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y: ‘Herbert W:'Kalin.
Lon the 22d day: of hear= .
ngs. on’ the Watergate ‘cdse
before the Senate Select Com- .
- {Mittee. on Presidential Cam-
‘Paign Activities: ;
.-, MORNING "
C R SESSION .
-.SENATOR MONTOYA: It
was then [June 28, 1972] that
Yyou -met Mr:- De
Hay-‘Adams Hotel? -~ 7
- .. MR. KALMBACH: Yes sir.
Q. And after'a little con-
ference  theré you proceeded
" to Lafayette'Park. A, Yes, sir;
- - Q. And Mr.'Dean testified
~ as.follows ‘and I-guote from.
his stestimony. Tt appears ‘on’
bage 3,174 of the transcript:
- 79Mr, Dean:'Well, I fold him
everything that I knew 'about
the-caseat that time: T
him that I was very -cof~
cerned that 'this: could: lead -
right to:the:President. I:did-
not have any hard !fdcts, I
hoped that I was incorrect, I
explained to' him in full the
seriousness:.of the matter, I
relayed to him the fact that
> ] ad--been- de- '
stroyed, T :told. him: virtually
everything - T “knew"-at “that
time and I think there was no
doubt:in his mind about the
sensitivity;of the situation.”
- Would you- say this is a

correct statement on the part .

of Mr. Dean? -

A, Senator, my recollection

of that conversation was
- simply that he indicated that
- ‘he wished me—he used the
word “we”~—that I was being
- asked to taise funds for the
- legal defense of these people
- and for the support of the
families. - A
-Q. Well, did he mention
" possible involvement--of the
White House? He had already
. indicated. .to0. you .that:- the
President might be-hurt by
this. A, No, sir, .- . .
~He did not, Now, it has
. been reported - that. the sum
.-of $450,000 was expended
with: respect - to <the.. Water-
--gate . defendants, ; including
their defense and -also . the
cover-up, and I believe that
you have testified that you
were responsible only for ap-
prozimately $205,000. "
/A, Senator, my memory is
that approxithately* $220,000
, was the amount that was my
-distribution to Mr. Ulasewicz,

Retrospective Judgment

- - Q..Do you know who raised
the rest of the money? A: No
“sir, I:do not; B

Q. Now;

low; ‘as. you-look batk .
in retrospect, ?Ml"?:’K%’lm@??h};{
wgnd “itview - of “the ' secrecy
that” was imposed upon you
-and what you had io go
- through i ‘ordeér to develop
'a linetof communication in
carrying out your - misgion,
do you feel that you proceed-
“ied correctly? N
. A. In retrospect, Senator, I
feel that I, it was. something
"I should not have been in-
volved in. )

an at .the *

Q: And at what ‘point did

you really become concerned,

or did you become concerned

at the beginning? A. No sir,

~1 did not at the beginning.

__Q: In view of the secrecy
tmposed’ upon you and the

- différent methods of proce-

dure that you had to resort

" to, didn’t you try to put this

as a lawyer fn the proper

. context " and’ come up, with

some grave concern on your
A. No sir. At the outset, it

. Was a matter of complete and

implicit trust in Mr. Dean

© and then in'Mr. Ehrlichman,

- There was no question in my

mind. that these men would

. ask me to do anything im-

" proper. . T )
- Q. Now;.did' you feel that

it was ‘the proper thing to

 raise money for these defend-

ants when there were impli-
cations. that money was' be-
ing used to silence these
deferidants? ’

A. No sir, ,I had under-
stood ‘at the time that Mr.

"~ Dean made the request of

me, and then again, when

.- Mr.: Ehdlichman confirmed

- Mr, Dean’s authority and the
. propriety of this assignment,

. I understood then it was

* & proper purpose.

Q. Now, going into the

~ Jones ‘contribution, what you

say was $75,000? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And I understand Mr.

. Jomes says it.was $50,000:
. Could there be a mijstake

here ‘somewhere? A. Well,

* Senator, I'can only testify as

- to my knowledge.

‘Presidential Fund Raiser

Q. And when you ap-
proached Mr. Jones, you ap-

- proached him as a fund raiser

:: for the President, or the Pres-

~ ident’s” re-election;: did you

= not? A. Yes, sir, for the re-
4 election. » 7 o

Q. Now, wouid you say

~ that when Mr. Jones gave

“'you this money, in view of

. the fact that he

ew you

' were the President’s emissary

and ‘that the. President .wags
running for re-election, that
the money would be_used for

* political purposes? A. Yes,
. sir, S i :
Q. And it was not used for

; political purposes, was it? A.

