixon, :Haldeman was widely consid-
: ered to be the most powerful man in
{the White House next to the President.

R However, during his Senate testi-
mony, which was concluded yesterday,
Haldeman minimized his influence
over administration policy and left the
impression by his answers that he had
little or no knowledge of details in sev-
eral areas. '

!‘ Time and again yesterday, as he did

tTuesday, Haldeman professed igno-

;rance- when asked questions about

i White - -House matters. Frequently,

{when handed documents that had been

i addressed to him while in the White

‘House, Haldman told the committee

’gthat; he could not remember seeing
them previously.

{ . ‘Unlike his close friend and associate,

i former top presidential domestic ad-

{? viser John D, Ehrlichman, who was ag-

¢
£
F

i gressive and combative in his testimony
i preceding Haldeman, the former
i White House chief of staff was gentle,

§composed and solicitious under even ;

the hardest questioning.
AsTdommeittiee chairman Sam J. Er

vip 38 (FAM.C) worked Lo squeich
Haldeman'’s feisty lawyer, John J. Wil-
son, the senators took firm control of
the questioning yesterday in 10-minute
turns. By the day’s énd, Haldeman had
testified for a total of about 15 hours
over three days, compared to about 24
% hours of testimony over five days for
{-Ehrlichman, who, with Wilson, had of-
;t.en seemed to be taking charge of the

jinquiry themselves.

. Haldeman’s main adversary as he
has been since last spring when he
first asked Haldeman to resign from
the White House, was Weicker.
Weicker ;. confronted Haldeman with
two documents, one concerning plans
for an -October, 1971, Nixon rally ‘in
Charlotte, N.C., and the other about
the Fébruary, 1973, effort to link dem.

onstrations. and “Communist money”
to the Democrats and McGovern.

The Charlotte, N.C., memo, from a
i White House advance man, warned

oo

i Haldeman that demonstrators would

¢ be present for President Nixon’s sched-
uled visit. “They will be violent; they

i
| will have extremely obscene signs,”

'f, the memo states, with the words
i “violent” and “obscene” underlined. A

{ the margin, acknowledged by Halde-
man as his, says, “Good.”

The memo states the demonstration
“will not only be directed toward the
President, but also toward (the Rev.)
Billy Graham.” Next to that portion,
which is underlined as well, Haldeman
acknowledged writing, “Great.”

" The memo goes on to discuss the
problem of :how to exclude the demeon-
strators from the hall where the Presi-
dent-was: to speak. ’ ik

“My question,”. Weicker said,
“specifically relates to what mentality
it is-in the White House that goes
ahead.and indicates ‘good’ when the
word ‘violence’ is mentioned, when
‘obscene’ is mentioned,. at which vio-
lence and which obscenity is to be di-
rected against the President of the
United States. How in any way can
that be good?” ,

“Senator,” Haldeman replied, “I can
explain that, I think, very easily. The
problem that we had during the cam-
paign‘of violence, of demonstrations,
of obscene signs, of efforts to heckle
and:shout down the President when he

was delivering a speech were very

“They were not recognized as being
very great and there was an attempt
made in the coverage of many of these
events to present this as totally off-the-
cuff reactions of certain people in the
audience who were just there and disa-
greed with what the President said
and were expressing their disagree-
ment in a proper exercise of their
right to do so as contrasted to planned
organizations that were put together
for the purpose of creating violence

handwritten notation at that point in

A



and creating these things in the way
that the intelligence indicated this one
was going to be handled.

“The reason,” Haldeman continued,
“for reacting to the indication that
they would be violent, obscene and di-

- rected toward Billy Graham as ‘good’
was that if, in fact, they were going to
do this in this way, it would be seen
that they were doing so clearly. Some-
times they weren’t that ineffective.
They did a better job of disguising
their true intents and their true method
of operation, and the reaction of
‘good’ to those indications was very
much in that sense.”

“The whole point of the memo,”
Haldeman said, “strongly confirms my
feeling that this sort of activity was
not to our benefit in showing the ex-
tremes that steps that were planned, in
order to trv to avoid these people hav.
ing the opportunity to carry out their
violence and their obscenity and di-
recting it toward the President and
Billy Graham, at least in the hall.”

Committee chairman Ervin inter-
jected to say that he had attended the
;s‘rally and “it was one of the most or-
gderly meetings I ever attended, there

jwas no disturbance inside the hall.”

Weicker later .returned to the same
theme, quoting the Feb. 10, 1973,
memo, which Haldeman said he ac-
cepted responsibility for although he
said he had not actually dictated it
himself.

t “We need to get our people to put

out the story on the foreign or Com-

§
4.

imunist money that was used in sup-
iport of demonstrations against the
President in 1972,” the memo states.

