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’Orders to Shred
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A forrne1 aide to H. R
Haldeman testified yester-
day that three days after
the "Watergate break-in,
under what he beheyegd to
be orders from Haldéman,
he destroyed documents
indicating that Haldeman
knew that G. Gordon’ Lid-
dy was conducting alpo_ht-
ical intelligence operation
with a sizable budgef;.

Gondon C. Strachang who
was Haldeman’s political as-
sistant until early thisyear,
told; the Senate Watergate
committee that Haldeman,
then- the White House chief
of staff, had instructed him
after the burglary to ‘imake"
sure our files are clean.”

Strachan said that he had
no doubt then and none now
that his boss was telling him
to destroy papers showing
that' Haldeman knew of
the intelligence - gathering
scheme, and Strachan ’cestJ-
tied that he did put such'ma-

teridl through a pape1
shredder. .
When he reportedj’i»S to

Haldeman later that he had
shredded the documents,
Strachan recalled, Hald e-
man did not express ‘sur-
prige.

I;:mbls spublig s,ﬁa;@ments
in a civil deposition,and in
his interviews with the staff

~ of the Watergate committee,
Haldemanihas-rdenied sany
foreknowledge of the burglas
ry and any participation’in
efforts to cover up the scan-
dal.

Strachan also said that as
early as April 4, 1972, Halde-
mai, who was the White
House staff member closest
to President Nixon, had dis-
cussed the mtelhdence plan
with John N. Mitchell, then
the President’s campalgn
dlrector

Bu,t Strachan produced no

evidence showing that
Haldeman knew that elec-
tronic eavesdropping and
bunglary were part of the
political intelligence plan,
- and he said .that he had no
indication that Mr. Nixon
knew: anything ' about the
plan.

gence information .about
democratic ‘presidential can=t
dldates

The aide said thathe knew
that Haldeman was aware of .
Liddy’s intelligénce  activi- -
ties because, in April, 1972,

CHARGES _

“Strachan was the la
series of middle-level:
House officials whos
pearance before the co

matic charges and denigls of
John W. Dean III, the form-
er White House counseli, and
Mitchell, on the one hand, -
and the testimony of Mr.
Nixon’s top assistants, John
D. Ehrlichman and Halde-
man, on the other.

Ehrhchman the Presi-

dent’s chief domestic adviser
until he reSIgned April 30, is
to e ‘at the witness table
when the hearings resume
today. His testimony is ex-

last several days
'%followed ’by that

who have gone before the'

1comm1ttee in the last
months. As had so many of
the others, he said, he had

become 1nbued Wlth a
erwhelming and freque Iy

mofly was his assessifent of
others in the White House
and the Committee for the
Re-Election of the Pr e s i
dent

Dean the former White
House counsel, who testlflod
last month that Mr. Nixon
knew as early as Septem-
ber, 1972, about the Water-
gate coverup, was sa1d by
Strachan to have “a :re-

markable facility to remem- .

ber facts.”” Strachan had the
following exchange with®a
Democratic senator, Joseph
M. Montoya of New Mexwo
Montoya: Well, you kiéw
Dean for quite some time.
Would you say heis atruth-
ful man?

Strachan: Well, I don’t
think he ever lied to me. '

Q. Now, would it be your
opinion that if John Dean
saifl’ he had told the Presi-
dent about Watergate and"
the, coverup, would youssay

. that, Dean was telling -the

|

truth? ¥
A, Well, this is my opunon
based on my experience

' w1th John Dean and my opi-
; mon would be that - John

De,an would be tellmg the

‘uu

mappropnate sense ot oyal-

ty.”
EVIDENCE

.The committee had grant-
ed Him immunity from pros-
ecution for anything he tes-
tified to before the commit-
tee. But the Watergate spe-
cial prosecutor’s office filed
sealed evidence with the fed-
eral court before Strachan’s
committee appearance, and
he cotlld be brought to trial
on thdé basis of thaf evi-
dence.’