5

It was used for the legal de-
fense of the defendants .and
for the families® support, yes,
SIT. :

SENATOR WEICKER: What

... Tactors prompted you to be-

lieve that your. conduct ; was

. broper and necessary? Did

you assume that there - was
a moral obligation?

A. That was my own as-
sumption, Senator, just based

on this assignment and the
~annact that had Whean siven

to me by Mr. Dean-that there
‘must have 'been some feeling
that there was a moral obli-
.gation here to be discharged.

- Q. Did you feel that may-
be somebody owed some-
body something here, is that
another way of phrasing it?

- A.'T had: the feeling that
someone in some manner ex-
pressly had directed "these
people to-go forward on this
assignment, and the- assign-
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ment was, as I.say, stupid.
and illegal, idiotic but ‘theie’
was' a feeliig that” as long
‘gs they had been directed to

undertake this, ‘that ~thete

was ‘at least a moral obliga-

tion to provide for lawyers

for them and for the support

of ‘their families. - o
A Matter of Trust

Q. Now, as an attorney,
are you telling me that you
would commence activities
that in effect might risk
your entire career on a belief
that such, activities ,were
proper and necessary to dis-.

charge -a moral. _obligation

that had-arisen-in some man-:

*ners INKNown. 0 yypu?.- . 5.0
¢ 4 Yessir. It ‘was a matter

of absolute'trust in Mr.: Dean;™
and later-in Mr. Ehrlichman; °

It is.incomprehensible to me;
and was at.that time, T just
didn’t think about. it, that
these men would ask me to
do an illegal act. =

Q. If these activities were
believed by you to be proper
why was it necessary to ob-
tain' the services of ‘Anthony
Ulasewicz to distribute the:
money to the defendants and
their attorneys? A. Again this -
was. the procedure that I
was directed to follow.

AFTERNOON

. SESSION .

SENATOR ‘GURNEY: Did.
you receive word from Dean
or LaRrue to. give X amount
to Mrs, Hunt? A. Yes, sir, I
remember that I was_told
from time to-time to give X -
amount to Mzs.-Hunt.

Q. Do you remember what
those amounts were and
when?

A. No sir. But in recon-
structing this history in try-
ing - to-" develop  what the.
amounts were and to whom

‘these funds went, my: mem-

ory - is “that approximately
$150,000 or thereabouts went

to Mrs. Hut out of which

cé of the attorney were
paid and vdrious- of the de--
fendants. " - i

./ Beyond that $150,000 there
was $30,000 that was- given
to Mr. LaRue in the final dis-
bursal. Twenty-five thousand
dollars was given to Mr. Bitt-
man, I think $8,000 was given
to Mr. Liddy, as I remember *
it, $1,000 to ‘Mr. Ulasewicz,
and $1,000 which I retained
and delivered to Mr. Stra-
chan. Now that .total is ap-

“proximately $220,000. "

Q. If these ‘activities ‘were
believed by you to be proper
‘why was Mr. Ulasewicz given
a code name, Mr. Rivers, and
why were Mr. and Mrs. Hunt
given the code name of the
Writer and the Writer’s wife,
and Mr. Haldeman the code
name of the Brush?

A. Senator, again this was
just an abundance of caution
in the carrying out of the as-
signment, the confidentiality
and the secrecy of the assign-
ment all of which gave- me
this on-going concern.

Q. If these activities were
believed by you to be proper
then why did Mr. Ulasewicz
at your instructions dis-
tribute the monies to the de-
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in luggage lockers at Nation-
al Airport "and telephone
booths and counters in' res-
taurants-and in‘trash-cans?

. A. Senator, agsin this was
in the carrying ‘out of this
assignment. I spoke to Mr.
Ulasewicz and he- indicated
to me that the manner in
which these distributions
would be made ‘was some.
thing that he would take care
of and it would be better that
I ) didn’t, even ‘know about
it.

