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Senate Watergate com-
mittee chairman Sam J.
Ervin Jr. (D-N.C.) accused
the White House yester-
day of collaborating with
H. R. (Bob) Haldeman to
stage his testimony about
a tape recording the com-
mittee has sought unsuc-
cessfully from President
Nixon to establish what
he knew about the Water-

gate cover-up. o
Ervin characterized Halde-
man’s testimony about the
tape recording of a March
21, 1973, White House meet-
ing as “counterfeit evidence”

and a calculate eak of.

Haldeman’s version of what

the tape shows. Former
White House counsel John
W. Dean III has testified
that Mr. Nixon indicated at
the March 21 meeting that
he knew about the cover-up.
Haldeman testified Monday
afternoon and yesterday,
however, that the tape shows
the President was trying to
find out about and stop any
cover-up, although Haldeman’s
account corroborates most
of the details testified to by
Dean.

Tape Testimony
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H. R. Haldeman: “I tried to run a tight ship.”

Ervin said yesterday that
the White House had made
::).nly a “gowdgg.nufg ob;’ec—
ion” to eman’s testify-
Mg Rbout the tape recording
of the meeting between Mr.
Nixon and Dean, a meeting
at which Haldeman himself
had been present for only
part of the time.

“I would say that the
clear indication is that the
White House’s counsel
wanted Mr. Haldeman to re-
veal his interpretation of
the tapes to the public,” Er-
vin said.

The extended discussion
of the tape by Ervin and
other members of the com-
mittee  underscored the
confidence +that President
Nixon has reposed in Halde-
man. . Haldeman testified
that he had been asked
twice by President Nixon—
once while still on the
White House staff and then
this month after resigning
April 30—to listen to tapes

| of presidential conversa-

tions and report back to him
on their contents.

See HEARING, A24, Col. 1

Expert advising Ervin
panel sees trouble getting
court to accept jurisdiction
in the tapes case. Page A25.

HEARING, From Al

Despite this firm indica-
_ tion that President Nixon,
as recently as three weeks -
ago, entrusted important as-
signments to Haldeman, the
White House former chief of
staff sought in his testimony
vesterday to minimize the
importance of his role in the
White House.

Haldeman continually ex-
pressed a lack of knowledge
about the Watergate affair,
many policy decisions made
in the White House and the
Nixon re-election committee,
and- stated he could not re-
call details of several meet-
ings in. which he  partici-
pated.

Haldeman acknowledged
with pride that, “I tried to
run a tight ship, and I think
successfully most of the
time . .. We did throughout
the White House operation
operate on what is known in
some views as a zero defect
system. We attempted to do
everything right.”

Haldeman acknowledged
that he played a major role
in overseeing what informa_l-



tion went to Mr. Nixon di-
rectly, but said he did not
play any substantive role in
formulation of policy.

“I would not want to im-
ply that I was a part of the
policy-making process in
terms of substance,” Halde-
man said in answer to a
question. “I was in terms of
procedure.”

In contrast to the aggres-
sive testimony of his close
friend and 'associate, former
Presidential domestic ad-
viser John D. Ehrlichman,
Haldeman was a soft-spoken,
cordial witness, smiling of-
ten, occasionally apearing
even shy in response to the
questions of committee
members. :

Haldeman’s gentle manner
in responses to even the
most hostile questions was
in contrast to the otherwise
increasingly acrimonious at-
mosphere of the hearings,
with the ranking minority
member, Sen. Howard H.
Baker Jr. (R-Tenn.), and mi-
nority counsel Fred Thomp-
son clashing openly with
majority counsel Samuel
Dash.

At the same time, Halde-
man’s lawyer, John J. Wil-
son, attacked Dash and ar-
gued with Ervin over ques-
tions being asked of Halde-

Among the several clashes
betwene Dash on the one
hand and Baker, Thompson
and Wilson on the other was
a prolonged discussion about
whether Haldeman was
Obligated, under the sub-
poena issued to him by the
committee, to turn over the
March 21st tape when it
came into his posession in
July. Ervin finally settled
the dispute by ruling that
Haldeman was not obligated
under the committee sub-
poena to turn the tape over.

Haldeman had told the
committee in his opening
statement that he had lis-
tened to two of the tape re-
cordings of important meet-
ings held Dbetween Mr.
Nixon and White House
counsel Dean during which
the Watergate affair was
discussed. .

