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The White House released.

yesterday a 29-page analysis |

“important contradictions'-'f
between the sworn testi-
mony of former White
House counsel John W.!
Dean III during last sum-.
mer’s Senate select Water-
gate committee hearings
and the edited White House
transcripts released last
Tuesday.

The analysis focuses_ on
seven different meetings
held Dbetween  President
Nixon and Dean between!
Sept. 15, 1972, and April 16,
1973, charging that in his|
testimony Dean made false |
statements, omitted informa-
tion znd gave incorrect
dates for discussionshe had |
with Mr. Nixon on aspects’
of the Watergate affair. 1

The thrust of the Whit‘,e"’
House statement and the f
analysis it accompanies is'tq. |
challenge Dean’s testimony, |
that Mr. Nixon was aware o}
the Watergate cover-up long
before Dean discussed ‘the
cover-up with him on March
21, 1973. Dean testified la_st ;
summer that he had @15-
cussed the cover-up with
President Nixon for the firs’j:
time on Sept. 15, 1972, as-
pects of it in early 1973 and
in detail on March 21.

showing what it said were,;»i

+ hearings.
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the 16 items in the docu-
-ment devoted to that meet-
ifg, “None of Mr. Dean’s
statements implying knowl-
‘edge on Sept. 15 ... is con-
‘firmed in the tape of Sept.

" 15,” a statement accompany-

ing the analysis asserted. -
“Again,” the White House
statement said, “the signifi-
cance of the earliest of
these (tapes) is that the
question, ‘What did the
President know and when
did he know it was the fo-

“cal point of the Watergate
Dean con-

Mr.
tended presidential knowl-
edge of, and involvement in

' “that cover-up, based on what

‘transpired in three meetings
with the President. In none

" . of those meetings can it be..

said that the tapes bear out
what Mr. Dean. testified to
under oath.” - i

In some instances,  the
analysis contradicts Dean’s
testimony concerning a con-
versation he testified he had
had with' Mr., Nixon en a
particular date or a com-

ment he had made. The.

-analysis attacks Dean’s testi-
mony that he discussed ex-
ecutive. clemency with Mr.
Nixon on March 13. The
analysis does 'not point out,
however, that the tran-

- - seripts show that Dean and

Mr. Nixon discussed the sub-
ject on Feb. 28,
In other  instances, the

analysis quotes from the .

transeript but deées not give

- the full context of the con-

President Nixon has said |

repeatedly he had no knowl-
edge of the cover-up before
the March 21 meeting.

The Sept. 15 meeting is !

scrutinized most ;closely in
the analysis, with' seven of
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versation. ;
The analysis has been un-

der preparation since last -

Sunday or Monday, accord-
ing to Ken W. Clawson,
White House communica-
tions director. It is appar-
ently part of a White House
public relations campaign to
capitalize on the release of
the transcripts to back up

. President’ Nixon’s assertion

that “I had no knowledge of

. the cover-up until I was fi-

nally told about it by John
Dean on March 21.”
Dean, who had more than

. 35 meetings or conversa-
* tions with Mr. Nixon: be-

- tween Feb. 27,and April 17,

®

 transcripts

Mr. Nixon “expressed what

1973, has reportedily told
friends that in the Sept. 15,
1972, transcripts there are
“major deletions” from his

conversation  with Mr.
Nixon.
In addition, the tran-

scripts contains numerous
instances where remarks by
Mr. Nixon and others are
described as “unintelligible”
or “inaudible.” The tran-
scripts also note in several
meetings that, “material un-
related to presidential ac-
tion is deleted.”

White House press secre-
tary Ronald L. Ziegler gave
first word on the analysis on
the plane carrying Mr.
Nixon from Phoenix, Ariz.,

.to Spokane, Wash. Ziegler |

‘sharply disagreed with state-
ments: by Senate Watergate
Committee chairman Sam,
J. Ervin (D-N.C.), Sen. Lo-

" well Weicker (R-Conn.), and.

‘Sen. Howard Baker; (R-
Tenn.), who have said the
transeripts tend to back up
Dean.

“Anyone who says t he
support John
Dean hasn’t worked at his
reading or is looking at it
with'a totally partisan or bi-
ased eye,” Ziegler said.

. Dean, fired as White House

counsel April 30 of last year,
has.become the President’s
chief accuser in the Water-
gate cover-up.

The first item in the
White House analysis con-
cerns Dean’s Senate testi-
‘mony that on Sept. 15, “The

President then told me that.

‘Bob referring to‘ (White
House chief of staff H. R.)
Haldeman—had kept him
posted on my handling of
the Watergate case.”

