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Ehrlichman
Philesophy
Challenged

By Lawrence Meyer
and Peter A. Jay

Washington Post Staff Writers

John D. Ehrlichman
described yesterday the
unraveling of the Water-
gate cover-up earlier this
year and in the process
contradicted not only -the
testimony of = previous
witnesses but also. por-
tions of the White House
version of those events.

Ehrlichman most sharply
challenged what former
White House counsel John
W. Dean III has previously
told the Senate select Water-
“gate committee. And in chal-
lenging Dean, Ehrlichman
defended not only himself
but President Nixon as well.

Referring to-a March 21
White House meeting at
which Dean . has' testified,
Dean told the President ev-
erything about the Water-
gate affair, Ehrlichman said,
“I have great difficulty in
believing that the President
was told what Mr. Dean says
he was told.” T

However, the Senate .com--.

mittee ‘has notes, certified
by the White House to be
correctly based on official
White House logs of Presi-
dent Nixon’s meetings, which
say that on March 21 Dean
‘gave Mr. Nixon a detailed
“theory” of what had hap-

pened in the Watergate af-

fair and named Ehrlichman,

White House chief of staff -

H. R.'(Bob) Haldeman, for-
mer Attorney General John
| N. Mitchell and several
other White House staff
' members as being involved.
Ehrlichman, testifying for
the fourth successive day
and due back before the
committee on Monday, con-
tinued to joust in a self-
confident, untiring manner
with senators who ques-
tioned him closely on his
role in the Watergate affair
and told him at several
points that his testimony
was in apparent conflict
with previous witnesses.
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Sen. Lowell P. Weicker (R-
Conn.) read Ehrlichman por-
fions of a" June, 1972, memo
by deputy CIA director Gen.

- Vernon G. Walters indicating

that Haldeman and 'Ehrlich-
man were attempting to force
the CIA to restrain the FBI’s
investigation of the Water-
gate affair. Weicker also read
Ehrlichman a statement by
CIA Director Richard Helms
saying that Haldeman had
told Walters “in no uncertain
terms” to have the CIA re-
strain the FBI. :

Ehrlichman remained firm
in his description of the CIA
contacts as being only to see
if the FBI investigation
‘would expose CIA activities
and not to otherwise restrain
the FBI’s Watergate investi-
gation. He added, however,
that Haldeman “would be

" your best witness” as to what

Haldeman said to Walters.

- Ehrlichman. and Weicker
also clashed .on the propri-
€ty of the White House con-
ducting covert investigations
of political figures to see if
anything in their private
lives made them vulnerable
to attack by a challenger in
a political campaigh.

Sen. Joséph M.” Montoya
(D-N. M.) concluded his ques-
tioning of Ehrlichman by as-
serting that “your testimony
has been contradicted by
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SEN. LOWELL WEICKER
... “tWo concepts”

many of the witnesses who

have appeared heretofore,

and I believe that this com-
mittee has the task of judg-
ing your testimony against
the testimony of others with
respect to substance.” :

Montoya named seven wit-
nesses, including Dean, Mite-
hell, former dgputy Nixon
campaign manager ~ Jeb
Stuart Magruder and Mr.
Nixon’s personal lawyer, Her-
bert W. Kalmbach, whose tes-
timony, Montoya said, dif-
fered from Ehrlichman’s
~ Ehrlichman responded
feistily: “Well, I would not
want your remarks to go un-
contradicted, Sen. Montoya. I
am not aware of conflicts be-
tween my testimony and
some of these-that you read,
number one.

“Number two, I understand
the purpose of the committee

" to be legislative rather than

adjudicatory. So I don’t think
that you ‘necessarily are in
‘the business of making find-
ings of fact as to the testi-
mony of specific witnesses,”
Ehrlichman said. “
© At that point, committee
chairman Sam J. Ervin Jr.
(D-N.C.), who has eclashed
with Ehrlichman repeatedly
during the past four days,
came to Montoya’s defense.
“I think,” Ervin said, “the
prime function of this com-
mittee, one of the prime
functions outside of making
recommendations for legisla-
tion is'to find the facts, what



the facts are—~whether the
testimony is from lwitnvesst
or from documents.”
‘-During questioning by
Sen. Edward J. Gurney (R-
Fla.), which permitted Ehrl-
ichman to give his version
of events, Ehrlichman rebut-
ted major portions of Dean’s
testimony and implicated
former Attorney General
Mitchell in the Watergate
affair.

