
Dean: 'The Cover-Up ... 

Became the Instant 
Way of Life' 

During questioning of for-
mer White House counsel 
John W. Dean III by the Sen-
ate select Watergate commit-
tee yesterday, Dean's charges 
against President Nixon were 
summarized and his actions 
and motives as White House 
counsel were examined. These 
are excerpts of some of this 
questioning. 

Dean was first questioned 
by Samuel Dash, the lawyer 
for the Senate committee's 
Democratic majority. 

Dash: . . . I understand 
(there) was an overall intel-
ligence plan developed by 
the time you had already ar-
rived at the White House in 
July of 1970 by White House 
leadership or including 
White House leadership to 
deal with internal security 
and domestic dissent which 
included such activities as 
illegal break-in and wiretap-
ping . . . 

Then there was the so-
called plumbers operation 
set up in the White House in 
1971 under Mr. (John) Ehrl-
ichman and Mr. (Egil) 
Krogh (Jr.) utilizing Mr. (E. 
Hpward) Hunt (Jr.) and Mr. 
(G. Gordon) Liddy to inves-
tigate leaks such as the Pen-
tagon paper leaks, which 
utilized such tactics as 
break-ins, 	photographing 
and bugging, and then there 
was Operation Sandwedge 
recommended by Mr. (John) 
Caulfield but never finally 
approved, which had covert 
features to it such as the 
use of bag men and wiretap-
ping. 

Dash: . . . recognizing that 
some of these earlier plans 
had the approval of such 
things as break-ins and wire-
tapping and things of that, 
covert activity, the break-in 
at the Democratic National 
Committee headquarters 
was not extraordinary in 
context of those plans, 
would that not be true? 

Dean: That is correct, sir. 
Dash: Therefore, on the 

basis of your own statement, 
would it be fair to say that 
the true concern of those 
who approved such tactics 
in the past, such as Mr. 
Haldeman, Ehrlichman, as 
you have stated, would not 
be that there was a break-in 
but that the Committee for  

the Re-Election of the Presi-
dent burglars had been 
caught at it? 	The con- 
cern really was that they 
had been caught rather than 
they had broken in. 

Dean: I think that is cor-
rect. 

Dash: 
Now, in your statement, 

you have described a num- 
ber of meetings and activi- 
ties occurring immediately 
after the arrest of the CRP 
burglars in the Democratic 
National Committee head-
quarters in the Watergage 
on June 17, '72, and continu-
ing for several months 
thereafter, involving such 
persons as Mr. H. R. Halde-
man, Mr. Ehrlichman, Mr. 
Charles Colson, Mr. Robert 
Mardian, Mr. John N. Mitch-
ell, Mr. Fred LaRue, Mr. 
Jeb Stuart Magruder, your-
self, and others. 

Isn't it your testimony 
that this flurry of activity 
represented a massive cover-
up operation to prevent the 
prosecutors, the FBI, and the 
public from learning of the 
involvement of high White 
House or CRP officials, ei-
ther in the Watergate break-
in or embarrassing earlier 
illegal activities of a similar 
nature such as the Daniel 
Ellsberg break-in? 

Dean: That is correct, Mr. 
Dash. 

Dash: And did not this 
cover-up require a number 
of strategies such as perjury 
and subornation of perjury 

. . and the undermining of 
the judicial process, payoffs 
to indicted defendants to 
maintain their silence, limit-
ing the FBI inquiry so they 
would not stumble on other 
illegal intelligence activities 
of the White House? 

Dean: That is correct. 
Dash: And is it not true  

that you played a role in all 
of these cover up activities? 

Dean: That is correct. 
Dash: Did you do these 

things on your own initia-
tive, Mr. Dean, or at any 
direction of anybody else? 

Dean: I would have to say 
that to describe it, I inher-
ited a situation. The cover-
up was in operation when I 
returned to .my office on 
Monday, the 9th, and it just 
became the instant way of 
life at that point in time and 
I participated in that and 
engaged in these activities 
along with the others. 