Q. I just have a few more
questions. During the course
of this testimony’ Mr. Mitch-
ell has testifi that he

wished he had known of the
$1,110,000. surplus left over
from the 1968 campaign. A.
Yessir., . - g
.Q.-Now, I would like your
comments about that.state-
ment. Do you have: any -evi-
dence that Mr. Mitchell might
have -known.or did .know
about the fact that there was
a surplus .in the 1968.cam-.
paign? A. Senator;. I believe
that.I had advised Mr. Mifch-
ell:at . various times: that. I
did have. funds: under my
control. . . LR R :
. Q. And this would possibly
account for the fact that his
‘law: - partner, :Mr.: Evans, is:
one of .the /co-trustees of a
portion’ of -that ~money? -A.
Well, Mr:-Evans was'a signa-
tory:.on the accounts and on
the safe: deposit boxes—cer-:
tainly the accounts. ;

Q. And to the best of your
recollection, there were times
when you indicated to Mr.
Mitchell that there wete such
surplus funds from.the ’68
-campaign?-A. - Yes sir: Elie

SENATOR INOUYE:
Kalmbach, you ‘are ‘a/

-member'of ‘a mios ous. -
Jlaw firin: and: ‘am. g your:
clients,’ you niumber some of
the nation’s”corporaté giants
— . Marriott ' Corporation,
United Airlines, Travelers In-
surance, M.C.A,, = Atlantic-
Richfield, Dart " Industries,
‘Great Southwest Corporation..
Then-you have the University .
of - Southern " California, “the.
Nixon Foundation, the ‘Stans
Foundation. I would’ gather -
from your success: that you

i

must be “a. great. lawyer.

Therefore, like Senator Wei-
cker, I find it extremely diffi-
cult to believe that you are
not aware that illegal -activ-
ities were being carried ‘out.

If a client came %o you and
related the exact story that
is now being related here,
and he said, Mr. Kalmbach;,

should ‘I raise' these funds, -

what would. you have ad-
vised this client?  : ‘
Integrity and Honesty
A. If the client had come
to me in this situation, which
is wholly separate from any
situation that I could believe
anyone.would-be faced with,
I would have asked him to
exercise caution .and make
inquiries. But in my situ-
ation,, Senator, I was dealing
with the counsel to the Presi-
dent of the United States. It
was a matter of -absolute
~trust in the man’s- integrity
and honesty. - " e
Q. Would you relate to the,
committee a criminal case re-
lating to the 1962 eléctions in
California and the parties who
were involved in  'this? A.

Q. Who twere those Tnanted
in the lawsuit? A. I am cer:
tain it was Mr, Haldeman, I
think . was one of “them. I
don’t know if ‘the President
was named. My . recéllectioh

_is that he was.

Q. Was Mr. Ehrlichman in-
volved? A. I don’t recall that
his name was involved. .

Q. And it is your belief that
because . of the. trustworthi-
ness of Mr. Ehrlichman, you

" were convinced that. every-

thing was propér and legal?
JA. Absolutely. Q. You were

in charge of the surplus 1968

funds? ,

A. Yes, sir. Q. These were
cash funds? - ]

A. Sir, there were one mil-
lion nine in cash and $570,~
000 in a .checking account,
Q. Isn’t it strange that when
the campaign closed, the

-campaign comiittee for the
- President indicated that they

had a debt? Why wasn’t this
surplus: used to pay the debt?

-A. Senator, I was spoken to
by Mr. Stans in mid-January
of 1969 and was advised that
these funds were surplus and
he - charactertizedy the funds
campaign.' . - . ‘ .
. Q.. But . you were CAWare,

as primarily from the primary _

that * the "Nixon campaign
committee of 1968 had de-
clared that they were in
debt? A. I don’t recall® that
that was the case, Senator,

It would be my recolléction
that.-there: “was; that we
finished: that campaign in'the
black. - "

Q. Did ‘you at ‘any time
loan a sum of $20,000 to Mr.
Ehrlichman " from campaign
funds? A. No, sir. I did loan
Mr. Ehrlichman $20,000 from
my own . funds, not from
campaign funds.

Q. In-retrospect, sir, as a
lawyer, what recommenda-
tions would you give this
committee as to possible
legislation to prevent the e
occurance of some of ‘the ac-
tivities in which you were
involyed? A, Theé Federal
‘Election .Campaign  Act
should be made clear that
funds could not be used for
this purpose. I-think there
should be, perhaps, legisla-
tion should be enacted to
prohibit the use of cash. )

Q. At the time  you were

“asked to raise funds for the
special assignment, were you.
aware that the committee to.

- re-elect the President had an
over-abundanice “'of nioney?