Haldeman, under further
questioning yesterday, ac-
knowledged that through his
lawyers he had informed the
White House on Sunday of
his intention to discuss his
knowledge of the tapes that
President Nixon has refused
to turn over either to the
Senate committee or to spe-
rial Watergate prosecutor
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H. R. Haldeman’s wife Jo and daughter Susan watch Watergate hearing.



Archibald Cox.

In addition, Haldeman re-
vealed that he had had se-
veral other tapes in his pos-
session although he chose to
listen to only two—record-
ings of Sept 15, 1972, and
March 21, 1973 Nixon-Dean
meetings—, explaining that
he thought it improper to
listen to tapes of the other
meetings, in which he had
not paricipated. He testified
he was present at all of the
Sept. 5 meeting and 40 min-
utes of the March 21 meet-
ing.

Haldeman also revealed
that three weeks ago around
July 10 or 12, he had kept
several of the tapes for two
nights in a closet in his
home and that the tapes
were left there -unguarded
while Haldeman was away
from the house..

Sen. Lowell P. Weicker Jr.
(R-Conn.) said that under
the “concepts of fairness in
the American way ... it is
grossly unfair to any wit-
ness who is before this com-
mittee and testifies on the
basis of somiething which
has been given to him and
to him.alone.”

Haldeman conceded that

Haldeman Returns

To Hearings Today

The Senate select Water-
gate committee will re-
sume its’ hearings at 9:30
am. today. H. R. (Bob)
Haldeman, former White
House chief of staff, will
_ continue to testify.
Channel 4 (NBC-WRCQC)
will televise the hearings
live, and Channel 26
(WETA) will rebroadcast
the session, beginning at 8
p.m.

no other witness, including
Dean, has been allowed to
listen to tapes of conversa-
tions with the President,
which were automatically
recorded whenever they oc-
curred in the White House
Oval Office, the Executive
Office Building Office or on
several of President Nixon’s
telephones.

Referring to persons who
may be indicted for their in-
volvement in the Watergate
affair, Weicker said he was
concerned that Mr. Nixon’s
refusal to turn over the
tapes has handicapped those
who may be charged and
hampered the federal grand
jury investigating accusa-
tions. )

“And here we have a
case,” Weicker said, “where
in fact, this information has
been- denied individuals—
never mind the committee—
individuals, who may or may
not be indicted, whe may or
may not go free depending
on the information con-
tained in those tapes and
yet one individual, one pri-
vate citizen, does have a
right to them and, as I say,
just one the basis of fair-
ness . .. it certainly doesn’t
seem to me to be the way
we do things either in the
Congress or in our daily
lives here.”

Under hard questioning
by Ervin, who became angry
at Wilson’s interruptions,
Haldeman first denied com-
municating with. the White
House about his two hour
opening statement and then
acknowledged that he had
poséd a question about dis-
cussing the tapes to the
White House through his
lawyers.

Wilson said that he and
his cocounsel, Frank Strick-
ler, had discussed Halde-
man’s testifying about the
tapes with White House law-
yers on Sunday, July 29, two
days hefore Haldeman testi-
fied about them. )

President ' Nixon said on
July 23, in refusing to make
the tfanes the committee
sought available to it, “The
tapes, which have been un-
der mv sole personal con-
trol, will remain so. None
has been transcribed or
made public and none will
be"’

On Tuesday, Wilson read
a letter from special White
House counsel J. Fred Buz-
hardt stating that if Halde-
man was “asked to testify as
to facts which he learned

abouf meetings or portions
of meetings which he did not
attend, but of which he
learned solelv hv, listening
to a tape recording of such
meeting.” President Nixon
had instructed that Halde-
man should invoke execu-
tive privilege.

Haldeman did invoke ex-
ecutive privilege in a pro
forma manner, quickly add-
ing'that he would comply
with the committee’s in-
structions if it overruled the
invocation of privilege.

Ervin did overrule the
privilege after a brief recess
and Haldeman then gave his
recollection of the tape, cou-
pled with his interpretation
of what the tape meant. Ac-
cording to ‘Haldeman, the
tape showed that President
Nixon had not been aware
of the cover-up that Dean

was describing to him and
that President Nixon was
asking leading questions to
elicit facts.