I was taking instructions. 
Dash: From whom were 

you taking instructions? 
Dean: I was taking in-

structions from Mr. Halde-
man, Mr. Ehrlichman, I was 
taking instructions and sug-
gestions from Mr. Mitchell 
and Mr. Mardian. I was a 
conveyor of messages back 
and forth between each 
group and at times, I was 
making suggestions myself. 

Dash: Mr. Dean, I don't 
think the record is clear 
from the statement. You 
held an impressive title, 
counsel to the President, and 
I understand had quite a big 
office. But could you tell us 
just what in fact was your 
relationship with Mr. Halde-
man and Mr. Ehrlichman in 

your position with the White 
House? 

Dean: Well, I learned be-
fore I went to the White 
House that the title was 
probably the best part of 
the job. My reporting rela-
tionship was directly to Mr. 
Haldeman, but because Mr. 
Ehrlichman had  formerly 
been the counsel, he main-
tained a very active interest 
in many of the things of the 
counsel's office. 

So that most of the work of 
the counsel's office was re-
ally related to technical le-
gal problems, making sure 
that the i's were crossed—or 
that the i's were dotted and 
the t's were crossed on cer- 



tain documents, to examine 
questions on timing, on 
pocket vetoes, to work with 
the Department of Justice 
in making sure that they 
were preparing even legal 
positions on issues that were 
of importance to the White 
House. I had a number of 
dealings with the persons 
who were working on the 
Nixon foundation and did 
some personal work on the 
President's San Clemente 
properties and other per-
sonal things like that for the 
President, where I was the 
conduit to the law firm that 
was handling this for the 
President. 

I would not say that it 
was a policymaking posi-
tion, by any means. 

Dash: And to a large ex-
tent, you were in fact re-
porting to either Mr. Ehrl-
ichman or Mr. Haldeman? 

Dean: That is correct. 
Dash: Now, given such a 

massive cover - up operation 
that was under way with the 
approval and with the direc-
tion at times of Mr. Halde-
man, Mr. Ehrlichman, and 
Mr. Mitchell, do you have an 
opinion — and I am asking 
you at this point for just an 
opinion—as to whether the 
President would have been 
informed of this cover-up 
operation from its incep-
tion? 

Dean: Mr. Dash, I think it 
is unfair to ask me opinions. 
I can surmise from the way 
I know the White House op-
erated. I will say this, that 
in my statement, I indicated 
that I had reached a conclu-
sion in my own mind when I 
went to the Attorney Gen• 
eral (Mitchell), for example, 
that this thing might well go 
right to the President. I 
would say that that evidence 
is an opinion, that I was con-
cerned that it did, knowing 
how the White House oper-
ated, knowing how the re-
porting information went up 
to the President. 

Dash: Well, the question 
was put to you just on the 
basis of your knowledge, 
your intimate knowledge, I 
take it, of how the White 
House operated and what 
Mr. Haldeman's relationship 
to the President was as you 
have already testified. 

But actually, according to 
your own statement, in fact, 
you learned firsthand, did 
you not, that the President 
did know about the cover-up 
when you met with him on 

Sept. 15, 1972, the day the 
indictments came down cut-
ting off the involvement of 
Liddy. Is that so? 

Dean: That is correct. 
Dash: When the President 

told you on Sept. 15, as you 
say in your statement, that 
Bob Haldeman had kept him 
posted on your handling of 
the Watergate case, and 
complimented you on the 
good job you had done and 
expressed h i s appreciation 
on the difficulty of your 
tasks, did you have any 
doubt in your mind what the 
President was talking about? 

Dean: No, I did not. 
Dash: .. . Now, if the 

President had been kept 
posted by Mr. Haldeman as 
to how you were handling 
the Watergate case he 
would have known of these 
illegal acts and according to 
your statement was, did in 
fact congratulate you for 
your successful performance 
of these acts, would that not 
be true from your point of 
view? 

