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ixcerpts From Haldeman’'s May 22 and

Special to The New York Times

WASHINGTON, June 7-—
Following are excerpts from
a-deposition made by H. R.
Halderman on May 22 and
May 24 under examination by
two attorneys, Maurice R.
Dunie, representing the Dem-
acratic -National Committee,
and Charles A. McNelis,
representing Lawrence F,
O'Brien, former chairman of
the Democratic National Com-
mittee: )

Q. Prior to June 17th of
1972, Mr. Haldeman, did you
have any knowledge, personal
or hearsay, of any plans to
engage in a bugging attempt
at’ the Democratic National
Committee headquarters? ‘A,
I did not.

Q. Have you ever in your
contacts with Mr. Magruder,
particularly prior to June
17th, been led to believe that
there may be such political
espionage plans under way?
I 'am speaking specifically
now of bugging operations.
and that type of thing. A. No.

Would it be fair to des-
cribe you as the liaison per-
son between the White
House and the committee in-
terested in working for the
re-election of the President3j

A. No, I don’t believe so. I
think that it would be more
accurate to say that the
President looked to me as his
basic contact with the cam-
paign in general, that I main- -
tained a continuing commu-
nication with John Mitchell
when he was campaign direc-
tor and prior to the time he
secame campaign director,
ind with Clark McGregor af-
er‘he replaced John Mitchell .
s ‘campaign director, but I
would not say that I func-
joned as a continuing liaison
vith the committee.

Q. Mr. Haldeman, prior to
une 17, 1972, had you re-
eived any funds from the
'inance Committee to Re-
lect the President? A. I am
ot sure whether they were
unds from the Finance Com-
aittee for the Re-election of
he President, I did receive
350,000—I didn’t but it was
eceived by Gordon Strachan
or me—prior to the start of
ne campaign reporting period
a cash.

- Quotes Strachan

Q. Was that on or about
wpril 6, 1972? A. That is what
“am told by Mr. Strachan,
es. I don’t have any first-
and knowledge of the speci-
ics of this, but I am telling
ou what Mr. Strachan has
»ld me.

Q. Do you know from whom
e obtained those funds from
1e Finance Committee? A. I
nderstand he obtained them
'om Hugh Sloan.

Q. Did he obtain those
mds on your instructions?
. Yes.

Q. Did he deliver these
nds to you? A. No.

Q. To whom did he [Gor-
on - Strachan] deliver the
mds? A. He had the money
eld in a safe deposit box or

safekeeping box or safe—
am not sure what—but by
nother individual whose
ame I don’t know.

Q. Were they kept in the
Thite House? A. No, sir. It

my understanding they
ere kept, I believe, in Alex-

andria, in Virginia - some
place. '

Q. Did you manke any ar-
rangements yourself with the
Finance Committee for Mr.
Stracham to pick up this
money? . _ :

A, I am not sure exactly.
I don’t recall clearly exactly
how the arrangements wers
made, but there was an
agreement that I believe was
concurred in, and it may
have been discussed in a
meeting or a telephone con«
versation with certainly Mr,

_ Mitchell  and I believe Mr.

Stans and quite possibly Mr.,
Kalmbach prior to the April
7th time, that $350,000
would be held out from the
cash funds that were to be-
come @ part of the cam-
paign fund on April 7th and
would be held for me for
possible polling use by the
White House during the cam-
paign period. That would be
private polling as contrasted
to campaign polling.

. Q. Did there ever come @
time when you personally
saw the money? A, No, sir,

Q. Did you ever authorize
the expenditure of any . of
that $350,000 prior to June
17th?

A. I am not sure, but I am
told by Mr. Strachan that
sometime in April or May
he had told me that there
was a request for $22,000,
‘an  immediate request for
$22,000, to pay for some ad-
vertising that was not di-
rectly related to the cam-
paign and that I authorized
the use of $22,000 out of
this fund for that purpose

~and that he then had the

man who was holding this
cash for him deliver $22,000,
I believe, to the advertising
people who were to place
this ad.

