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Excerpts From Haldeman’s Testimony

NYT

Before the Select Panel on Watergate

3pectalto The New York Times

WASHINGTON, July 30—
Following are excerpts from
the testimony of H. R. Halde-
man, former White House
chief of staff, before the Sen-
ate Watergate Committee to-
“day.

MR. HALDEMAN:  DMr.
Chairman and merbers of
the Senate select committee.
As you know, I met volun-
tarily with the Senate com-
mittee staff on two occasions
for lengthy interviews to
answer any questions they
might want to ask of me;
and I requested nearly three
months ago an early oppor-
tunity to appear before this
committee.

I have also appeared be-
fore, and cooperated as fully
as I could with another
committee of he Senate, a
coramittee of the House of
T »~resentatives, ‘the United
Staies attorneys, the grand

jury and the attorneys taking

depositions for the Demo-
cratic National Committee in
heir civil suit, all in regard
to the matter before this
committee. In all of these ap-
pearances I have never taken
the Fifth Amendment and I
have never sought immunity
or any other kind of deal.

During the three months
since I resigned from the
White House staff, I have
scrupulously avoided discus-
sing any substantive aspects
of the Watergate case or re-
later matters in the press,
despite enormous pressure. I
hgve carefully avoided leak-
ing any information, express-
ing any opinion or conclu-
sidn, answering any charges
or commenting on any testi-
mony by others. As I have
stated countless times to re-
»oters and to the TV cam-
erns, I will cooperate fully
with the appropriate judicial
and legislative bodies in-
volved in this case. I feel
they are the proper-and ap-
propriate forums in which to
present complete explanation
and answer fully all ques-
tions.
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Figures in Senate Inquiry

Special to The New York Times :

WASHINGTON, July 30—Following are the names of

individuals who figured today in hearings by the Senate
select committee on the Watergate case:

COMMITTEE MEMBERS
Sam J. Ervin Jr., North Carolina Democrat, chairman.
Herman E. Talmadge, Democrat of Georgia.
Daniel K. Inouye, Democrat of Hawaii.
Joseph M. Montoya, Democrat of New Mexico.
Howard H. Baker Jr., Republican of Tennessec.
Edward J. Gurney, Republican of Florida.
Lowell P. Weicker Jr., Republican of Connecticut.

COMMITTEE COUNSEL

Samuel Dash, chief counsel and staff director.
Fred D. Thompson, chief minority counsel.
Rufus L. Edmisten, deputy counsel.

Terry F. Lenzner, assistant chief counsel.
James Hamilton, assistant chief counsel.

David M. Dorsen, assistant chief counsel.

H. William Shure, assistant minority counsel.

WITNESSES and COUNSEL
John D. Ehrlichman, former White House adviser.
H. R. Haldeman, former White House chief of staff.
John J. Wilson, counsel for Mr. Ehrlichman and Mr.
Haldeman.

PERSONS NAMED IN TESTIMONY

Charles W. Colson, former counsel to the Président.

John W. Dean'3d, former counsél to the President.

Dr. Daniel J. Elisberg, key witness in Pentagon papers
case.

Dr. Lewis Fielding, Dr. Daniel J. Ellsberg’s\ psychiatrist.

E. Howard Hunt Jr., ex-White House aide, pleaded guilty
in the Watergate break-in.

Herbert W. Kalmbach, President Nixon’s former personal
attorney.

Egil Krogh Jr., former assistant to Mr. Ehrlichman.

G. Gordon Liddy, former White House aide convicted in
Watergate break-in.

Jeb Stuart Magruder, former deputy director of the Com-
mittee for the Re-election of the President.

John N. Mitchell, former Attorney General and former
chief of the re-election committee.

Gordon C. Strachan, former assistant to Mr. Haldeman.
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- Confidence in President

-On each of these occasions,
I have further stated to the
press that I have full confi-
dence that when the entire
truth is known, it will be
clear to the American people
that President Nixon had no

Imowledge of or involvement
in either the Watergate af-
fair itself or the subsequent
efforts of a “cover-up” of
the Watergate. It will be
equally clear, despite all the
unfounded allegations to the
contrary, that I had no such
T.nowledge or involvement.

¥ had the rare privilege for
four years of serving on the
Whjg%HQusgnﬁta‘Pﬁ, under one

o Ameérica’s greatest Prest-”

dents and with the most out-
standing, dedicated, and able
group of people with whom
I have ever worked. Those
who served with me at the
White House had complete
dedication to the service of
this country. They had great
pride in the President they
served and great pride in the
accomplishments of the Nix-
on Administration in its first
four years. .