Dean: I think this is true. 
Dash: Therefore, Mr. 

Dean, whatever doubts you 
may have had prior to Sept. 
15 about the President's in-
volvement in the cover-up, 
did you have any doubts 
yourself about this after 
Sept. 15? 

Dean: No, I did not. 
Dash: Is it, not true, Mr. 

Dean, that based on the 
statement you have given 
this committee, that not 
only did the President ex-
press his approval to you on 
Sept. 15 of your cover-up ac-
tivities leading .to an indict-
ment of no one higher than 
Liddy but after Sept. 15 the 
President took an active 
part in the cover-up? Or let 
me briefly summarize and 
very briefly, your state-
ments concerning this and 
please tell me if this is an 
.accurate summary of what 
you have stated in your long 
statement. 

One, after telling the 
President on Sept. 15 that 
you could not assure that 
the cover-up would not un-
ravel it, in fact did begin to 
unravel in January, 1973, 
when Hunt pressed for a 
promise 	of 	executive 
clemency; and that you 
learned om Mr. Ehrlich- 

man in January and from 
the President himself on 
March 13, 1973, that the 
President, when apprised of 
Hunt's pressure, authorized 
giving Hunt assurances con-
cerning executive clemency. 

In your meeting with the 
President on March 13, 
(1973) when you apprised 
the President of increasing 
pay-off demands from Mr. 
Hunt, which you estimated 
would cost as much as $1 
million, the President, ac-
cording to your statement, 
responded that that amount 
of money would be no prob-
lem, and inquired as to how 
such payment could , be 
made, leading to a discus-
sion by you in the presence 
of the President, of launder-
ing money and secret drops. 

And despite your lengthy 
explanation to the President 
when you met with him on 
March 21 concerning the 
criminal involvement of var-
ious White House and CRP 
officials including Mr. 
Haldeman, Mr. Ehrlichman, 
Mr. Colson, yourself, Mr. 
Magruder, and the increased 
demands for pay-off money 
requiring more cover-up ac-
tivity on the part of the 
White House, the President 
took no affirmative action to 
end the cover-up. And that, 
indeed, the President made 
according to your statement, 
specific plans to deal with 
this select committee of the 
Senate to prevent it from 
being effective, and sought 
to further the cover-up by 
attempting to have Mr. Mitc-
hell acknowledge his guilt 
in approving the Liddy plan 
with the hope that this 
would satisfy the various in-
vestigating bodies. 

And, finally, when you 
would not continue to par-
ticipate in the cover-up, ac-
cording to your statement, 
but retained counsel and 
went to the United States 
attorney's ,office and began 
to tell what you knew about 
the Watergate case, the 
President sought to protect 
Mr. Haldeman and Mr. Ehrl-
ichman, who had been 
clearly implicated by you 
and asked that you submit 
to him a letter of resigna-
tion. Is that a fair summa-
rization or brief though it 
may be in terms of your 
long statement of your 
meeting you had with the 
President and the informa- 



tion you had with him? 
Dean: Yes, it is. 
Dash: Why is it you 

waited until April 15 before 
you told the prosecutors of 
your knowledge of the Pres-
ident's involvement. 

Dean: I didn't tell them 
on—it was after April 15 
that I did. Preceding that 
time my lawyer and I had 
first of all had discussions 
about matters of executive 
privilege, 	attorney-client 
privilege, and national secu- 
rity matters. We saw there 
were legal problems, al-
though we had resolved in 
our own mind these were 
not problems as far as pre-
venting the necessary disclo- 
sures of the contents of 
some of these conversations. 
However, I must be very 
candid, I was hopeful that 
the President himself would 
step forward and tell of his 
involvement in some of 
these things .. . 

Dash: . . . Is this the first 
time (Monday's Senate 
hearing), Mr. Dean, you 
have told your story about 
your involvement and the 
involvement of others, in-
cluding the President under 
oath? 