For the first time in hlS
testimony, Ehrlichman re-
" ferred-to his notes of inter-
views he had held in April,
1973, with White House and
re-election committee offi-
cials during the time he said
he was conducting a Water-
gate inquiry requested by
President Nixon on March
30. It was on that day, Ehrl-
ichman said, that Mr. Nixon
told him that he. thought
.Dean was deeply involved in
the affair. . ‘
. Earlier, after the 'Presi-
dent learned that the White
House had done little to pre-
pare for the upcoming
Watergate hearings, Ehrlich-
man said, -Mr. Nixon had
told him; “Well, I want
Dean to take charge of this.
I want  .you fellows

f
Spectators at the Senate select commlttee on the Watergate hearings often form a diverse group of people.

(Ehrlichman ﬁnd ‘ Haldeman)
to get out of it. I have got

something else- I want you.

to do and'I want you to

_pbress on it. ”

Dean, Ehrhchman said,

“was the “lead man: in the'

White House” in deahng
with the problem of invok-
ing executive privilege,
gathering files; attorney-
client pr1v11ege “and all the
rest.”

Dean has - testified that
on Feb. 27 Mr, Nixon told,
him, “that this matter was
takmg too much time from
Haldeman’s and Ehrlich-
‘man’s normal duties and he
also told me that they were

principals in the matter, and
I, therefore, could be_more,

objective t_han they.”
Ehrlichman yesterday .ex-
plained what - he believed
Mr. Nixon meant by this ref-
erence to Haldeman and
Ehrlichman as “principals.’

“Through my notes of
meetings w1th the Presi-
dent,” Ehrlichman said,
“there are three or four ref—
ierences to the President’s
strong concern that Halde-
man and-I were test cases,
so to speak of the availabil-
ity of presidential assistants
to testify before the Con-
gress, and I know -there
were some questions about
his reference to us as princi-
pals. I think you have to
take it in that setting. We
were principals on the ques-
tion of the availability of
witnesses to testify.”
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According to Ehrlichman,
Mr. Nixon. felt that if Hal—
deman and Ehrlichman tes-
tified, “the precedents. that
might be set . . . would in
turn open up Henry . Kis-
singer’s testifying and the
whole panoply, so to speak,
of presidential assistants,
and very soon you would
have a breakdown of the
White House staff system
because everybody would be

. up here testifying, like Cabi-

net secretaries do every day,
and couldn’t get any work

“done.”

‘At that tlme through
April 30, when he and Hal-
deman resigned and- Dean
was fired, Ehrlichman said,
Mr. Nixon “continued to be
confident” about the nonin-
volvement of Haldeman and
Ehrlichman’ in- the Water-'
gate affair.

In the weeks that followed
the Feb. 27 decision, Ehr-
lichman said, he himself had
little contact with Dean. On
March 20, Ehrlichman said,
he learned for the first time
that Watergate conspirator
E. Howard Hunt Jr. was try-
ing to blackmail the White
House.

Dean has testified that he
told - Mr. Nixon of Hunt's
demands - on March 13 in
Haldeman’s presence. Mr. )
Nixon,  according to Dean,
referred to Hunt’s havmg
been offered executive
clemency and said that rais-
ing $1 million to keep the
Watergate defendants silent
was “no problem.” ?
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On March 21, Dean testi-
fied, he told Mr. Nixon
“that there was a cancer
growing on the presidency”
and gave him a “broad over-
view of the situation.”

-Although Ehrlichman said
he has “great difficulty in
believing that the President
was told what Mr. Dean ‘says
he was told,” the committee’s
notes of White House logs
for the March 21st meeting
give this description:

“Dean gave the President
his theory of what had hap-
pened. He still said no prior

- June 17 White House knowl-
edge, that Magruder prob-
ably knew, that Mitchell
probably knew, that (Halde-
man aide Gordon) Strachan
probably knew, that Halde-
had possibly seen the fruits
of wiretaps through Stra-
chan, that Ehrlichman was
vulnerable bacause. of his
approval = of Kalmbach’s
fund-raising efforts, (spe-
cial White House counsel

Charles W.) Colson  had

made the phone call to Ma-
grider.
“He (Dean) stated Hunt

was'trying to blackmail Ehr-

lichman about- Hunt’s prior
plumber activities unless he

was .paid ‘what might “ulti-

mately amount to $1 million,
The President said how

- could*it possibly be paid.
‘What makes you think he

..would be satisfied with
that?’ stated it was black-
mail, that it was wrong, that
it would not work, that the

“truth would come out any-
way.”