This sequence of events
was characterized by Ervin
vesterday as a “leak in the
tapes,” and “a little planned
action in which the White
House allows Mr. Haldeman
to use the tape which the
White House denies to this
committee and (lets) Mr.
Haldeman make the inter-
pretation for this commit-
tee.”

Buzhardt’s letter, Ervin
said, represented a “powder
puff objection. If they .had
really meant the objection
to be sustained, they would
have been right here raising
Cain about it themselves.”

Although Haldeman
showed a clear recollection
of the tapes, despite his as-
sertion that he had turned
his notes on them over to the
White House, he was fre-
quently unable to give the
committee any clear details
about a number of other in-
cidents in which he was in-
volved concerning the
Watergate affair. :

By the same token, Halde-
man also expressed a lack of
knowledge about details of
events in which he partici-
pated.

Under questioning by
chief counsel Dash, Halde- .

‘man said he was not famil-

iar “in any detail” with the
recommendations of a 1970
plan developed by a federal
interagency committee and
approved by President
Nixon to increase domestic
intelligence activities, in-



cluding wiretaps, burglary
and monitoring mail to gain
information about domestic
dissents and potentially vio-
lent groups.

“Did you read the recom-
mendations that went to the
President?” Dash asked Hal-
deman.

“I am not sure I did or
not,” Haldeman replied. “If
I did, it was not in any de-
tail. T had an idea it was a
proposal for expanded in-
telligence activity.”

Despite Haldeman’s testi-

mony, a top secret memo-
randum dated July 14, 1970
released by the Senate se-
lect committee, carries Hal-
deman’s statement to Tom
Charles Huston, the White
House aide in charge of co-
ordinating the intelligence
plan, that President Nixon
was approving the plan.
~Haldeman notes in the
memo that President Nixon
did not want to follow a par-
ticular procedure outlined
by Huston in one part of the
plan. “I realize,” Haldema_n
said in the memo, “this is
contrary to your feelings as
to the best way to get this
done. If you feel very strong-
ly that this procedure won’t
work you had better let me
know and we’ll take another
stab at it. Otherwise let’s go
ahead.”

At another point in his
testimony, Haldeman ac-
knowledged that he had
approved the disbursement
of $400,000 in Nixon cam-
paign funds left over from
the 1968 election and held
by President Nixon’s per-
sonal lawyer, ‘Herbert W.
Kalmbach: The money was
spent, according to Kalm-

bach, to oppose the guber-

natorial election effort of
George C. Wallace in Ala-
bama.

Kalmbach had testified
that he had given the
money, at Haldeman’s direc-
tion, to unknown persons in
hotel lobbies. When pressed
for details by the committee
about the transaction, Kalm-
bach had referred the com-
mittee to Haldeman.

Haldeman yesterday ex-
pressed little more knowl-
edge of the transaction than
provided by Kalmbach.

The following exchange
occurred between Haldeman
and Sen. Herman E. Tal-
madge:

Talmadge: Who transmit-

ted that money?

Haldeman: I do not know.

Talmadge: Mr. Kalmbach
testified that he himself
handled two secret funds in
different hotels, that it was
given to people unknown to
him, a total of about $400-
000, and he understood that
it was to go for political
burposes in Alabama. He
did not even know the
nhame of the individual to
whom he gave it, who they
were, had never seen them
before. Would you verify
that statement?

Haldeman: I cannot veri-
fy it. T have heard the state-
ment by Mr. Kalmbach.,

Talmadge: Well, how did
you handle this money?
You requested it, then. You
stated in your own state-
ment, “money to go to the
governor’s race in Alabama.”

Haldeman: That is right.
I requested the money be
allocated for this purpose.
I was not directly involved
in the process of making
the fransfer of funds.

Moments later, Sen. Dan-
iel K. Inouye (D-Hawaii),
asked Haldeman, “Just for
the record, who was this
candidate (in Alabama),
sir?”

“I am not sure what his
name was. He was the man
who opposed Gov. Wallace
in the primary for the nomi-
nation for governor,” Hal-
deman replied. (The candi-
date was the incumbent goy-
ernor, Albert P. Brewer.)

“Was he aware of the na-
ture of the support,” Inouye
asked.