Testifying in a hlgh~
pitched but smooth “and
measured voice, Strachan
regularly downplayed his
“importance in thte
House operations.

He was, he swore, merely
a staff asmstant who had

“very little discretion” . to
take initiatives on his own.
He reported everything he
learned to Haldeman, whom'
he . described as a ‘‘very,
Vexry tough staff man’ and a:

‘very organized individual.”

Rerhaps the most compell-
ing part of Strachan’s tesu

he instructed Strachan to
tell Liddy to “transfer his
capabilities” from Senator
Edumund S. Muskie to Sena-
tor George S. MeGovern. By
then, it had become appar-
ent that Muskie was not like-

L1 achan, however

it aeemed to have a. loW™opin-

ion of Jeb Stuart Magruder,
the former deputy campaign
dlrector and he contradict-
ed several points of Mag&%
der’s testimony.

Magruder did not, Stra-
chan contended, report to
him about a February meet-
ing at which the burglary
plan was outlined by Liddy,
who is said to have been the.

mastermind of the Water-

gate break-in. Magruder tes-
tiffed that he has made such
a report.

Strachan also denied fhat
transcripts of the wiretap at
Magruder had showed him .
the - Democratic headquar-
ters. And Strachan testified,
Magruder tried to persuade
him last March to commit
perjury before the Water-
gate grand jury, a sugges-
tmn Strachan said he re]ect--

Asked why the committee
should believe him and not
Magruder, . he replied ithat
Magruder admitted perjury
at_ the Watergate trial last
January and went on to say
that Magruder had ot’cen lied
Lo‘hlm’dunno their days of
WorkmU on the President’s
campdldu i

As for his boss, Haldeman ‘
Strachan said that he was a
brutal taskmaster, who ex-
peeted co'mplete devotion

rom the-White House staft,
and’ WHo'‘often shax:%ly re-
“buked his aides. '

"At one point, Strachan
said, he had been working

on a routine project to give

certificates to White | fouse

staff members who Ilaa’gone :

to the Republican Na’c}onal
Convention in Mlamr last
August

" As Stlachan recalled the
story, ‘one morning about 4
am ., (Haldeman) called me
fmm Air Force one and told

me I had not performed and

the project had been han-
dled badly.”

‘Strachan said that he
thought at first the call' had
been a bad dream but that
he confirmed the call with
the White House communi-
cations office. .

: SCARED

Thus, when Strachan went
in to see Haldeman on June
20,3 three days after the Wat-
ergate burglary, he was, "he
said, “scared to death” that
Haldeman would discharge

" him for not having found out

and told Haldeman in ad-
vance about the plans for
the burglary.

Instead, he said, Halde-
man appeared calm atiithe
meeting, leading him td be-
lieve that his boss either had
known about the burglary in
advance or had not expected
to be told about it. What
Haldeman did tell Strachan
at that meeting, the aide tes-
tified, was, “make sure our
fﬂes are clean.”

Among the documents
Strachan then shredded, he
saidy’ were a memorandum
he had sent to Haldeman de-
scribing briefly the Liddy in-
telligence plan and its budg-
et and a “talking paper”
mentxomng the plan which
Haldeman had used “at a
meeﬁng with Mitchell in
Apul “1972.

A ‘check mark by Halde-
man ,on the memorandum
and the lack of notation on
the talking paper were parts
of the shorthand that Halde-
man and Strachan used to
show which sections of pa-

pers-had been read and dis-

cussed. They indicated,
Strachan said, that the
memorandum, prepared in
Margh, 1972, had been read
andifthat” the intelligence

. scheme had been mentioned

in the Mitchell meeting.

DESTROYED
Strachan said that he also
destroyed  documents that
had been sent to Haldeman
and that contained intelli-

ly to become the Democratic
presidential. candidate and
that McGovern was.

Strachan described Haldes
manas being ‘‘particularly

interested” in intelligence
information about Senator

Edward M. Kennedy, and he
being instructed ‘to;
dy to concentrate on
relationship | . between
Kennedy and MeGovern
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