M“The investigation should be brought

7 to include the peace movement which

3leads directly to McGovern and Teddy

i Kennedy. This is a good counter-offen-

%sive to be developed.” :

“Are you trying to tie the Demo-
cratic Party to Communist money or
foreign money?” Weicker asked.

“I am trying to tie the demonstra-
tions that were instigated by McG-
overn or McGovern campaign people
to those people,” Haldeman replied. “I
am trying to get out the story of what
the facts were in regard to the instiga-
tion of and financing of demonstra-
tions,

! “It was my:understanding,” Halde-

; man said, “that there were facts that

{ led to these points.”

| “What are the facts?” Weicker

i asked.

" “I don’t know,” Haldeman replied. “I
have stated what my understanding
we", Mr. Dean was the one I funder-

i siced had the faets.”” oo

Ervin later picked up on the same
‘line of questioning and suggested to

:Haldeman that the memo reflected “a

*purpose to cover up the (Watergate)

cover-up.” ‘

“I do not believe so,” Haldeman rep-
lied.
Sen. Joseph M. Montoya (D-NIM.),

who was unusually sharp in ms ques-
tioning yesterday, told Haldeman, “It
is patently clear ... that you people
were trying to fabricate a situation
and not develop the facts, otherwise
‘you would not have used the phrase
‘put out the story.’ ”

Despite Haldeman’s attempts to per-
suade Montoya that the memo envi-
sioned an investigation to determine
the facts, Montoya remained- unper-
suaded. .

Referring to tape recordings of pres-
idential conversations that the commit-
tee has tfried unsuccessfully to get
from President Nixon, Montoya told
Haldeman, “Well, I am sorry, but ¥ see
that pattern in this memorandum and
if that is true, then I fear for the au-
thenticity of the tapes at the White
House in the event that the court
should order that we have them.”

During his testimony, Haldeman told
the committee at several points that he
had been involved in decisions but
could not give them “‘specific” details
on why things had been done or how
they had been done.

! TUnder questioning by Montoya, he
iconceded that he had ordered the FBI

!to make a background report on CBS
newsman Daniel Schorr.

“Why would you order a check in
that context?” Montoya asked. “Was
Mr. Schorr being considered for an
appointment?”

“No, sir, he was not,” Haldeman re-
plied.

“Why would you check on him,
then?” Montoya asked.

“The check was made,” Haldeman
replied. “I don’t know why, but the
check was made.”

Similarly, Haldeman expressed little
knowledge about the investigation that
White -House .counsel was supposedly
conducting on the Watergate affair.

“I was not an investigator,” Halde-
man- told the committee. “I didn’t in-
stigate investigations into other things
except when I was ordered to. In this
case there was so much under way

that anything I would have done be-
yond that would have been a drop in
the bucket and I didn’t have the capa-
bility or the time to go into that kind
of thing and as I said in my opening
remarks, this is an enormously im-
portant matter today. And it has be-
come so, but it wasn’t at that time.”

Haldeman also professed to’ know
little about a memo discussing A.
Ernest Fitzgerald, a Defense Depart-
ment employee who was dismissed

om his job after revealing a' $2 bil-
‘lion cost overrun on the C-5A trans-

{ port plane.

Sen. Daniel K. Inouye (D-Hawaii)
read Haldeman a 1970 memo addressed
to him from White House aide Alex-
ander -P. Butterfield.

“Fitzgerald,” Butterfield wrofe, “is
no doubt a topnotch cost expert but

t he must be given very low marks in
: loyalty, and after all, loyalty is the
! name of the game?



“Mr. Haldeman,” Inouye asked,

“was loyalty the name of the game at .

the White House and was loyalty much
more important than the truth?”

“I would not say that either of"

those was the case,” Haldeman replied.
“I would say that loyalty was im-

portant. I would say that the truth 15_

overridingly important.” .

The memo, Inouye said, “is qmte
critical of someone who was attempt-
ing to expose to full public view -the
truth.”

“Well, senator,” Haldeman rephed,

“I do not know any of the ins and outs
of Fitz—is it Fitzgerald? .. . I am
not qualified to comment on the facts
in the Fitzgerald case. I can only say
that in answer to your queéstion as.to

attitude of this witness, that loyalty :

did not override. truth."
o

Haldeman was pressed. by the com- 5,
mittee several times duringuthe day to

By Bob Burchette—The Washington Post
K R. Haldeman at the witness table for the third day.
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MEMORANDUM FOR: MR, 1L R, [TALDEMAN

FROM: RONALD 11, WALKER

REs CIIARLOTTE, NORTII CAROLINA =
’ DEMONSTRATIONS
il
.I. The most recent infelligence that has been received {rom the
Advanceman Bill Ilenkel and the USSS is that we will have
demonstrators in Charlotte tomorrow. The number is running
between 100 and 200 ; the Advanceman's gut reaction is betwoen
150 and 200, They will beviolent; they wiil have extremely -
‘obscenc signs, as has been indicated by their handbills. It will.
Sot only be divected toward the Pregident, but also toward BillyM
Graham. They will have smoke bombs, and have every intention
i — % -
of disrupting the arrival and trying to blits the Coliseum in order
to disrupt the dedication ceremony. '

2; Aeccording to Henkel and 3 , and it is alsd indicated on the
) handbills being distributed ‘demonstrators, the 'Charlotie
o s police department is oxtvemsly tough agd will szebably wee foaree
é/o% to prevent any possible dlsruyhon of the motoreade or the President's
movements. .