I cannot imagine anything
more . satisfying than have
had the opportunity to play
a part in the first -Nixon Ad-
mimistration — which broght
about the end of America’s

longest and most difficult

war; the end of the cold war
which had been a fact of life
for as long as many of us can
rzmember; the opening of
communications and dialogue
with the leaders of the Soviet
Union and the leaders of the
Peoples Republic of China;
the building  of a structure
that can well lead not to just
one but many generations of
peace; the start of the return
of the power of government
to the people by revenue-
sharing and Federal reorgan-
zation; the whole new ap-
proach to domestic programs
resigned to bring those pro-
grams into line with the real
people. We all felt and still
feel that the first four years
was a time of laying the



groundwork for even greater
accomplishments in the sec-
ond term and we have com-
plete faith that the promise
will be met.

A Great ‘Tragedy’

One of the great tragedies
of our time is that, for the
moment at least, a cloud
hangs over the accomplish-
ments of the past four years
and the promise of the next
four years because of Water-
gate, its aftermath and re-
lated matters. This has
spawned an unceasing bar-
rage of charges and counter-
charges, allegations, innuen-
do, hearsay, rumor, specula-
tion, hypothesis, which I de-
voutly hope these hearings
and the concurrent work of -
the Justice Department and
the special prosecutor will
bring to an early and definite
conclusion so that the nation
and its leadership can again
turn their thoughts and their
efforts to more productive
enterprises. .

During this period with its
intense concentration on ev-
ery aspect of the Watergate
and everything related to it,
the sense .of proportion re-
garding the time period un-
der study becomes grossly -
distorted. In looking at the
year 1972, it is important —
especially now during these
hearings —to try to keep a
sense of perspective as to
where things fit. The harm-
less eye of a fly viewed -
der a microscope can -
come a terrifying object in
:spite of its actual insignifi-
eance. Likewise, the Water-

gate viewed under the micro-
scope of this hearing and the
intensive coverage of all of
its aspects can become a ter-
rifying sight if one loses
track of the perspective in
which it should be viewed.
This is in no way an attempt
to minimize the importance
of the problems posed by the
Watergate or the necessity
to get to the truth and ot
take the necessary actions to
deal with the facts and pre-
vent a recurrence.

Based on Memory

Mr. Chairman, my state-
ment and testimony before
this committee will be based
on my bes recollection after
a careful review of logs,
notes, et cetera, to try to
reconstruct the facts as best
I can.

I am severely limited in
this effort because, despite
the tense focus of attention

on each minute event

today . > SV
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happened most of these
things were not of great im-

portance and were not re-
corded in any detail, if at
all. This is especially true for
1973. From then on my Pres-
idential notes regarding the
Watergate case are much
more voluminous because the
President was then directing
a great deal of his attention
to the Watergate matter,
whereas he had not done so
earlier.

I have had access, under
the supervision of a Secret
Service agent, to my hand-
written motes regarding con-
versations with the Presi-
dent which are in the Presi-
dent’s files. I have not been
permitted to make copies of
them or to take notes from
them. I have been under ex-
actly the same restrictions as
Gordon Strachan described.
My files are in the same
Tom as his. I Kepi no rec-
ords of my own; all my rec-
ords are in the President’s
file.

I might mention that my
handwritten notes on sheets
of yellow paper from June,
1972, and through February,
1973, make a stack about
eight inches high. All of the
pages on which there is any
reference or any not ergard-
Ing Watergate during that
‘period add up to less than
one-eighth of an inch. In oth-
er words, my Watergate
notes amount to no more
than 1 per cent of my total
notes during that period.

were taking place that seri-
ously jeopardized a number
of highly sensitive foreign
policy initiatives that had
been undertaken by the Ad-
ministration, including the
ending of the war in Viet-
nam, the Middle East crisis,
nuclear arms limitation, 'and
the establishment of new re-
lationships among the great
powers.  These initiatives
were closely iterrelated; leaks
about any one of them could
seriously endanger all of
them; and such leaks were
taking place. ) .

Wiretap Program

In order to deal with these
leaks, a program of wiretaps
was instituted in 1969 and
continued into early 1971.
The President has stated that
each of these taps was under-
taken in accordance with
procedures that were legal
at the time and in accord
with long-standing practice

w0 this area. This program

was authorized by “the Presi--
dent of the United States and
the wiretaps were determined
by coordination between the
director of the F.B.I. The
President’s assistant for na-
tional security affairs and
the Attorney General of the
United States.