The notes of the White
House logs also state that
Dean “said that Haldeman
and Ehrlichman possibly had

- no legal guilt with regard
to the money matters. Dean
said nothing of his role with
regard to the <coverup
money . .. This information
was gone over: twice, the
last time in Haldeman’s pres-
ence.”. .

Although Dean testified
he met with Mr. Nixon alone
on March 21, the log appar-
ently indicates that Halde-
man. ‘'was present at Jleast
part of the time.

Ehrlichman said he later
met with Dean and Halde-
man on the afternoon of
March 21 but Dean said
nothing about his conversa-
tion with the President in
the morning. The afternoon
meeting, -Ehrlichman said,
concerned “how to get the
story out.”

During that meeting, Ehr-
lichman said, Dean suggest-
ed that Mr. Nixon “nego-
tiate blanket immunity for
the White House staff with-
the Attorney General so that
the entire White House -staff
—lock, stock and barrel—
could testify freely before
the grand jury as to any and
all facts '‘and eclear the air

and everybody would be im-

mune from prosecution. That
just didn’t make any sense
to me,” Ehrlichman said,
“from either a practical
' standpoint or a public ap-
bearance standpoint, and we
got into a difference of opin-
ion on that.” | ’

Dean, whom Ehrlichman
said “is an immunity ex-
pert” since Dean had told
him he had drafted this fed-
eral .immunity statute, “was
concerned that people would
not talk'freely,” according to
Ehrlichman. The meeting
with Haldeman and Dean,
Ehrlichman said, continued
later in the afternoon with
President Nixon. -

It was at this afternoon
meeting with the President,
according to Dean, “that I
for the first time said in
front of the President that
I thought that Haldeman,
Ehrlichman and Dean were
all indictable for obstruction
of justice.”

According to Ehrlichman,
“As we sat in this March
21st meeting, I do not think
Mr. Haldeman or I had any
contemplation that there
was going to be a suggestion
of our implication. In point
of fact, he (Dean) said I was
not indictable . . .”

Dean characterized: the
events of the following
weeks as establishing that
the cover-up' could not be
“perpetuated” and  that
President Nixon should “get
out in front” in telling the
truth. ‘

Ehrlichman denied that he
and Haldeman tried ito “set
up” Mitchell to take the
responsibility publicly for
the Watergate affair, as
Dean has testified. Ehrlich-
man said that at one point
Haldeman, puzzled by Mitch-
ell’s role, asked, “ ‘I wonder
if we are taking all this an-
guish just to protect John
Mitchell.

“It ‘was a question not an
assertion, but I think we all
shared at various times that
question in our minds as to
whether the beating every-
body was taking on the sub-
ject of Watergate was be-
cause he (Mitchell) was not
continuing forward,”

Of March 30, Ehrlichman
said, Mr: Nixon told him, «‘I
am satisfied that John Dean
is in this so deeply that he
simply cannot any longer

. have anything to do with it.”

- On thatday, according to

" Ehrlichman, he began a

round of ‘interviews with
persons involved ‘in  the
Watergate affair to find out

“what they kpew of the mat-

ter.

On - April 14, Ehrlichman
said, he told Mr. Nixon “ba-
sically a narrative of my in-
terviews with these people.”
Mr. Nixon then told him to
conduct more interviews and
to get more information and
“then he also told me he

~-wanted to find out more

about Bob Haldeman’s in--
volvement.”

Reporting again to Mr.
Nixon, Ehrlichman said he
gave him “quite a lot but
not the whole story of the
cover-up by any means.”
At Mr. Nixon’s direction,
Ehrlichman said, he called
Attorney . General Richard
G. Kleindienst “within the
hour” and reported what he
had told President Nixon.