Q. Prior to June 17, 1972
did you have any conversa-
tions with Jeb Magruder
relative to facts involving
the Watergate operation? A.

No.
Mitchell Present

Q. Did you have any fur-
ther conversations with him
up to the present time in
which he made any state-
ments to you indicating that

.he did have knowledge of the

Watergate matter prior to
Jurne 17, 1972?. A. Yes, he
did. I think that would have
been the conversation that I
had with him with John
Mitchell present in late
March of 1973. I had a meet-
ing at Mitchell’s reqest, as I
recall, first with Mitchell
alone and then joined by Ma-
gruder with Mitchell remain-
ing.

Q. Will you tell us, please,
what was said by the various
parties to that meeting?

A. To the best .of my
recollection there was a dis-
cussion of the question which
Mr. Mitchell had raised and
which Mr. Magruder also
wanted to discuss and which
the two of them wanted sub-
sequently to discuss with
John Dean. That was the
question of the number and
content of meetings that had
been hel din the early part
of 1972, possibly the end of
71, but either the end of ‘71
or early ’72, regarding so-
called intelligence operations.
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There was a feeling on Mr.
Mitchell’s part that there was
a disagreement as to how
many such meetings had been
held and as to what the con-
tent of those meetings was.
I am not. exactly sure the
reason for this question being
raised in a meeting with me
except that as I understood it
‘Mr. Mitchell wanted subse-
quently to meet with Mr. Dean
on this subject. I was brought
into th question in terms of
whether Mr. Dean had said
anything to me about any
such meetings.

Because I tried to recon-~
struct a conversation from a
long time ago and it is dif-
ficult for me to do in view
of all the intervening events
and things I have read. But
I will try to put it in what I
believe wa sthe content of
that conversation at that time.
To do that, however, I have
to refer to0 an earlier conver-
sation with John Dean in
which he reminded me or said
he was reminding me that he
told me that there had been
two such meetings regarding

intelligence planning attended -

by John Mitchell, Job Mag-
ruder, Gordon Liddy and
himself; that those meetings
were held in John Mitchell’s
office and were for the pur-
pose of Gordon Liddy present
ing to them plans and recom-
mendations for intelligence
activity,
‘Word Was Incredible’

Dean told me that after
the second of those two
meetings he reported to me
that he had attended these
two meetings or at least had
attended the second one; that
at the second meeting there
had been a plan discussed by

Mr. Liddy which he found
to be totall unacceptable and
I believe his word was in-
credible; -that it was a plan
so out of the question that
he says he told me at the
time that he had said that
it should not even been dis-
cussed in the Attorney Gen-
eral’s office and he made

very strongly at the meeting

the point that there should
be no further such discussion
of such kinds of things, and
that the reason that he was
reporting this to me was to
tell me that he intended not
to involve himself in any
further meetings if here
should b any regarding intelli-
gence planning with Mr.
Liddy; that he felt this was
not a productive thing for
him to do and he intended
not to do so, and se says I
agreed with him. I have
strayed off this earlier con-
versation, but I need this
point as a base for the pur-
pose of the conversation with
Magruder and Mitchell. .
During that period of time,
the July, August, and I would
add September and October
period, in others words, from
the time of the Watergate
break-in to the election,
really, there were periodic
new developments with re-

gard to Watergate that would .

appear in the press or that
would come forth as a part
of the investigation or the
various actions t hat were
being taken by the prosecu-
tors, court and so on. When-
ever there wats such a devel-
opment there was a concern

expressed *on the President’s -

part, usually to me, that we
try to get the facts in this
matter determined and made
known. )
There was a natural con-
cern on his part being at that
time up for re-election and
conducting a campaign. for

re-election that the insinua<:

tions and appearances and
allegations that were arising
would be detrimental to that
campaign effort and that

there was a desire that the .

facts be known, cleared up
and established in the public
mind as well as legally so.
that those doubts would not
persist. Those questions from
the President or urgings from

the President would give rise -
to my inquiry of Dean again,

“Can’t-we get the full story
out?” . ’

As I recall it, and I, again,
can’'t give you specific time
points, during the course of
that time there were varying
reasons why a full story
wasn’t available. They re-
lated to the lack of knowl-
edge of what really did hap-
pen and of who really was
involved at some points, at
least, of conflicting state-
ments of testimony of vari-
ous individuals who would be
presumed to have knowledge
of what was involved; and
then other factors were also
brought in—the questions’ of
rights of defendants, the
questions of the ongoing legal

. process as contrasted to the-

ongoing political process.