Dean: That is correct. 
Dash: Including, of 

course, the executive session 
at which you appeared be-
fore this committee? 

Dean: That is correct. 
Dash: . . . Mr. Dean, you 

have made serious charges 
before the committee. 

Do you have any special 
motive in making these 
charges such as a hope for 
immunity before the 
prosecutors? You have al-
ready received immunity be- 
fore this committee which is 
only use immunity and-does 
not prevent your being pros- 
ecuted for any crimes that 
the prosecutors have evi-
dence against you. 

Do you have any motive 
in making these charges 
against the President based 
on the fact that this may 
lead to giving you immunity 
from the prosecutors? 

Dean: Mr. Dash, I have 
been asked to give testi- 
mony. That testimony hap-
pens to involve the Presi-
dent of the United States. I 
don't plan to use, I have no 

motive in giving that testi-
mony to try to obtain immu-
nity from the prosecutors, 
no, sir. 

Dash: I guess you are 
fully aware, Mr. Dean, of 
the gravity of the charges 
you have made under oath 
against the highest official 
of our land, the President of 
the United States. 

Dean: Yes, I am. 
Dash: And being so aware, 

do you still stand on your 
statement? 

Dean: Yes, I do. 
The Senate committee's 

minority counsel, Fred 
Thompson, pressed Dean to 
account for his own actions 
in the cover-up of the 
Watergate affair. 

Thompson: Mr. Dean, let 
me ask you a few questions 
about your actions after the 
Watergate incident and by 
asking questions about your 
own personal involvement. I 
hope I am not appearing to 
be •badgering you in any 
way, but I am sure you un-
derstand that your actions 
and motivations are very 
relevant. 

Dean: In fact, if I were 
still at the White House, I 
would probably be feeding 
you the questions to ask 
the person who is sitting 
here. 

Thompson: If I were here 
as I am, I would have re- 
sponded as I have re-
sponded that I do not need 
questions to be fed to me 
from anybody. 

. . . When you turned 
over the documents from 
Hunt's safe to Mr. Gray, L. 
Patrick Gray, then active 
chief of the FBI, I believe 
you stated that you did not 
tell him to destroy them but 
that they were politically 
sensitive? 

Dean: That is correct ... I 
think I described them as 
political dynamite. 

Thompson: Did you ever 
tell him to destroy those 
documents? 

Dean: No sir. 
Thompson: On any subse-

quent occasion, did you not 
in fact call Mr. Gray subse-
quently and ask him 
whether or not he had in 
fact destroyed those docu-
ments? 

Dean: No, Mr. Gray and I 
discussed the documents at 
one of the meetings in his 
office in, I think, early July 
or sometime of that nature, 
in which he told me that he 
had taken the documents to 

Connecticut and he had 
them there, and either indi-
cated to me that he was 
planning to read them or 
had read them, I am very 
unclear on that. At that 
time he had mentioned 
nothing about destruction of 
the documents, and it was 
not until after I had my 
meeting in January, early 
January, with Mr. Petersen, 
(Henry Petersen of Justice 

Department) and subse-
quently met with Mr. Gray 
that he told me he had de-
stroyed the documents. 

Thompson: In your discus-
sions with (Gen. Vernon) 
Walters of the CIA, what 
was the purpose of your dis-
cussions with Mr. Walters? 

Dean: Well, to the best of 
my recollection there was a 
meeting as a result of a 
meeting that had occurred 
in Mitchell's office . . . the 
decision had been made that 
there was some need for 
some sort of support, and 
there was a discussion in 
Mitchell's office about the 
fact that the CIA would 
have the facilities to do this 
and the fact that these were 
CIA people and the CIA 
should have an interest in 
doing this sort of thing. It 
was from there I went to 
discuss this with Mr. Ehrl-
ichman. 