The following day, after
an all-night meeting be-
tween Kleindienst, Assist-
ant Attorney Generay Hénry
E. Petersen and the’ Water-
gate prosecutors, Klein-
dienst and Petersen met
with President Nixon.,

Two days later, on - April
17, Mr Nixon announced
“major developments” in
the Watergate case, that he
had directed Kleindienst to
give no White House offi-
~cial immunity and that any
White House official in-
dicted would be suspended
and, if convicted, would be
fired -

o9
 As Ehrlichman completed
his fourth long day on the
witness stand, he appeared
still fresh and unruffled by
continued forceful question-
ing. His store of facts sel-
dom failed him, and he
reached often into a pile of
orderly and seemingly end-
less notebooks and memo-

randums to ‘support or aug-

ment an sanswer. -

Most of his testimony con-
cerned names and ‘dates and
recollections of conversa-
tions, but for an’ intense few
minutes in mid-afternoon,
uner the questioning of Sen,
Lowell P. Weicker R-
Conn.), it turned to philoso-
phy. ‘

Weicker cited the use by

the White House and the
Committee for the Re-elec-
tion of the Presient of a po-
litical  undercover agent
named Anthony Ulasewciz,
who has testified that part
of his job was to gather de-
rogatory personal informa-
tion concerning potential
opponents  of President
Nixon.

Why was it necessary, -

Weicker wanted to know,
fgr the administration to
hire “Ulasewicy types to dig
up dirt” on political figures?
And‘,what, he asked Enhrlich-
man, is “your concept ... of
Politics here in the United
States insofar as this type of
activity is concerned”?

“Well, I think that cer-
tainly there ig room for im-
provement in the practice of
politics in this country,”
Ehrlichman responded.

But a candidate for office,
he said, is obligated to
“contest the fitness” of his
opponent “in terms of his
voting record and in terms
of his probity, and in terms
of his morals, if you please
... I think a candidate for
office assumes that burden
of proof.” . .

. Weicker looked.at the wit-
ness incredulously. “Do you

. mean to tell me and this

committee that you consider
private investigators going
into sexual habits, drinking
habits, domestic problems

and personal social activi- -

ties as a proper subject for
investigation during the
course  of a  political
campaign?” he demanded.



“Senator, I know of my
own knowledge of incum-
bents in office- who are not
discharging their obligation
to their constituents because

of ' their drinking habits,”
replied Ehrlichman, a Chris-

tian Scientist who does not _

drink.
“It distresses me very
much. And there is a kind of

unwritten’law in the medja

that it is not discussed, and
so the constituents at home
have no way of knowing
that you can go over here in
the gallery and watch a
member totter onto the
floor in a condition of at
least partial inebriation.”"

Weicker, . who declared
that in none of his election
campaigns has he known of
investigations like those
conducted by Ulasewicz,
said he thought it was up to
the voters to decide the fit-
ness-of a political candidate.

“Do you .really want . to
bring the political system of
the United . States down to
the level you are talking
about right now?” he asked.

Ehrlichman, remarking to
Weicker that “your life style
is undoubtedly impeccable,”
observed that “I think you

. will agree with me, senator,
that someone with a serious
drinking habit is of doubtful
fitness” for a Senate seat.

“Maybe my standards are
all haywire and. everyhody
in the Congress ought to be
immune from scrutiny on
that subJect ? he went on,

. “but that just seems to'me

to be an indefensible posi-
tion on your part.”

Welckefr‘ said  he was
“quite satisfied that our sys-
tems, our institutions, are
perfectly capable of passing
decent judgements. . . on po-
litical figures, pubhc offi-
cials without the covert op-
erations of* men like Mr.
Ulasewicz.”

Ehrlichman remarked
that “you and I have-a dif-
ference of opinion but I
think that reasonable minds
can differ on this subject,
particularly in, the area of
drinking (and) in the area of
fitness” to hold office.

The two men appeared to
agree that their differences

represented a schism of his-

toric proportions.
f——

“That is one of the things
that his whole proceeding is
about,” Ehrlichman said, ..
. an attempt to define the
lines within which an in-

‘quiry as to an incumbent,

his life, his performance, hlS
voting record” is proper.
“You definitely have two
concepts of politics in this
country meeting head ‘on,”
Weicker said. “You stick to
your version. ... and I am.
going to stick to mine.”

Later in his questioning,

Weicker asked Ehrlichman
about a telephone conversa-
tion he had last March with
Dean about L.’ Patrick Gray,
whose nomination to be the
permanent director of the
FBI—later withdrawn—was
running into heavy weather
on Capitol Hill. The conver-
sation was recorded by Ehrl-
ichman and a transcript
given the committee. An ex-
cerpt of the transcript was
published in yesterday’s edi-
tions of The Washington
Post.

In the transcript, bot
Ehrlichman ‘and Dean are
bitingly eritical of Gray—
Dean remarking that Gray’s
testimony before the Senate
Judiciary Committee
“makes me gag,” and Ehrl-
ichman saying that Gray .
should be abandoned by the
White House and left to

“twist slowly, slowly in the -

wind.”