“I do not know,” Halde-
man replied. “I had nothing
to do with the dealings with
the candidate or his cam-
paign people and I do not
know what the arrange-
ments were.”

“You had the job of ap-
proving the $400,000 expend-
iture and you were not curi-
ous as to how it was spent?”
Inouye asked.

“No, sir,” Haldeman re-
plied, “because this was
worked out by other people
who were advising the Presi-
dent on the political situa-
tion in the South.”

Baker, the Senate Com-
mittee’s vice chairman,
struck the same theme, elic-
iting a similar response from
Haldeman, during his ques-
tioning: ¢,

“How in the world,” Baker
asked, “could you run such
a tight ship and still on the
morning of June 17, 1972
have the papers emblazoned
with the charge that five de-
fendants, later seven, had
been caught in the Demo-

cratic National Committee
headquarters at the Water-
gate, followed on closely
with the identification of
one of them as the security
officer of the Committee to
Re-elect the President, soon
involving the general coun-
sel for the Committee to Re-
elect the President, soon in-
volving the transaction of
funds, the number of other
things that this record is
burdened with now for many
weeks, how could you run a
tight ship and know all
these things and not suspect
that something was going
on?”

“There is no intimation on
my part, I don’t believe—
well, T will speak for my-
self,” Haldeman replied,
“There is no intimation on
my part that I ddn’t suspect
that something had gone on.
I knew that something had
gone on. I didn’t know what.
I still don’t know what ex-
actly in. terms of who did
what, when and how.”

oo

One of the major disputes
of yesterday’s hearing came
over Haldeman’s testimony
that President Nixon’s cam-
paign and Republican cam-
paigns across the country
had been the targets of vio-
lence, fires, bombings, har-
assment and other eriminal
acts that were undertaken
by the Democrates in 1972
some instances, Haldeman
said, with the knowledge of
Democratic presidential can-
dates or their staffs.

Under questioning, Halde-
man offered few specifics or
substantiation  'for his
charges and this brought
him into a .clash late in the
day with Inouye and Ervin,
who said that investigative
agencies had no evidence to
support Haldeman’s conten-
tions.

Ervin produced a letter
dated June 8 to Dash from
John H. Davitt, chief of the
internal security section of
the Justice Department, that
stated that internal security

| files and FBI files revealed

“no information” relating to
criminal acts allegedly di-
rected by the Democrats
against Republicans in 1972.

Davitt’s letter said that
there was no information
“which indicates or alludes
to any criminal aet or con-
spiracy perpetrated, or plan-
ned by or involving in any
way and Democratic presi-
dential candidate, including
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Sen. Herman Talmadge puffs eigar as he and Sen. Daniel Inouye pay close attention to testimony.

Senator (Edmund) Muskie
and Senator (Hubert) Hum-
phrey, or the Demoecratic
National Committee, in con-
nection with any violence

group or disruption group

carrying out or conspiring
to commit any unlawful or
disruptive act.”

Davitt said he also was
“informed by the FBIthat a
search of their files” also
disclosed no such informa-
tion. )

In addition, Inouye said,
Robert C. Mardian, in his
testimony before the Senate
committee, . had said he
knew of no political sabo-
tage or espionage that was
undertaken by the Demo-
crats in 1972. Mardian
headed the internal security
section before joining the
Nixon re-election committee
last year.

John Dean also has testi-
fied that he had been unable
to discover any acts of polit-
ical sabotage or espionage
directed at the Nixon cam-
paign by Democrats in 1972,
even though the President

and other White House offi-

cials were certain it had oc- .

curred.

(Last Oct. 16, Nixon cam-
paign manager Clark Mac-
Gregor charged that The
Washington Post had failed
to report a number of in-
cidents of what he termed
known political sabotage
directed by Democrats
against the Nixon campaign.

(The Post inquired into

each incident, and police and
GOP spokesmen in the cities
involved said they had no in-
formation to link any of the
iricidents to the Democrats.)

When Ervin finished read-
ing Davitt’s letter, Halde-
man responded that there
was nothing in FBI or Jus-
tice Department files about

alleged Democratic sabotage
or espionage against the
Nixon campaign because
“there has been no investi-
gation of these matters.”
Haldeman added that
there are “lots of things that

aren’t in their files.” Ervin
said that he had the feeling
from Haldeman’s testimony
that “the country was in a
state of insurrection during
the last election.”