Mr. Ehrlichman told me 
he thought it was a good 
idea that I explore this and 
that he told me I should 
talk to Gen. Walters. I told 
him at that time I didn't 
know the people at the CIA, 
I didn't know Richard 
Helms, I didn't know Walters. 
He told me, "Well, you tell 
Walters to call me if you 
have any problems." So the 
purpose of that meeting was 
for me to explore if there 
was any possibility that the 
CIA could be of assistance 
in dealing with these prob-
lems. 

Thompson: Was it not the 
purpose of that meeting to 
get the CIA to help you in 
the cover-up? 

Dean: Yes, it was. 
Thompson: I believe you 

also delivered a message to• 
Mr. Hunt through Mr. Liddy 
to tell him to get out of the 
country, is that correct? 

Thompson: . . . All right, 
Mr. Dean, let me move now, 
if I can, to why you have 
talked about your involve- 
ment in the cover-up, why 
you participated in the 
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cover-up. In any way was it 
because of the fear that you 
had about your own per-
sonal involvement, up until 
that time? When you heard 
about the break-in at the 
DNC, what went through 
your mind? Did you have 
fear for your own personal, 
concerning your own per-
sonal involvement in the 
matter up until that time? 

After all, you had intro-
duced Liddy to Mitchell, 
had you not? I believe—you 
had in fact recommended, or 
sent, anyway, Mr. Liddy 
over to the Committee to 
Re-Elect. You explained how 
all these things came about 
—start from the standpoint 
of somebody investigating 
the matter from outside—
that you sent. Mr. Liddy to 
the Committee to Re-Elect. 
You did, at the March 1972  

meeting with Liddy when 
these matters were dis-
cussed, you did at the Feb. 
4, (1972) meeting when these 
matters were discussed. 
Very possibly when some-
body talked about these 
meetings, very possibly that 
a conspiracy of some kind 
was in the making, could get 
out. 

You know the law of con-
spiracy, generally; if a per-
son involves himself in a 
conspiracy and one of his 
co-conspirators subsequently 
commits an overt 'act, you 
very well may be held re-
sponsible for what one of 
your co-conspirators does. 
You are a lawyer. I am sure 
you realize that. 

Liddy did come to you af-
ter those 'meetings in Febru- 
ary and March to solicit 
your help in getting this 
plan approved and you said 
you turned him off 'at that 
time. 

(Gordon) Strachan and 
Magruder did call you when 
they were having trouble 
with Liddy to get you to 
help4)them on one of their 
problems with Liddy. Evi-
dently, Strachan (who was 
Holdeman's assistant) or 
Marguder or Liddy himself 
felt that you had some in-
volvement in there... 

Thompson: Did you not, at 
one point, say to yourself, it 
ooks like I am possibly in-
volved in this thing or very 
much involved in this thing, 
therefore, I 'am going to par-
ticipate in a cover-up.? 

Dean: When I learned, for 
example, talking to Mr. Stra-
chan, that he had been in-
structed to destroy records, 
that was my greatest con-
cern at that time. If it had 
been merely john Dean, we 
would have had far fewer 



problems, because I would 
have been willing to step 
forward as I did with Ehrl-
ichman. I told him exactly 
what my involvement was 
when I was first asked by 
him what it was. The stakes 
were too high regarding any 
personal feelings that I had 
regarding myself. I had no 
criminal problem. If they 
wanted to fire me on the ba-
sis of the involvement I had, 
fine. If we could re-elect the 
President, fine. John Dean 
certainly would not stand in 
the way of that. People were 
removed from the White 
House for far less ... 

Thompson: Why did you 
not tell the federal prosecu-
tors when you first made 
contact with them, when 
you had decided that either 
you or your attorneys, I be-
lieve on April 2 of this year 
when your attorney first 
made contact with the fed-
eral prosecutors. I am still 
not quite sure in my own 
mind why you did not, evi-
dently, relate then the na-
ture of the President's in-
volvement or the fact that 
the President was involved 
to some extent. 