~In the same conversation,
Dean quotes “the boss”—
President Nixon—as saying
he wasn’t “sure that Gray’s
smart enough to run the bu-
reau the way he’s handling
himself.”

If everyone at the Whlte
House was so down on
Gray, Weicker wanted to
know, why was he nomi-
nated in the first place and
why was he left hanging so
long? (Gray’s nomination
was withdrawn April 7 and
he resigned as acting direc-
tor three weeks later.) -

“Well, senator,” said Ehrl-

ichman, “I think you will re-
member those- confirmation
hearings there was
pretty .general disenchant-
ment” with Gray at the
White House at that time.
He said that “the situation

"been - arrested

‘bank for
" conceal their origin.

was evaluated as being per-
haps doubtful and painful as
it existed, but perhaps more
painful to withdraw . . . that
nomination was essent1a11y
doomed .
along in thls period of time
the President began active
consideration of an alterna-
tive list” of candidates for
the FBI directorship.

Weicker, a personal friend
of Gray, also pressed Ehrl-
ichman for more informa-
tion concerning a meeting
that he attended with Halde-
man, Helms and Walters on
June 23, 1972, to discuss the
Watergate break-in six days
earlier.

He read a memorandum
written by Walters five days
after the meeting, in which
Walters summarized Halde-
mans comments as indicat-
ing that the FBI investiga-
tion of the burglary “was
leading to a lot of important
people and this could get
worse ... the whole affair
was-getting embarrassing.”

' The Walters memo also
stated that Haldeman said
words to the effect that “it
was the President’s wish
that Walters call in Acting
FBI Director Patrick Gray
and suggest to him- that
since the five suspects had
that this
should be sufficient and
that it was not advantageous

_to have the inquiry pushed,

especially in  Mexico’—
where, it was ‘subsequently
learned, Nixon campaign
funds used by the Watergate
conspirators had been
passed through a Mexican
“laundering” to

Weicker also quoted from
a summary of an interview
of Helms by the staff of the
Watergate
“Haldeman-in no uncertain
terms instructed Walters to
see Gray ... Helms had no
idea what they were talking
about with respect to Mex-
ico and when he asked he
was told ‘Never mind what
it’s all about’” but they
wanted Walters to go to Pat
‘Gray right then and there.”

“Now,” Weicker asked,
“Isn’t it a fact that the meet-
ing with (Helms and
Walters) was an effort to
hinder the investigation?”

. and somewhere

committee: :

Ehrlichman’s answer was
that the meeting was con-
vened specifically at Presi-
dent Nixon’s request. “I
learned later that the Pre51-
dent was operating on' the
basis of an independent
source of investigation,” he
said, “and out of a concern
that an all-out FBI investi-
gation ~might
some CIA “aetivity.”

He said his “recollecnon

compr ormse !

of that meeting is at consid- ’

erable variance. with Gen-
eral Walters™ in the- general
thrust and in the details.”
Both Gray and Walters
felt the investigation was
being interfered with for po-
litical reasons, Weicker said.
He asked Ehrlichman .if he
had heard that Gray, in a
telephone conversation with
the President on July 86,
1972, told Mr. Nixon there
were “those around him who

were trying to wound him.”"

Ehrlichman said he had not.

Several times during the
day, as on the occasions dur-
ing his testimony, Ehrlich-
man availed himself of- op-
portunities to let fly a few
darts at the press. Once, he
told Weicker that the sena-
tor’s assertion that there is
adequate reporting of the
personal conduct of men in
public office “gilds the-lily
unduly.” He said the voters
should not be left “to the
tender mercies of the jour-
nalists” to learn the facts
about their leaders. )

On another occasion, he
had this exchange with Mon-
toya: }

Montoya: (the newspapers)
were uncovering more (about
the Watergate affair) than
all these ¥BI people were. .

Ehrlichman: No sir, :

Montoya: At least, there
has been no information
coming to us that was more
accurate than what these
reporters were uncovermg
at the time.

Ehrlichman: Then I thmk
you are in trouble, senator.

The hearing resumes on
Monday at 10 a.m. Ehrlich-
man will be on the stand
for a fifth day of testimony,
and it is not yet glear
whether he will return.on
Tuesday for a sixth.

man-will be the next witness, "

Halde- ... .