“A. T was aware that the com-

mittee :was < had. a-surplus,;

.the, fund :Was not running.in’
a.negative, position,. yes, sir,!
..Q-- At nio time did you ques-
tion the propriety, at no time.
did 'you question the wis-
dom, of Mr. Dean. If Mr.
Dean had advised you to take
a certain step in ‘relation to .
one of:your cli'ents,olet’s:‘say '
United Airlines ‘has a . .case
before the C.AB: and Mr., -
Dean says you: should ‘advise
your client to do such and -

-such; would . you without

‘question .so advise' United
Airlines? - . :

A. No sir, I would not have,
But there was an assignment
being given to me by Mr.
Dean on behalf of others that
he simply named as “we” and
again it was a matter of ab-

The New York Times/Gsorge Tames-

Seénator, my ‘best recollection
on that is that there was a
matter that was filed in Cali-
fornia. I was not involved,

‘Samue] "Da"sh, left, chief counsel;and Terry F. Lenzner, his assistant, ‘cbiifel‘ripg ‘_duril;yg
yesterday’s testimony of Herbert ‘W. Kalmbach, President’s former . personal attorney.



.. Q. You didn’t. walk into
the lobby and give the first
hundred thousand, - give -the
hundred thousand to the first
man you saw, did you? - .-
LA Nogsiro T L
Q. What was: the arrange-
ment whereby.:'you - could
make the proper contact?

. A. T don’t’yecall ‘the spe-
cific arrangements, Senator.
It was simply that he — I
was in the lobby, and I think
I was in a particular colored
‘suit ‘and’ he came up to0 me
and . identified . himself - as

solute trust that I. go .tor-

ward. - ) % o NYTimes » , I‘}UL 18 J973
Tmpropriety. Realized” Flgures in Senate nquiry

Q. In retrospect are you 5 oAl e Special to The New York Times ‘
now convinced that you were - WASHINGTON, July 17—Following are the names of
involved in a eriminal ac- . Ty oo e ; : : .
tivity? A. In restrospect now, 'md“"d,.,.. s who: figured today in hearings ;‘py the’ Senate
in this testimony, realizing select committee on the Watergate. case: :
from what Mr. Dean has tes-" T

ro t Mr. Dean has tes-’ ;. .COMMITTEE MEMBERS .
gﬁliﬁggg :?%s Ivz a;ss. %’&rﬁeff : ' Sa ."Ervin Jr., North -Carolina Demdcra-t,. chairman,
I had been kicked in the Herman E.Talmadge, Democrat of Georgia, ‘
stomach. - - Daniel K. Inouye, Democrat of. Hawaii, ..
SENATOR * GURNEY: “Mr. -Joseph M. Montoya, Democrat of New Mexico; .
Kalmbach, going back -just a Howard H. Baker Jr., Republican of Tennessee,

minute again .to the, "your, . Edward J. Gurney, Republican of Florida, it being from someplace and I
handling of cash in the 1972, Lowell P, . Weicker Jr., Republican of Oonnectigut. dor’t ‘recall: where :it ‘was.

campaign, the turriover of the. . - - .COMMITTEE COUNSEL

£ : : 1 : -+ Q. Did he have a Southern
cash to the committee to' re-- .. Samuel Dash; chief counsel and staff d;ireetor.‘_

drawl? A. Idon’t remember it,

_elect - the President and the . Fred D, Thompson, chief minority counsel, - ‘ no, sir. -
destruction of the records. ‘A, : Rufus 1. Edmisten, deputy counsel. : Q. You didn’t hear his voice? _

Yes sir.- 1

A L iA. T hieard his voice but it was
Q. Was. there anything " il-

- " Terry F. Lenzner, assistant chief counsel, A, isv
ry . B = ~not distinctive.

legal about this’ destruction s 5 ) ; . : ::.Q. What was the signal as
of records? A. Not in ‘v Heﬁbex;t— W.} I_(aflmbach, President Nixon’s former personal ‘to.how he could identify him-