The analysis cites two

other variations by Dean of

that statement, including
one in which Dean said that
he recalled “very clearly”
that Mr. Nixon said Halde-
man had kept Mr. Nixon
“posted or made aware of
my handling of the various
aspects of -the Watergate
case...”

“All three statements are
false,” according to the
White House analysis. “No-
where in the taje of Sept.
15 does the President make
any reference whatsoever
to Bob Haldeman’s having
reported to him on John
Dean’s investigations or ef-
forts in Watergate.”

The transeript of the Sept.
15 meeting does, however,
quote Mr. Nixon as telling
Dean, “But the way you

! have handled all this seems

to me has been very skillful,
putting your fingers in the
leaks that have sprung here
and sprung there.”

The analysis also dis-
putes Dean’s testimony that

-to me was a pleasure to the
fact” that the Watergate in-
dictments of seven men re-
turned on Sept. 15 included
no White House officials or
Nixon re-election committee
official above G. Gordon
Liddy, the former general
counsel to the Finance Com-
mittee to Re-elect the Presi-
dent. -

“The statement is false,”
the analysis asserts. “The’
President never in this con-

- versation in any way, ex-

pressed pleasure the ‘case
had stoppde with Liddy.’”
Similarly, the analysis dis-
putes Dean’s testimony that
he told Mr. Nixon on Sept.
15 “that all I had been able
to do was to contain the
case and assist in keeping it

“~out of the “White House.”
. The analysis cites three sep-

arate times in his testimony
before "the Watergate com-

' mittee where Dean said he
~used ‘the . word “contained”

on Sept. 15.

“According to the tran-
script of the tape of Sept.
15, John Dean never used
the word ‘contained,’ never
used the expressicn ‘it has
been contained,” never made
any statement even similar
to that,” the White House
‘analysis asserts.

The analysis does not cite
the following exchange be-
tween Dean and Mr. Nixon
on Sept. 15: :

“Mr. Nixon: You really
can’t sit and worry about it
all the time. The worst may
happen, but it may not. So
you just try to button it up
as well as you can and hope
for the best, and remember
basically the damn business
is unfortunately trying to
cut our losses.

“Dean: Certainly that is
right and certainly it has
had no effect on you. That’s
the good thing.

“Haldeman: No, it has
been kept a way from the
White House and ,of course
completely from {h,e Presi-
dent.” 2

The -analysis also chal-
lenges as false Dean’s testi-
mony that he told Mr. Nixon
“that I could not take credit

. because others had done

much more difficult things
than I had done.”

Dean also testified on
Sept. 15 he told Mr. Nixon,
“I certainly could make no
assurances that the day
would come when this mat-

ter would start to unravel.”

The analysis states that

‘Dean’s testimony “is 180 de-

grees from the truth,” citing
this excerpt from the Sept.
15 transcript:

“Dean: Three months ago
I would have had. trouble
predicting there would be a
day when this would be for-

‘gotten, but I think I can say

that 54 days from now noth-
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ing is going to come crash-
ing down to our surprise.”
Although Dean does not
explain the significance of
the 54 days, he apparently
"~ was referring to the Nov. 7
presidential election.
The analysis also asserts
“that not a word of truth is
contained”.'in Dean’s testi-

mony that Mr. Nixon
“wanted to know when this
matter (the Watergate

indictment) was. likely to
come to trial” or that “the
Justice Department had
held off as long as possible
the return -of the indict- :
ments.” - o L
Dean also testified that on
Sept. 15 he' told Mr. Nixon '
that lawyers at the Commit- -
tee for the Re-election of
the President ,were very '
hopeful of slowing down the
civil suit filed by the Demo-
cratic National Committee”
in connection. ‘with the
Watergate break-in “because
they (the lawyers) had been
making ex parte contacts
with the judge handling the
case .. . . The President was
pleased to hear this and re-
sponded to the. effect that,
‘Well, that’s helpful.” :
Dean repeated that testi-

mony several times while

testifying.

“Mr. ‘- Dean’s . suggestion
that the President greeted
with pleasure a statement
that improper contacts were
being made with a federal
judge turns out, on. inspec-

tion of the tapes, to be -

false,” the statement asserts.
In addition, the analysis
says that ‘the transcripts

show that Dean told- Mr.

Mr. Nixon tells Dean, ' “I
‘want a written report.”

Nixon that the judge .was-

making “entrees off the‘
bench” rather than re-elec-
tion. comniittee lawyers ap-

- proaching the judge.