. My ingtructions to Henkel are to control the rators
the Coliscura as much as he can with the help of the USSS and the
police department, from the city of Charlotte. He ie to sct up as
fine a screcning system as possiblo, There are 8000 seats in the
Coliseun and we have prmtcd up 25, 000 tickots. Itis a known fact
that there are "demonstratorg who have tickets. Therecfore it will
be necessary ‘for us to set up screening system to eliminate anyone-
that has a false or fake ticket. Wao will set up our normal checkpoints,
using 25 Veterane of Foreign Wars and between 30 and 60 ushezs
that are being. provided by the local Repubhcan Party. Thére will
,alsobc a volunteer lawyer s.to handle any legal queations ‘that
xmght arisé,-as far as us denymg cmranch on the grounds. of a
phony ticket, i i

Y » emed

K]

+ i st Sl 3 H
The thing that Dothere me is that we are for the most par?
paralleling the system that we had designed for the Wright-
 ‘Paterson Air Foreco Muscum dedication in’Dayton, Ohio;:
Realizing tho attention that was di'aw-n to tho kechn‘iquoa‘ used, there, -,
and the concern that has since been cmrasso«. by nglor,
& Warren, and moBt vehomaently by’ PntL an thc ioaling
is that the Press Corps ¢ especially the. liberals arc very: much
aware of how tho dcmons eing. ‘handlod, and; Alshongh
the White House h..s not bee! nti. n.d .with, theso proccsacn,
wo are very much auspcc... :hnna.n maintains thag they. will
be the’ ook out for dermonsirators and how they. are, being handled,
and it is his feeling that thig could be extremcly damaging to
the President's postyre, cven if the White Ilouse is enly indireetly
involved. The Billy Graham pcowla have been of great help but -
they've got their own probiems with cifizens! organizations
aponsoring the Billy Graham Day,’ and have protty well.backed - -
off from any: of the arrangemeuts with the exception of erowd
building. Therefore, we have got very little supporc in-handiing:
demonstrators in tha hail, 7

Should we continue with au.r‘%!m.ﬁo prevent-demonstrators from:
entering, the Cousem’

H. R, Haldeman’s comments are:w tgn in the margins of this meme to him
from Ronald H. Walker about ‘démonstrations thought to be scheduled
during a visit to Charlotte, N.C., in October, 1971, A few mild demonstra-
tions were reported.




explain the administration’s use of the
federal machinery for pohtxcal pur-
poses.

Echoing the earlier testxmony of
John Dean, he said that he knew the
Internal Revenue Service, for example,
had "been urged to mvestxgate Demo-

crats more closely. It was believed at .

the White.House, he said, that Republi-
cans , were: unfairly smgled out - for
close scrutiny. .-

“I‘ don’t know anything about it be-
cause firstthand I have made no inves-
tigation into this,” he said, but it was
believed that “the dﬂigence with
which they (the IRS) pursued cases
that ‘had been: referred to them related
to potential misdoings by opponents of
this. admimstratlon” did not match the
energy expended -on_investigating ad-

minic eh-:hhm enpnnrbar:r

-In- response 4o a question from Sen.
Herman E. Talmadge (D-Ga.), Halde-
man said he did not recall whether for-
mer. Defense Secretary Clark’ Clifford,

a 'Democrat, ‘had been the subject of

an IRS probe.

“T know.that there was considerable

—” Haldeman said and.then inter-
rupted himself. “Now wait a minute.
Clark Clifford.”

‘He is a prominent Washington at-
torney, as you know,” Talmadge said.

41 am sorry;” Haldeman said. “I was
thinking -of a -different person.” (Clif-
ford has said that he knows of no audit
of his. ta.xes)

“Asked later by Sen. Montoya about
the extensive use of FBI background
checks ‘on people believed to be
“enemies" “of the administration,
Haldeman ' said the practice was used
to:develop-a sort of blacklist .for White
House social‘functions.

Many of the people on the list, he
said; & ere,’ ‘in fact quite vocally and
opposing -administration pos1-

) ietnam) war.”
Why'did’you 1abel them as'enemies,
then”’ ‘asked” Montoya. “Did they not
have:a right ‘to comment on the war?”