understanding, Senator, . ; v attorney, - . -
- Q. ?_’asz’t _Ithe1 g%w tlEhat “..:* PERSONS NAMED IN. TESTIMONY - -
prior to. April, 1972, there . William-0. Bittman, attorneyfor E. Howard Huat Jr.
x?:?)'rélg Oi?gg(sih trc;islézegn%lg ) Dwight L. Chapin, former Presidential appointments
bursed.or held, isn’t that cor- - segre};’uqalry. e B T2 , .
rect? Al Yes sir, that is my ohn W, Dean '3d, former counsel ‘to the President.
understanding. . e B John D. Ehrlichman, former White House adviser.
© Q. Was’t it a common H, R. Haldeman, former White House chief of staff. ‘call' the exact procedure:
practice not to keep such Lawrence M.-Higby, deputy assistant to the President. : Q. Do you kn’ow what the
records? A. Yes, sir, itis.” - ‘Thomas V., Jones, chairman of the Northrup Corporation, _purpose’ of that monye’ was
Q::I-understand from your: - Frederick C. LaRue;-former aide of Mr. Mitchell, . o “for?:A.T did not. - AL :
testimony that you disbursed : - G. Gordon Liddy, former White House aide convicted in . Q. Did you have-any sus-
certain amounts.of money to. : Wat_efgate.break'-;_ : : — ’ S picions? A. ;No,‘,s’;r, I did not.
Mr. Segretti. This-was -done hn N, Mitchell, former Attorney General and former Q. “You ' didn’t /think -they
on the orders of whom? A. . reelection committee, - . . were -g0*1nguto,ﬁak9,1”@-.S;Ofdnfé
It ‘was done on the ord i d B, Segretti, accused of operating a sabotage cam-. Whenfi‘ ai‘\}d burn. it 4p, -did
-against the Democrats. - - . _. . . you? A, No, sir.

Mr. Chapin, Senator. - i ) 3 RS
Q. And what, did he-tell . Maurice H. Stans, former Commerce Secretary; former n,egt Igngfﬁriﬁﬂiiﬁrf,iggﬁ ;gg
chief of Nixon Finance Committee, . ‘tade :and ‘the ‘circumstances
Gordon Strachan, former assistant to Mr. Haldeman. SR /

e Lant o thereof:- That was ‘the first
.- Anthony: T. Ulasewicz, former aide to John J. Caulfield . one hundred thousand? A. Yes,:

self to you to receive the
AL Well, T think the' signal
‘was that.-he ‘asked me if I
. Was, I forget whether I was,
‘from some state, and I replied
iyes, of "something, and that
“was sufficient-but’T don’t re-

e

you? R W
.. A. This was in:either lat
August or. early- Septemb

of 1971, Mr.: Chapin; asked

at the re-election committee,

ey

ith then ‘Cap- - S0, Was'that Ieft-.o_yer money "
E?ﬁtgeggftti’ xffg vfrhagnmcta}?é i from the ;1968 = campaign?

him to ‘come: to ah

ment- with him

pensation level, and: .

that agreement.and begin.dis
a 4 ;

Army, asked e to meet with .

A. ‘Senator, I 'am: familiar

with él;unds - that T disbursed

- Junder: instructions,
At that time, I had no knowl -
‘edge ;asi:to. where ‘the' ultis.

A, Yes; sif. .. ... N
Q. Proceed, pleasé.’A. Then
T think within a month, Sena-
tor,' I was again asked to-dis-
burse 200,000 following: the

same procedure.

bursing - mate distributees would be, Q. Ddeangby Iso re-
activiti Q. Will ‘you: tell 'us about est “you -the ‘second. time?
%f)fﬁf?émmg fo that fund, please? '~ . - 5" cor

USE,

Q. In this. connéection was

it your. undérstanding ‘that
you .were . disbursing: these
funds which were in your

control at that time pursus

ant to the instructions. of Mr,

Haldeman or under his juriss

diction?

A. Yes, sir, it was. Mr.
Chapin, -as I remember our
conversation, did not men-

‘tion Mr. Haldeman but Mr.
' Chapin was. standing, clear-
1y standing, in the shoes “of
‘Mr.- Haldeman as one of Mr.
' ‘Haldeman’s senior; deputies; -
»»-Q..Did you ever have any
:discussion. with . Mr.- Halde-
;man about this?:A: About the

‘disbursal of funds?

. Q. To Segretti. A. I.do not
irecall:thatTever did, Senator."

My recollection is. clear as-to
‘my meeting with Mr. Chapin

iand my understanding - was..
clear that he was speakingon -

‘behalf of Mr. Haldema
:Idonotrecall that Mr./Hal

;man’s name was mentioned. -
Q. Just one final - question, .

:Mr. Kalmbach. Did you have

‘discussions’ ' following ~* the

‘break-in of Watergate ‘down
‘to now. with the- President?
{A. No- sir, bl

_.Senator TALMADGE: Mr.
Mr. Kalmbach, I-want to get

‘into an-area that you have .

inot testified on, that e have
‘kad reports " in ‘the press
about  it, “Are 'you familiar
‘with funds going® into the
‘state of Alabama . during the
11970 election? . i

" $100,000 Disbursal
A, Yes sir. During the.1970
period I was raising funds to«

wards the, in' the senatorial
races, and also'T was direct--:
ed by Mr. Higby on three-dif- -

ferent occasions. to- disburse
funds’ out of: trust funds: that
I had under my control: I re+
-call that there was a'call ‘that
Mr. Higby: made to-me, in I
think. it was in late March of
1970 directing that I disburse
$100,000 to someone there in
New York.