The analysis also chal-
lenges Dean’s testimony
that he told Mr. Nixon on
Feb. 28, 1973, that Dean had
“legal problems” and that
he could be involved in an
obstruction of justice. “He
(Nixon) would not accept my
analysis and did not want
me to get into it in any de-
tail other than what I had
just related. He assured me
not to worry, that I had no
legal problems,” Dean testi-

- fied.

The -analysis cites one sec-
tion from the Feb. 28 tran-
script as being Dean’s brief-
ing on obstruction of jus-

~ tice. :

“Mr. Nixon: There is no
question what they are af-
ter. What the (Senate) com-
mittee is after is somebody
at the White House. They
would like to get Haldeman
or (sqecial presidential
counsel Charles W.) Colson,
(top presidential adviser
John D.) Ehrlichman. '

“Dean: Or possibly Dean
—You know, I am a small
fish.

“Mr. ‘Nixon: Anybody at

© the White House they would

—but in your case I think

~ they realize you are the law-

yer and they know you
didn’'t have a (adjective
deleted) thing to with the
campaign.

“Dean: That’s right.

“Mr. Nixon: That’s what I
think. Well, we’ll see.

“Dean: All right, sir, good-
bye.” : ’

The analysis also disputes
Dean’s testimony that he
discussed money demands
being made by the Water-
gate defendants with Mr.

Nixon on March 13. Dean,

according to sources on the
Senate committee; has con-
ceded that his testimony on
this point was incorreet, that

“the discussion occurred on

’

- March 21. '

The analysis also disputes
Dean’s testimony that he
and Mr. Nixon discussed
clemency on March 13. The
analysis states, “The truth:
The subject of clemency—
contrary to John Dean’s
‘sworn testimony and his in-
sistence—did not - arise on
March 13; no mention was
made of it in the meeting.” -

The analsysis does not,
however, cite the following
passage from the Feb. 28
transcript:

“Mr. Nixon: What the hell
do they expect though? Do
they expeect clemency in a
reasonable time?  What
would you advise on that?”

“Dean: I think it is one of
those things we will have to
watch very' closely. For ex-
ample— :

“Mr. Nixon: You couldn’t
do it, say, in six months.

. “Dean: No you couldn’t.

Dean, confrary to his testi-
mony, did not tell Mr. Nixon
everything he knew about
the Watergate cover-up on
March 21, according to the
analysis. Dean failed to
mention that he had di-
rected that an offer of clem-
ency be made to Watergate
conspirator James W. Mec-
Cord Jr. and that Dean had
shredded documents relat-
ing to the Wdtergate affair,
the analysis states.

The transcript of the af-
ternoon meeting of March
21 does not, according to the
analysis, support Dean’s tes-
timony that he told Mr.
Nixon for the first time in
front of Haldeman and Ehrl-
ichman that they and Dean
were all indictable for ob-
struction of justice.

On March 22; contrary to
Dean’s testimony, according
to the analysis, Mr. Nixon
told Dean to write a report
about the Watergate affair.

The analysis quotes a por-
tion of the. transcript were

The analysis appears to be
_House

strategy to make

In discussing the. report,
the . transcript shows, * Mr.
Nixon told Dean, “It is a
negative in setting * forth
general - information invol-
ving questions. - Your con-
sideration—your analysis, et
cetera. You have found this,
that. Rather than going into
every news story and every
charges, et cetera, et cet-
era.” £ e )

Finally, in two separate
meetings with' Mr. Nixon on
April 16, the analysis states,
the transeripts' show that,
contrary to Dean’s testi-
mony, Dean did not refuse
to sign two letters .of resig,
nation Mr. Nixon gave him.

In the second meeting,
Dean ' testified . that.. Mr.

“Nixon ‘read a draft-resigna-
“ tion Dean proposed—includ-

ing Haldeman and Ehrlich-
man—and said’ “it wasn’t
what he wanted. The analy-
sis states that Mr. Nixon
“expressed no opinion’ on
the letter whatsoever.” .

Dean’s testimony against
President Nixon the central
focus in the pending impeach-
-ment .proceedings in the

House Judiciary Committee.

_White House communica-

tions director Clawson has ar-

ranged audiences with presi-
dential counselor Dean Burch
and special presidential Wa-
tergate lawyer James D. St.

_Cla1r for syndicated column.
ists, White House regular cor-
respondents and other groups.
. “When thoughtful journal-
ists h_ave had an opportunity
to discuss and digest the
transeripts,” Clawson said,
“we are sure they will come
to the same conclusion we
have.

“The gist of their reaction
will be that, sure, the Presi-
dept thought about a Iot of
things and talked about a lot
of things, but when it came
down to the nut-cutting, he
acted properly.” :