Q. Then after the election
and until the meeting you
have told us about in March
did you have any further con-
versations with Dean relative
to the Watergate break-in?

A. I am sure there were
some; I don’t think there
were very many. They would
have been of the same na-
ture. In the period from the
election through the end of
the year, once the election
was over, there was a new
concern on the President’s
part, having just been re-
elected, that this matter, any
questions pending on the
Watergate and so on, be

.cleared up not for the reason
“of the effect on the election
‘but for the effect on the start

of the ne wterm and the de-
sire that before the Congress
returned and before the Pres-
ident was inaugurated that
the whole matter be cleared
up and made known so that
it wouldn’t be hanging over

- into the second term.

As a result of that concern
(and I think during that pe-
riod . there were probably
some developmients in- the
case—I am not sure what the
chronology is there but we




are leading up to the time of
the trial, I guess, at that
point) he would have raised
again questions as to why
this couldn’t now be cleared
up. aBsically, the answers
continued to be the same.
There was still a very real
question as to what the facts
were; the same negative an-
swer that there was still in
his, in Dean’s, view no in-
volvemerit of White House
personnel was sustained very
strongly. It basically con-
tinued in that same pattern.

Q. In other words, would
it be fair ot say, Mr. Halde-
man, that from July until
the early meeting which you
had with Dean there was es-
sentially no change in what
he told you so far as pre-
June 17th events were con-
cerned and that the essence
of what he kept telling you
was that there was no in-
volvement by White House
personnel? Is that a fair
statement?

A. Yes, I think it is with
‘the ' " modification - that I
wouldn’t necessarily put the
fix on early March as the
time of an expansion of that.
It could have been mid-until
late-February.

" Q. That leads me to this
question: From June 17, until
the time that you resigned as
assistant to the President,
were. the President’s sources
of information to the best of
your knowledge concerning
the Watergate affair?

Directly With Dean

A. The principal source
would be inquiries that he
would make of me or John
Ehrlichman as to the status
of the case, which we were
subsequently—I had better
speak . for myself—which I
would .subsequently direct to
John Dean, In other words, I
would relay the question to
John and relay the answer
back to the President, That
would have been the case up
to, let’s say, the latter part
of February, latter part of
February, 1973, Starting at
the latter part of February, I
believe, the President met di-
rectly with John Dean and I
was not in those meetings,
so I can’t report on the con-
tent of them except that I
know they were related to
Watergate and not solely to
the events prior to June 17th
but they were related to
problems of executive privi-
lege and the Ervin Committee
and that sort of thing that

was developing at that time.

But, there were a number of
meetings that the President
had with John Dean during
the period from February,
late February, through and
up to March 21st. '

On March 20th I believe
the President had the feeling
that he was—I should not
assume what someone else
felt. On March 20th, as I
understand’ it, the President
directed John Dean to meet
with him the next morning,
March 21 st, and give him a
complete report on every-
thing that he could regarding
the facts of the Watergate

and regarding his opinions as
to how those facts fit to-
gether and where they might
lead and what the situation
was and so on. Dean, as I
recall, on the evening of the
20th told me that the Presi-
dent had so directed him and
said that he was trying to
put his thoughts together
with the intention of doing
that, and I urged that he do
so. I said that I thought it
was very important that he
give the President a complete
story to the best of his abil-
ity. The President met with
John on the morning of the
2lst. I sat in on the latter
part of that meeting. .