I took these funds from the
box, safe” deposit box, at the
Chase. Manhattan Bank in
New York and delivered them
to an individual at the Sherry

Netherlands - Hotel in New

York. . A

" Q. Who was the individual?
A. I did not know his name,
and do not know him. - -
-.Q. How did you know you

. ‘gave the $100,000 to the right
man? A. I was advised at a

later date that I had given
‘the funds to the right person.
Q. Who gave you the in-
struotions as to whom fo
meet and where? - e
A. I tdlked to Mr. Highy,
and he instructed me, and I
said. that I would deliver the

, funds, at the ‘Sherry-Nether-,
“lands hotel; and-‘an- individ-

ual then came up to me and
e identification Was proper,

Was ‘ther

"L ANo, “sir, T don’t -recall’
“the procedure now. but it was
definite that it -was-the man

—

& password? |

unds—to~the;—dgain-to. the,
herry-Netherlands Hotel, and
isburse to dn ' ‘individual
twhichthesdid.r o i i o
11..Q. You.didn’t .deliver: the
isecond ¢ ‘hundred '#ithousand?
i A Noy/sir; 'did mot. /...
_The Third" Amount " . -
. :Q.. All right;, that ‘is ‘three
- hundred ;thousand.. Now, tell
.us.about: the next-amount. .
2A. Then. finally therée was
»a:third ‘communication: again, .
.1 “think -it. was. from Mr,’
‘Higby ;directing’. that, another .
“hundred . thousand " be . dis-"
bursed. in the. same manner, ..
although at this time I was
‘dsked“to‘disburse o ar. in. -
dividual in Los Angeles in
the Iobby. of the. Bank of
Califgrnia Building. on Flow-
er and Sixth Street.

Q. You delivered two hun-
an agent delivéered the other
two hundred thousand? A.
That is correct. -

Q. And your directions or
twice and who the third
time? A. From Mr., Higby the
third time, .

Q. Did you have any sus-
picion as to where that
money was going? A. No,
sir, I did not. I made the as-
sumption  without krdowing -
that it was going into cam-

-paigns .but I did not know
which campaign. o @
--Q.-Was that not, in fact,
money that was used to try
to defeat. Governor: Wallace
in Alabama in 19702 - :



A. Senator; T have never
known this to be a fact. I
think subsequent to the dis-
bursals T heard comments to
the effect that part or all of
those funds did, in fact, go to
that campaign but I did not
know..at-'the: time and- the

“only' evidence ‘or indicdtion
that I have had subsequent
Was just various comments.

‘Q. A man of -your ihtelli-

~gerice-and ability ‘and badck-

ground certainly would ‘not
be in. the business: or. just

walking up -to: strangers -in .

hotels and giving them. $400,~
000 for'mothing, would you?
A. No, sir, ; ko
Q. You suspected ‘that it
Wwas-going to stop Governor
Wallace in Alabama, did you
not? A. I'did-not-at that time,
Q. But you subsequently
suspected that? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Do yoou knéw that of
your own knowledge? A. 1dé
not know it as a fact, senator.

Common Knowledge

Q. It is cémmon knowl-
edge in the circles that raised
the money and dispensed it,
is ‘it not? A. 'Well, I think
there is a belief that part or
all of it did go to thaf cam-
paign but again, Semator, I
would not have the certainty
that that is true.

Q. You .stated yesterday
that you believe that this
payment plan was so impor-
tant because it came from
Mr. Déan, . the President’s

personal. counsel: Did you, "

because -of that, suspect that
the Presidenit himself might
have approevd it? A. No, sir.
Q. You just took it at face
_value because the.President’s
counsel  himself indicated
that to you? D
‘A. "Well,” again, Senator,
here was a man that I had
been.dealing with fora year
and a half, or two years, at
that time, a ‘man in whom I

had absolute and complete

trust. He was standing, real-
ly, in the shoes of the Presi-
‘dent;“on tHe President’s legal
work that a partner and I
would be talking to him
about, It was ‘again without

~—because my own nature is |

that I trust my friends and
;. trust my partners, ‘and I had
“absolute trust in this man
And when "he made this re-
quest of me, I did not hesi-
tate. d o
Q. Did the President ever
speak to you after the press
had released an account of
the stories involving you
with Mr. Segretti -in Septem-
ber of last year to ask you
what had occurred? A. No,

sir,

Q. Did the President call
you after the election in No-
vember, 1972? A. Yes, sir, he
did. .
Q. That was after you had
raised funds for payment to

these defendants and other .

purposes, was.it not? .