“If you had traveled with
us ...” Haldeman re-
sponded, “you would have
the impression we were in a
state of insurrection.”

Earlier in the day, Halde-
counsel Thompson’s ques-
tions, said that the Nixon
campaign had been the tar-
get of “a fairly extensive
program of violent demon-
stration and disruption ...
at a number of campaign
stops.”

Haldeman also said that
Nixon campaign offices in
Arizona and Hollywood had
been burned or bombed;
other headquarters had
been damaged; Mrs. Nixon
and her daughters, Tricia
and Julie, “were subjected

to harassment in veryrude
form in a number of their
public appearances,” and
that delegates to the Repub-
lican national convention
were threatened with vio-



lence and had their tires
slashed. N

" Pressed for  specifics,
Haldeman said:

“The one specific that co-
mes immediately to mind on
that is the occasion of a trip
to Los Angeles to the Cen-
tury Plaza Hotel at which
there was a very large der_n-
onstration staged out in
front. The handbills to no-
tify people of this demon-
stration . . . where to be, at
what time, and that sort of
thing, were handed out by
the McGovern headquarters
and I understand there was
a phone call program set up
in the McGovern headquar-
ters there for calling people
to urge them to come'ang
attend thhis demonstratlop.

Pressed for more speciflps
by Inouye, Haldeman _sald
he had been provided w1t1; a
list by White House aide
Kenneth L. Khachigian and
that he had turned that over
to the committee. )

Thompson stated that _1t
was the duty of the commit-
tee to investigate Halde-
man’s allegations, and Dash
answered that they already
were being investigated by
the staff. )

In other key testimony,
Haldeman acknowledged
that he had asked that $350,-
000 in cash be sent from the
Committee for the Re-elec-
tion of the President to @he
White House in connection
with the 1972 campaign. Pre-
vious testimony has alleged
that the money, in $100 bills,
eventually went to the seven
Watergate defendants, their
lawyers and families as.par't
of an effort to buy their si-

nce.

e I'galdeman said that he

had wanted the cash fo;‘

“polling purposes,” but testi-

fied yesterday that the

money had not, in fact, been
used for that. He said that
his aide, Gordon Strachan,
had had custody of the
money and that Strachan,
after the election, fisk_e:d
what should be done with it.

He said that he told
Strachan the money should
be returned to the re-elec-
tion committee “and that he

should work out the means

of doing that with John

Deap.” ‘

As he did throughout his
testimony, Haldeman laid
the blame on Dean for hav-
ing the money eventually
end up in the hands of the
Watergate defendants, their

families or lawyers.

Haldeman said Dean had
told him there was “a prob-
lem” in returning the funds
to the re-election committee
and later was told by Dean
“there was- a continuing
need for a legal fund” for
the Watergate defendants.
He said he told Dean to take
care of this need. But Halde-
man maintained that he was
unaware of any plan to try
to buy the defendants
silence. -

Haldeman said- the $350,-
000 had originally come from
leftover funds from the 1968
campaign that had been in
the custody of Mr. Nixon’s
personal attorney, Herbert
W. Kalmbach.

Although saying that none
of the $350,000 was used for
polling, Haldeman said other
money had been used for
polls taken “principally” by
the Opinion Research Corp.
and some others by Louis
Harris Associates.

Harris, in a statement
issued after the hearing yes-
terday, said:

“At no time has the Harris
organization conducted any
private political poll for any
private source since 1963.
Since then our firm has
never had any business to
do with Mr. Kalmbach, Mr.
Haldeman, or any other Re-
publican or Demo ecratic
sources.”

[ X

On the matter of the
March 21 recorded meeting
involving Mr. Nixon and
Dean, Haldeman reiterated
his contention of Monday
that the President was try-
ing to “draw Dean out” on
the Watergate affair.

Minority counsel Thomp-
son asked whether Mr. Nix-
on “was suspicious of Dean
and wanted to know Dean’s
own involvement in the
(Watergate) matter,” hut
Haldeman resporxded that
the President was “trying
to get information.