Dean: Well, of course, it 
was not my presence at the 
meetings, so I am not aware 
of what was discussed. My 
lawyer and I did discuss it. 
We were aware of the fact 

that there were attorneys-
client privilege problems, 
there was executive privi-
lege, there were national se-
curity matters and I frankly 
was hopeful that at some 
point, when the President 
returned, I would have a 
chance to go in and tell the 
President, this is the way I 
saw it; this is what I have 
done, and ask him, based on 
that, expect him to come 
forward and explain his in-
volvement the way I 
thought he would. 

Thompson: When were 
you terminated at the White 
House, Mr. Dean? 

Dean: My resignation was 
requested and accepted on 
the 30th of April. 

Thompson: Without your 
involvement? 

Dean: Without my in-
volvement. 

Thompson: So you had 
from April 2, 1973, to April 
30 in which to do what you 
are talking about, meet the 
President and try to get him 
to step forward. 

Dean: Let me get this 
straight. I am talking about 

the period from April 2 to 
April 15, there were no dis-
cussions with the President 
From April 15 on, I began 
inferentially, because it was 
impossible to explain things, 
explaining the highlights of 
some of the things that in-
volved the President with-
out getting terribly specific 
with him, but giving him 
very broad ideas of some of 
the areas that were in-
volved. 

Thompson: If you were in-
terested in his coming for-
ward, why did you not tell 
him that you were talking to 
the prosecutors or you made 
some contact with the prose-
cutors? 

Dean: Well, I met with him 
on the 21st (of April). I met 
with him again on the 22d, 
called again on the 23rd. I 
had given him what I 
thought was the most dra-
matic way I could tell him 

' what the situation was. 
Nothing happened as a re-
sult of that. 

I was getting signals from 
Haldeman in my meetings 
with him. He directed me to 
come down, really, from 
Camp David. He said, you 
just cannot hole up up 
there. 

I said I do not want to 
talk-to Mitchell. 

He said, I think you have 
to come down and talk to 
Mitchell. 

It was very clear to me 
Mr.. Haldeman wanted me to 
come down and talk.to Mitch-
ell and Magruder. I saw a 
very different Bob Halde-
man than I had dealt with 
over the last year. That was 
clear to me that there was a 
new concern and I had be-
come a concern. It was for 
that reason that I did not 
turn over the report I had 
written at Camp David. The 
whole atmosphere changed 
after—really, after I had 
gone to Camp David. Proba-
bly the greatest change oc-
curred in the meeting on 
the afternoon of the 21st or 
the 22nd, when Ehrlichman, 

. Haldeman, and I met with 
the President, and I said in 
front of the President for 
the first time ever that I 
thought I had kept this 
agreement, everything was 
being said, because I said 
Ehrlichman, Haldeman, and 
Dean are all indictable. 

Thompson: Let us con-
sider your motivations 
would be at a time ... 

Thompson: Mr. Dean, is it 
your testimony that you 
were not in effect bargaining 
for immunity or seeking 
immunity? 

Dean: My law years were 
very heavily discussing im-
munity with the prosecutors 
at that time. 

Thompson:. . . And then 
contact was made (by Dean) 
with Mr. Dash (of the Sen-
ate committee). 

Dean: Mr. Dash made con-
tact with us. 

Thompson: Well, either 
way you want to put it, you 
discussed the matter with 
Mr. Dash, who very prop- 
erly, of course, was seeking 
any information he could 
get and talked with you 
about these matters. 

Then after, for the first 
time, as far as I know—you 
correct me if I am wrong— 
after that, some time after 
that, the stories started ap- 
pearing quoting sources 
close to you to the effect 
that you had met with 
Nixon more than 40 times to 
discuss the cover-up, that 
Nixon had substantial 
knowledge about what the 
White- House people were 
doing and all those things. 