A, It was, and it was after
the election and after I had
raised a substantial amount
of money for the re-election
campaign -beginning back in
November of 170, Senator.

Watergate Not Mentioned

Q. What was discussed in
that conversation relating to
Watergate? A. Nothing.

Q. You. didn’t think -you
were" performing  a -service
for- Mr..Dean, -did-you? You
‘thoughtyou were "perform--
ing a service for the Presi-
dent of the United States,
-didn’t you? '/A. Senator, .I
thought I was performing a

service for the people that
Mr. Dean referred to as “we.”
Q. Who did you think were
“we”? A1 thought probably
he was talking about the
senior people at the commit-
tee to re-elect and possibly
some of the people at: the
White House. ‘ )
Q. You would not go all
over the country, “giving
away hundreds of thousands

of dollars in cash 'and en-

gaging in surreptitious ac-
tivities, for some clerk in‘ the
White House, would you?
A.NoSir.” = ¢
SENATOR BAKER: Did the
thought occur to you that
‘thére” might be something

odd or strange about a White .

House involvement or the
involvement of a' principal
staff person, in this case Mr.
Dean, in this fund-raising ef-
fort for defendants who had
received prominent publicity
at ;that time and obyiqusly
wete “going 1o ‘be, charged
with a serious offense, did
that raise any replies of con-
Gern? esm o Rl

A, Again, ,Seﬁatqz;, it did -

“Hot ! I knew' ‘that“Mr." Dean
had.-been' very involvéd in

‘matters involving the -com- .

mittee: to re-elect, and he
was probably wearing several
hats but I know that he had
had that association with the
committee to’ re-elect, and I
-felt- that here was "a.man
who-T had this trust in ask-
ing me to take.onthis as-
‘'signment, and I'did not ques-
tion it. It would have been
inconceivable; as I have said,
Senator, for me to have be-
lieved that'this man would
ask me to do something
illegal. .

Q. That gets us to the
point I would ' really like to
inquire about, Mr. Kalmbach..
You may or may not know
but with other witnésses on-

occasion I have asked for -

their perception of thear-
rangement in a situation or
even the institution of the

Presidency that would cause ~

them to act or fail to act in
a particular way. Can you
visualize, in. that vein, any
other perso nor situation in
the whole wide world for
whom you would have done
this other than a representa-
tive of the White House?

A. Senator, I feel, as I look .
back on it, that almost cer- -
tainly . Mr. Dean- had been -

asked to talk to me because
the people knew of the rela-
tionship I had with this man
and the relationship of trust.

Q. You see what I am
striving for once -again is

" what is there about the na- -

" ture of the White House or
the Presidency or of the aura

that surrounds it? ' A. Yes sir.

Q. That would cause you to
act without question, without
concern, ‘as apparently you
did, placing great reliance on
the propriety of the request

because of its origins, is

that— A. Total reliance on -

the trust. -

Q. Yes. You base that on
your revenue for the institu-
tion of the Presidency or/on
your personal friendship with
him or long acquaintance
with either the President or
Mr. Dean or was it a com-
posite of several things? A. I
think it was g composite of
all those factors. .

Q. Did it ever occur to you
—I know you testified -that
you spoke to Mr. Ehrlichman
about the matter to verify
Mr. Dean’s authority, did it
ever occur to you to speak

to the President about it to-

find out' whether he knew
what was going on or did not
know what was. going on?
A No sire. I felt that in talk-
ing to Mr. Ehrlichman, I was
talking to someone who
would give me the assurance
that I required and I did not
think to talk to the Presi-
dent. . - 5,
-Q. Mr. Kalmbach, you have

- already testified" that’ you

have' not - spoken -to ‘the
President’ about . Watergate;

~although. 1-believe you did"

talk to him the night of the
election. A. No sir, it was
:gveral days after the plec-
ion. ’

Q. T see. Well, sometinig
shortly after the - election®
A. Yes sire. "

. Q. Did it ever occur to you -
to, talk to the President about
this and find out what the
situation was or how this
situation might relate to him?
- “A. No, Senator. All during
this period from the August-
September, when I. discon-
tinued and. withdrew, on
through until the ‘time that
Mr. Ehrlichman left the
White House I had the feel-