“Now, why he was trying
to get information is not
clear to me,” Haldeman
said. He thought Mr. Nixon
concentrated in that .con-
versation on “the most
shocking thing to him”
which Dean had brought

up: namely, Dean’s state-
ment that demands were
being made for more money
by Watergate conspirator E.
Howard Hunt Jr. or his at-
torney, William O. Bittman,
or else Hunt would tell the
truth about the Watergate
affair.

Corroborating in most de-
tails Dean’s earlier testi-
mony, Haldeman said Mr
Nixon had asked how much
money would be needed.

Dean responded that it
would eventually take $1
lion, but that would be diffi-
cut to raise, Haldeman said.
However, Haldeman dis-
puted Dean’s version of the
President’s answer, saying
that Dean had not quoted
Mr. Nixon fully. Dean testi-
fied that Mr. Nixon had re-
sponded there would be “no
problem” raising $1 million.

Actually, Haldeman said,
Mr. Nixon had said, “we can
raise that kind of money but
it would be wrong to do it.”

In another portion of his
testimony, Haldeman quoted
Mr. Nixon as saying, in re-
gard to the $1 million: “We
can do that but it would be
wrong.” Baker noted that “if
the period were to follow af-
ter ‘we can do that’ it would
be a most damning state-
ment.”

But, Baker added, if the
tapes “clearly show he said -
‘but it would be wrong,” it.
is an entirely different con-

text. Now, how sure are you,
Mr. Haldeman, that these
tapes in fact say that?” Hal-

' deman responded he was
“absolutely positive” an d
that there was no distortion
in the quality of the tape at
that point.

In response to Thomp-
son’s questions, Haldeman
said Mr. Nixon really wasn’t
interested in knowin g
whether $1 million could be
raised, “but rather in the
direction of what this' pro-
cess was that Dean was
describing of blackmail and
what was done about it.”

Haldeman said that he
came into the meeting be-
tween Mr. Nixon and Dean
long after it began and that
it was clear in his mind at
the time that the other two
men had already discussed
the alleged Hunt blackmail
effort. He said his later lis-
tening to the tape confirm-
ed his recollection.

He said that Dean had



told Mr. Nixon of the im-
mediate threat from Hunt
for $120,000 and that Mr.
Nixon “asked Dean some
leading questions about what
he would recommend. how
such a payment could be
made and so on.”

Pressed bv Thompson to
describe some of the “lead-
ing questions” from = Mr.
Nixon, Haldeman said he
asked, “how you would get
- . . this kind of money . . .
then what do you do with
it, how do you deliver it,
what has been done in the
past with it, what are the
processes involved, and that
kind of thing . , .»

In his Senate testimony,
Dean' had maintained that
he discussed with Mr. Nixon
the matter of payoffs to
Hunt and other defendants
at their March 13 meeting,
but Haldeman said this ac.
tually occurred March 21.

Haldeman also contended
yesterday that Mr. Nixon
obviously knew nothin g
about any Watergate cover-
up at the time of the meet-
ingHaldeman says took
place March 21.

Asked by Thompson how
he knew this, Haldeman
said:

“ .. as they were discuss-
ing one of these items . . .
the President was asking
Some questions that T don’t
think the questions were
quite making sense to Dean
and he (Dean) said, ‘Well,
Mr. President, T know that

I am ‘covering things with
You that vou have known
nothing about’ It was a
clear and flat statement to
that effect.”

During the conversation,
Haldeman said, Dean de-
scribed events leading up to
the June 17, 1972 Watergate
break-in arrests, as well as
the cover-up, but that he
had listed only two possible
areas in which White House
bersonnel had been in-
volved. (Dean testified that
on March 21 he told “all”
to the President.)

One of the problem areas,
Haldeman quoted Dean as
saying, involved a call a few
months before the break-in
from White House aide
Charles W. Colson to deputy
campaign director Jeb
Stuart Magruder. Haldeman
quoted Dean as saying the
call “could be construed as
pressure by Colson on Ma-
gruder to go ahead with the
project.”

Colson has said publicly
and in a sworn deposition
that his call to Magruder
was done as a favor to Wa.
tergate conspirator Hunt to
get Magruder moving on
a political intelligence proj-
ect drawn up by Watergate
conspirator G. Gordon Lid-
dy. Colson said he did not
know what the intelligence
project invoved, and that
he had no advance knowl-
edge of the Watergate
break-in. '