Now, I do not want to 
leave an unfair implication 
if I am wrong about this, 
but the obvious question is 
whether or not you went to 
the prosecutors, gave them 
what you thought might be 
enough to get immunity; 
having failed there, came to 
this committee and offered 
a little more in order to get 
immunity from this commit-
tee. Was that or was that 
not your strategy? 
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Dean: I believe that is not 
correct. 

Thompson: In what points 
does that thesis break 
down? 

Dean: . . . the discussions 
with the prosecutors had 
gone into abeyance by the 
time Mr. Dash contacted us, 
because we were giving 
them so much information 
so fast and the thing was 
tumbling so quickly that 
they were in pursuit of it 

and it became more and 
more difficult for me. 

There also was the in-
creasing demand for a spe-
cial prosecutor. The prose-
cutors didn't know their 
own status. 

Meanwhile, Mr. Dash 



asked to discuss it with my 
attorney and he said, you 
are going to be called, you 
are going to be called soon 
and I want to know what it 
is all about. So he was given 
the story. 

Thompson: Of course, you 
did get immunity from this 
committee, (limited) use im-
munity. 

One last question, Mr. 
Dean. The reason I ask this, 
of course, is your statement 
is replete with references 
about your desire to un-
cover the cover-up and your 
desire to tell the truth in all 
these matters. Why, before 
you were forced out of the 
White House, and as you 
stated, you started making 
contact with the prosetutors 
on April 2 of that year, that 
you had substantial diffi-
culty with Mr. Haldeman 
and Ehrlichman, their de-
sire to get Mitchell to take 
the rap and get %them off 
the hook. Why didn't you 
resign, call a press confer-
ence, and tell the  entire 
truth about the matter if 
you wanted it to come out, 
substantially before you— 

Dean: When I was at 
Camp David—I went up on 
the 23d (of April 1973). On 
the 25th, I talked to a law-
yer and I told him I wanted 
to take some steps. He cau-
tioned me, said, for gosh 
sakes, don't do anything un-
til you do talk to a lawyer. - 

So it was when I came 
back frOm Camp David on 
the 28th that I again began 
calling to obtain a criminal 
lawyer. He told me—he said, 
John, he said, I know you 
want to get the truth out, 
and that was the first thing 
we told the prosecutors. He 
said, you don't have to run 
in a machine gun to do it. 
You have a Constitution, 
you can protect your rights, 
you can go forward, and if I 
am going to represent you, I 
am going to represent you 
the best way I know As a  

member of the Bar and 1 
will give you the best coun-
sel I can. I have tried to fol-
low his counsel and simulta-
neously get the truth out. 

Finally, Sen. Herman Tal-
madge (D-Ga.) questioned 
Dean. about his actions. 

Talmadge: Now, after (the 
Watergate. bugging and the 
beginning of the cover-up) 
occurred, why did you not, 
as counsel to the President, 
go to him at that time and 
tell him what was 
happening? 

Dean: Senator, I did not 
have access to the Presi-
dent. 

I never was presumptuous 
enough to try to pound on 
the door and get in because 
I knew that just did not 
work that way. I know of ef-
forts of other White House 
staff to get in. I have seen, 
for example, one of the 
reporter s sitting in this 
room, Mr. (Clark) Mallen-
hoff, memorandums he tried 
to send in to the President 
end they are just blocked 
when you try to send infor-
mation in. 

Talmadge: You mean you 
were counsel to the Presi-
dent of the U.S., and you 
could not get access to him 
if you wanted to, is that 
your testimony? 

Dean: No, sir, I thought it 
would be presumptuous of 
me to try, because I felt, I 
was told my reporting chan-
nel was Mr. Haldeman and 
Mr. Ehrlichman and I .was 
reporting everything I knew 
to them. 

Talmadge: It seems like to 
me after finding evidence of 
a conspiracy of this magni-
tude it was incumbent upon 
you as counsel to the Presi-
dent, to make every possible 
effort to see that he got that 
information at that time. 

Dean: Senator, I was par-
ticipating in the cover-up at 
that time . . . 