‘ing always that these men

were, Mr. Dean, Mr. Ehrlich-
man had the absolute trust

‘of the President, and all. I

had was this concern. I had
no certaintyh at all, Senator,
that there was an improprie-
ty. The level of concern that .
I had was simply it was,.it
bothered me to the point that
I would not be involved in
it but I did not know that it .
was, in fact, what it is, and
it—all through this period;“I
just had that level of com~
cern, and here was Mr. Ehrl-
ichman, Mr. Dean continuing
at the White House, and I
was certain with these peo-
ple ‘there "that my concemn
probably really was not
based on anything at all, bijt
it was sufficient for me, Sen-
ator, at thatearly tims tp
desist. ¥
Q. Now, if you didn’t want
to be involved any longer at
that point, did the thought
occur ‘to you that if your
concern was that great that
there was some obligation or
at least an opportunity - te
take this matter up with the
President’ and see if he was
aware of all these circum~
stances? A. No, sir, it did
not.. Again, I had been ad-
vised by Mr. Dean, and then
Mr. Ehrlichman, that this
was proper and to go for-
ward, and frankly, my cony
cern was based on ‘the
secrecy and these procedures,
and I felt it would be
presumptuous, frankly, with
just rumor and-just a sixth
sense, to have gone to the
President. . !
Now, I again, I have not
met with the President more
than four or five times other
than ‘in 'social gatherings
over these entire — through-
out this period. :
"Q. Were you still his per-
sonal attorney-at that time?
You see, I am still a little
perplexed. Here we have a
man who had known the
President for a -‘long time,
who was his personal coun-
sel, who accepted a-job, in
effect, on faith, who became
concerned. - about . it, . con-
cerfied to the: point.that he



sought out a werification of
the authotity of Mr,  Dean
to give you this assignment,
~and later became so. con-
. ‘Cetnled -that ‘you .disengaged
SO, e el TS
' Now surély the body, the
substance, of your concern,
at some point must have
flickered  .a warning light
that there. is- trouble here,
at least trouble,. potentially
trouble, for you, and did it
never flicker the light that
there might be trouble for
the President in that respect?
. ATt didn’t flicker the light,
‘as you put it, thdat there was
trouble i nthat sense, There
was—it bothered me, the se-
crecy, that was the primary
thing, it was distasteful to
me, this back and forth in
-the telephome booth. The
press, the accumulation, as

you put it, Senator, the com-
posite of ‘several factors, but
it -never reached the point in

my mind where I felt that g

should go to the President,
I had been assured first by
thig man in whom the Presi;
dent had comiplete trust. M.
Ehrlichman, and earlier by
Mr. Dean to go forward in
this, and I though frankly i
would be presumtuous of me
to take it beyond my own der
cision to desist. 5

Q. How big a problem
would—I will not ask that;

I really don’t think I cap

ask you to help me with the
inquiry that I am trying to
make because it, in turn, will

be answered if it is ever ans
swered by the composite of

the testimony of several Wity
nesses and my perception of
their testimony. What I
would really like to find out
is what caused you to act i
the way you did or other wits
nesses to act in the way they
did. You have been fairly ex
plicit in your answers:in’that:
respect.

More importantly I am try<
ing to go find out what there:
is about the Présidency or the

‘White House or the staffing

of the White House that’
would cause, as in the casg

‘gf the testimony ' of Mri

Mitchell, if it is accepted af
its face value, a man, a pubZ
lic servant, a Cabinet office”
fo make a conscious decisior
not to tell the President, 6¢
in your case to be concerned
concerned to the .point for
many reasons that you chose&’
to disengage -from. this, but’

never told the President, -

what is there about it tha#
says, you know,-“I am nevet
going to telf this man,” or “if
is not something that I am

going to concern him with*&
gomg ] : B o0

Watergate C J boolz
* Published ‘in Bo,s{ozi}
BOSTON, " July 17" (AP)-L

Seven Bostonians have pubs
lished ““Thé Watergate Cook<;

! book: Or Who's in the Soup?"

‘The' $1.95 paperback con-
tains 108 “unimpeachahble’
recipes for ' such' dishes as

. Ellsberg’s. Leek “Soup, Marx
‘tha’s-Sweet' ‘an-Sour: Tongue#

Nixon’s Perfectly Clear: Son-
somme, Liddy’s Clam . Up
Chowder and iMtchell’s Cook-
ed Goose, ‘