““Why certainly,”” Haldeman replied.
“But’ they did not have a right to be
cxtended the courtesy of ‘the Presi-
deént’s’ hospitality in order to ‘express
their opposrtion.” d

In again - challengmg Deans testi-
mony shanply 6n several points, Halde-
man did: not believe .the' former White
House counsel’s account-of a March’ 13,

1973;. conversation with the Presndent ]

in ‘w]uch ‘Dean said executive clemency

- for the Watergate defendants was dis- -

cussed. ’
Dean’ had tesmﬁed that he told the
“President on March-13 that the defend-
ants wanted: money—as much as $1
million—in €xchange for. their silence.
He:--also. said executxve clemency was
d],scussed
d ’an aa;d ‘e beheved “that
t mency.and. money, de-
mands, were not -.discussed at. the
March 13 meetmg ‘because they were,
in. fact, -discussed at the March 21

meenng in sueh a way as not to seem
< 4o that: they had been discussed ear-

Her.*

Haldeman was, present for. parts but
not all of Both meetings. He has testi-
fied that he has listened to a White
House tape recording of the second

meeting.

March 21 is the date given by White
House: officials—Haldeman, John Ehrl-
ichman and Richard Moore in their
testimony before the committee and
the President i in an April 17 announce-
ment—as the time when Mr. Nixon

first. became ‘aware the Watergate
scandal extended beyond the seven
convicted conspirators.

Haldeman did, however, confirm
many détails of Dean’s : testimony
about -his March 21 meetmg .with the
Presxdenft mcludmg -Dean’s . assertion
that he warned Mr. Nixon that Water.
gate was “a cancer on the preszdency”

" that threatened to consume the admin-
1stratmn.

Several times during the day, mem-
bers of the committee introduced- vari-
ous documents into evidence in an ef-
fort to depict Haldeman as a hard-bit-
ten and demanding boss of the White
House staff who had little regard for
niceties but a great deal for results.’

Underneath one memorandum 'on a
routine political proposal, Haldeman

ga had written: “I’ll approve whatever
; will work and I'm concerned with.re-

i sults—not methods.”

Weicker, after reading Haldeman’s
handwritten comment, asked the.wit-
ness if he didn’t.“feel that mightrnot
have been (the) psychology that’ led
to the excesses which we have had
described to this committee?

“No,” Haldeman :said, “I certainly
don’t.” - i Rt

Like Ehrhchman who preceded
‘him to the committee’s witness table,
Haldeman spoke intensely of his belief
in the importance of government serv-
ice and the need for people of quahty
in high office. .

‘In contrast to Gordon C. Strachan,
the 30-year-old former Haldeman aide
who told the committee that he would
urge young people “to stay away” from
careers in government, Haldeman said
it is “one of the proudest things that I
have in the back of my mind” that his
oldest son, now a.college undergradu-
ate, hopes to enter government serv-
ice.

As he ended his testimony, he said
-he wished to ‘“reiterate my pride in
having served President Nixon in the
first four years of his term,” and said
his period in the White House has
been ‘“the high point of my life.”

He said he felt “deep regret and sor-
row that in a few instances there was a
failure” to maintain high standards at
the: White House, ~ and heped " they
would not obscure the ddministration’s
a\.\,umpuauuu:u LB
. Haldeman was asked several times
yesterday about the tapes of presxden—
tial conversations that Mr. Nixon has

- refused to turn over either to the com-

mittee or to federal prosecutors.
Inouye asked him at one point if in
his opinion the President ever in-
tended to release all the tapes, and
! Haldeman replied that in his view the
| President did not.
“Well,” asked Inouye, “how do you
account for the historieal aspect of the
tapes?” (The White House has said the

; recordings were made for historical
i purposes)

“For his (the President’s) own use,”
Haldeman said. ol

Ervin, also, repeatedly suggested
that the hearings could be rapidly
completed if the President -would re-
lease the recordings.

-Haldeman. has heard two of the
tapes’ and ‘testified to ‘the commlttee
about his Tec lectlon

¢c011apsed and
fallen, have they"’

Haldeman agreed. :

_Once again, yesterday’s heanna was
pum,tuated from time to, .time Dy
laughter from the audience.

When Haldeman’s lawyer, John, J-:
Wilson, protested to Ervin, the chair-§
man replied: “Mr. Wilson, I wish you
would tell me some way I can keep
people from laughing. I don’t approve
of it, and I wish they would re
themselves and I have tried to sre-
strain them 2

Then, turning to the subject at hand
—the memo concerning the 1971 rally
in his native North Carolona, Ervinre-
marked, “I hate to hear all of this
about things like this: supposed tozbe
happening in that Garden of Eden,
North Carolina, but nobody must
laugh at that.”

There was another burst, of laughter.

The hearings resume at 9 30 a. m. to-
day.

Rlchard Helms, former CIT director,
is scheduled to testlfy