Q. Anyone else? A. I don't
believe so. John did attempt
at that time to give him the
best most complete picture
that he could, but the picture
was, basically, pretty much

the same as it had. been all .

the way along: (A) that no-
body in the White House
had in any way been in-

.volved and (B) that he was

not sure on the basis of any-
thing that he could find out.
or even conjecture as to who
exactly was responsible for
what. with relation to the
planning and execution of
the Watergate at the re-elec-
tion committee. He by that
time, however, had — no, I
don’t think so. I think by
the 21st that is the point
where he was. The President
directed him to meet with "
Mitchell, Ehrlichman and me
the following day and to re-
view all of the things with us
that he had reviewed with
the President. We did have
such a meeting on the 22d.
As a result of that medting
and a subsequent meeting
with the President — the
President directed Dean (as I
recall, we all concurred that
this should be done) to write
up a complete written report
of all the facts as best he
could put them together with
the intent that that report
would be made public in
some way at the earliest pos-
sible time. Dean, as I recall,
indicated that it would take
him probably a couple of
days to sit down and do this,

Q. During this period of
time from late March up until
about the 13th of April or so,
and perhaps beyond that, Mr.
Ehrlichman was also conduct-
ing his inquiries at the re-
-quest of the President, was
he -not? A. From approxi-
mately March 20th, I believe
that is what he basically
started, up to April . 14th;
14th or 15th. ~

‘Wasn’t Getting Results’
Q. Do you know what in-

formation had been passed -

on to the President which
caused the President to ask
Mr. Ehrlichman to undertake
this matter?

A. I -don’t believe that it -
was information passed on
to the President so much as
it was lack of information and

lack of success or lack of.
delivery on the assignment

that he had given Dean. In
other words, as of the 22d
he was excepting in a few
days this full development
from Dean which never mat-
erinalized, and things were
moving .on and he wasn't
getting the results he had-
sought and I think he at this
point made a shift in assign-
ment and took Dean in his
own mind, at least, off of the
assignment and put - Ehrlich-
man on it with the idea of
busting through it because he
wasn't getting through from
Dean. As I said, some of
these conversations that I
had during this period with
Dean and with other people
and that Dean had with other
people and reported to me, I
did transmit in substance to
the "President so he was
aware of the ongoing views
that Dean was expressing.

Q. Other than from what
you may have read in the
press, do you have any knowl-
edge as to what Mr. Gray -
did with the package of docu-
ments [found ‘in Howard
Hunt's safe]? A. I have no
knowledge other than what I
have read in the press. I have
hearsay knowledge that con-
firms what I have read in
the press. .

Q. From whom did you ob-
tain that hearsay knowledge?
A, I was present in the Presi-
dent’s office on the evening
of April 15th when John Ehr-
lichman ‘called Acting Direc-
tor Gray and inquired as to
the disposition of this. It was
told by Acting Director Gray,
according to Mr. Ehrlichman, -
that he had destroyed the
material. o : )

Q. Do you know whether
he told Mr. Ehrlichman when
that ‘material had been de-
stroyed? A. No, I don’t be-
lieve he did. I don't believe
he told him when he de-~
stroyed it. Mr. Ehrlichman’s
shocks at receiving that orig-
inal -information I think pre-
cluded his ~pursuing it-
further. '

Q. Do you know whether
Mr. Gray told Mr. Shrlichman
or anyone else, to the best of
your knowledge or from in-
formation you may have

- gathered, whether he read or-

made synopses of the docu-
ments prior to destroying
them? A. I don’t know. I have
no knowledge.

Q. Mr. Dean has been quot-
ed in the press, widely, I be-
lieve, saying that you and
the President were, to use
the quotation I have, “all
grins” because no one in the
Administration. had been
charged with involvement in
the Watergate affair. Do you
recall seeing those rather

‘widely spread statements in .
“‘the press, Mr. Haldeman?

A, I recall seeing them. I

 think you have somewhat

mis-characterized them, in
that I don’t believe Mr. Dean
was quoted by the press. I
believe an associate of Mr.
Dean was quoted by the press
as having said that Mr. Dean
said this. In other words, I
think it was a second gen-
eration hearsay, not first.