In 1970, the domestic se-
surity problem reached crit-
ical proportions as a wave of
bombings and explosions,
rioting and violence, demon-
strations, arson, gun battles
and other disruptive activties
took place across the country
—on college campuses pri-
marily — but also in other
areast :

In order to deal with this
problem, the President set up
an linteragency committee
consisting of the directors of
the F.B.I, the C.I.A., the De-
fense Intelligence Agency and
the National Security Agency.
This committee was instruc-
ted to prepare recommenda-
tions for the President —
which they did. The report
they submitted included spe-
cific options for expanded in-
telligence operations and Mr.
Husion, the White House
staff man for this project was
notified by a memorandum
from me of the approval of
tthe President.

-As has been reported, Di-
rector Hoover expressed op-
position to pants of this
program and as a result, the
agencies were subsequently
notified that the approval had
been recinded. This approval
was withdrawn before the
plan was implemented so the
net result was that it mever
went into effect.

Instead of this program, an

Intelligence Evaluation Com- |

mittee was created in Decem-
ber of 1970 that included
representative of the White
House, C.I.LA.,, F.BI, N.S.A.
and the departments of Jus-

tice, Treasury and Defense |

and the Secret Service. The
miission of this committee
was to improve coordination
among the intelligence com-
munity and to prepare evalu-
ations and estimates of do-
mestic intelligence.

Pentagon Papers

In mid-1971, The New York
Times started publication of
the so-called Pentagon papers
which had been stolen from
the sensitive files of the De-

partments of State and De- -

fense and the C.IA. and
which covered military and
diplomatic moves in a war
that was still going on. The
implications of this security
leak were enormous, and it
posed a threat so grave as

-to require, in the judgment of
_ the President and his senior

advisors, extroardinary ac-
tion. As a result, the Presi-
dent approved creation of the
special investigations unit
within the White House which
later became known 2s the
plumbers. John Ehrlichman
was responsible for super-
vision of this group, Mr.



Krogh and Mr. Young of the
Domestic Council and Na-
tional Security Council staffs

were the two principal staff
members. While I was aware
of the existence and general
purpose of this unit, I was
not familiar with any of its
specific activities or assign-
ments.

[This section of Mr. Hal-

deman’s prepared statement
concerns a meeting in Presi-
dent Nixon’s office on March
21, 1973, in which John W.
Dean 3d, the former White
Hpuse counsel, has testified

that President Nixon indicat- .

ed his knowledge of the Wa-
tergate cover-up. Mr. Halde-
man said today he was pres-

ent for about half of the.

meeting. and heard White
House ' tapes of the entire
meeting sometime last April.
Mr. Haldeman’s recollection
in the testimony is based, he
said, on both the tapes and
his personal attendance at
parts of the meeting.]

ADDENDUM

March 21st meeting.

I was present for the final
40 minutes of the President’s
meeting with John Dean on
the morning of March 21.
While I was not present for
the first hour of the meeting,
I did listen to the tape of the
entire meeting. Following is
the substance of that meeting
to the best of my recollection.

Dean reported some facts

regarding the“planning and

the break-in of the D.N.C.
[Democratic National Com-
mitttee] and said again there
were no White House person-
nel involved. He felt Magrud-
er was fully aware of the
operation, but he was not
sure about Mitchell. He said
that Liddy had given him a
full rundown right after
Watergate and that no one in
the White House was in-
volved. He said that his only
concerns regarding the White
House were in relation to the
Colson phone call to Magrud-
er which might indicate
White House pressure and the
possibility that Haldeman got
some of the “fruits’ of the
bugging via Strachan since he
had been told the “fruits had
been supplied to Strachan.
He outlined his role in the
January planning meetings
and recounted a report he
said he made to me regarding
the second of those meetings.
Regarding the post-June
17th situation, he indicated
concern about two problems,
money and clemency. He said
~that Colson had said some-
thing to Hunt about clemen-

cy. He did not report any
other offers of clemency al-
though he felt the defend-
ants’ expected it. The Presi-
dent confirmed that he could
-not.offer. clémency and.Dean
agreed.
‘A Bad Appearance’

Regarding money, Dean
said he -and Haldeman were
involved. ThHere was a bad
appearance which could be
developed into a circumstan-
tial chain of evidence regard-
ing obstruction of justice. He
said that Kalmbach had
raised money for the defend-.
ants; that Haldeman had
okayed the return of the
$350,000 to the committee,
and that Dean had handled
the dealings between'the par:
ties in doing this. He said
that the money was for law- -
yers' fees.

He also reported on a cur-
rent Munt blackmail threat.
He said Hunt was demand-
ing $120,000 or else he would
tell about the seamy things
he had done for Ehrlichman.
The President pursued this in
considerable detail, obviously
trying to smoke out what was
really going on. He led Dean
on regarding the process and
what he would recommend
doing. He asked such things
as—well, this is the. thing .
you would' recommend? We |
ought to do this? Is that |

- right> And he asked where |
the money would come from?
How it would be delivered?
And so on.

He asked how much money
would be involved over the
years and Dean said probably
a million dollars — but the

problem is that it is hard to
raise. The President said there
is no problem in raising a
million dollars, we can do
that, but it would be wrong. .

'II have the clear impression
that he was trying to find

. out what it was Dean wag
saying and what Dean was
recommending. He wa trying
to get Dean’s view and he !
was asking him leading ques-
tions in order to do that
This is the method the Pres;.
dent often used when he was
moving toward a determina-

1 tion.
Other Activities

‘Dean also mentioned his
concern about other activi-
lies getting out, such as the
‘Ellsberg” ~ break-in, some.
thing regarding Brookings,
the other Hunt activities for
Colson on Chappaquiddick,
the Segretti matter, use of
Kalmbach funds, ete. .
. When I entered the meet.-
Ing, there was another dig-
cussion regarding the Hunt
threat and the President again
explored in _considerab]e

depth the various options
and tried to draw Dean out
on his recommendation.

The meeting then turned
to the question of how to
deal with the situation and
the President mentioned Ehr-
lichman’s  recommendation
that everybody should g0 to
the grand jury. The Presi-
dent told Dean to explore aji
of this with Haldeman, Ehr-
lichman and Mitchell.

There was no discussion
while I was in the room, nor

do I recall any discussion'on
the tape on the question of
clemency in the context of
the President saying that he
had discussed this with Ehr-
lichman and with Colson.
The only mention of clemen-
¢y was Dean’s report that
Colson discussed clemency
with Hunt and the President’s
statement that he could not
offer clemency and Dean’s
agreement—oplus a comment
that Dean thought the others
expected it.

Dean mentioned several
times during this meeting his
awareness that he was tell-
ing the President things the
President had known nothing
about.

I have to surmise that
there is a genuine confusion
in Mr. Dean’s mind as to
what ~ happened on March
13th vs. what happened on
March 21, because some of
what he describes in quite
vivid detail as happening on

March 13 did, in fact, happen
on March 21. The point about -
my laughing at his being
more knowledgeable next
time, and the question that
he says he raised on March
13 regarding the million dol-
lars are so accurately de=
scribed, up to a point, as to
what really happened on
March 21 that I believe he is
confused between the two
dates.

Disagreement on Clemency

Mr. Dean’s recollection
that the President had told
him on March 13 that Ehr-
lichman had discused an ef-
fer of clemency to Hunt with
him and he had also dis-
cussed Hunt’s clemency with
Colon is at total variance
with everything that I have
ever heard from the Presi-
dent, Ehrlichman or Colson.
I don’t recall such a dicus-
sion in either the March 13
or the March 21 meeting.




William Hundley, lawyer for John N. Mitchell, rising to
object to a discussion of the Vesco case. Mr. Mitchell and
Maurice H. Stans are under indictment in the case in-

The New York Times/George Tames

volving campaign funds. John D. Ehrlichman, right, the
witness at the time, and John J. Wilson, middle, Liis law-
yer, wait. Committee stopped questioning on the -ubject.

Now, to the question of
impression. Mr. Dean ' drew
the erroneous conclusion that
the President was -fully
knowledgebale of cover-up at
the time of the March 13
meeting in the sense (1) of
being aware that money had
been paid for silence and
that (2) the money demands
could reach a million dollars
and that the President said
that was no problem. He
drew his conclusion from a
hypothetical discussion of
questions since the President
told me later that he had no
intention to do anything
whatever about ‘money and
had no knowledge of the so-
called cover-up.

I had no difficulty accept-

ing the President’s version,.

based on years of very close
association with President
Nixon and on hundreds of
hours meetings with him.

Having observed the Presi-

dent all these years, in many
different situations, it was
very clear to me on March 21
that the President was ex-
ploring and probing; that he
was surprised; that he was
trying to find out what in the

‘world was going on; he didn’t

understand how this all fit
together and he was trying
to find out. He was pushing
hard for that kind of infor-
mation about Mr. Dean.

The President further was
concerned about how this
ought to be dealt with and
he was interested in getting
views from Ehrlichman, Dean,
Haldeman and Mitchell be-
cause he felt that those views
might be enlightening as to
what the true situation was.
For that reason he asked that
a meeting be held with the
four of us in the immediate
future and such a meeting
was scheduled for the next
day.




