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Following are excerpts of 
the testimony at, the Senate 
selects Watergate committee 
hearing yesterday by White 
House special counsel. Richard 
A. Moore. 
. The excerpts begin with 

qUestioning• by the Senate 
committees minority , 
publican) c o uns 	Fred 
Thompson, concerning Moore's 
emerging knowledge of the 
Watergate affair in his con-
tacts wit h former White 
House counsel John W. Dean 

Thompson: Before these 
meetings (with Dean) of 
February 10 or February 11, 
(1973), - did you have any 
knowledge concerning who 
was responsible for the-  Wa- 
tergate, break-in, whether it 
was connected with either the 
White House or the Coro-
mittee to Re-Elect, except Mr. 
(G.., Gordon) Liddy or Mr. 
(James) McCord? 

Moore: Mr. Thompson, at 
that point and for quite a 

-period, for some days there- 
after 	certainly at that 
point—I believed implicitly 
and totally in the .Presi-
dent's statement of August 
29 that no one in the White 
House at that time had any 
knowledge or participation 
in the Watergate. I believe 
that that was enlarged at 
one or more points to in- 
clude any person in the ad- 
ministration. Nor did I have 
any knowledge of anyone in 
the committee. To ime, that, 
I believed implicitly that 
that was an unauthorized ad- 
venture by people who hap- 
pened to have some $100 
bills in their availability and 
an adventurous spirit and 
enjoyed playing-James Bond. 
That was what I thought it 

' was at that very moment. 
Thompson: All right. What 

about after the date of the 
break-in? Did you have any 
knowledge concerning ef-
forts to do what has, been re-
ferred 'to as engaging in-
cover-up. . 

Moore: No, sir. It was up 
to and close to the date of 
March 19, 1973, where I re-
member the suspicions that 
Mr. Dean had intimated. He 
had said this, you know, in 
this room, that as you put.  
it, Moore knew-  some. things 
but not other -things.- I be 
lieve that whatever his 
(Dean's) knowledge was, he 
did not wish to involve me 
with knowledge that woul 
je inappropriate, I think as 
e did for his;young assi 
t. I think that he did tii  
appreciated that in retro- 
ect. But he would make 
arded colmrnents because 
my judgment, he began 
get worried that things 

-were going on and he was 

f
raid that he might be in-

olved.  

)001: I put that together- 
h ';11e Hunt demand (for 

Oney), that confirmed my 
4iiitimation. that ',something 
Ova as with, in the nature of, 
payoff was possible. But 

gain, at that time and clur7 
dug the period in -March 
*hen my suspiliOns` got:  
firmed up, or became firm-
er, I was not thinking of the 
&White House, I was thinking 
"of people at •the (re-election) 

ommittee or related to the 
ommittee Who might have 

keonducted this ;Cover-up plan 
kif there were. miei And it 
twas very late in the game 
*hen, as I indicated I heard 
.of 	• 	 , f the existence, Dean told 
1.tiae of the existence of the 

p),poo (used to pay Hunt 4  d the others), I think 
;Mind the 'end of the first 

Meek-in April, when he -was 
'be Was, of course, I think 

ng deeply concerned 
out• this thing. 
Thompson . . . I believe 

en stated that during the 
part of March, Mr. 

an first told you about 
her involvement with re-
d to the break-in. He 

entioned Mr. Liddy, of 
course. He also mentioned 
meetings that he had at- 
"tended with Mr. Mitchell '4  
and Mr. Magruder ... 

Moore: I think that the 
*first such conversation, took 
Iplace—I will take March 1st 
Us a rough date ... 
t He told me, he said, at the_ 
(first meeting, we went to 
%Ir. Mitchell's office and 
there Were was Liddy and there 

as Magruder and I, and 
With a tone of some kind of 
1,astonishment, he said, there 
She was with big charts, put 
khem out, with the Craziest, 
Wildest-  schemes you ever 
',saw. ,He said they were 
frazzle dazzle charts with 
4code names. He said—I 
:think he might haVe used a 
word or two that I shouldn't 
:use on the air. He said, holy 
:so-and4d, the charts had 
iplans for surveillance, elec-
ttronic surveillance, eVen. 
dddnaping. ' 

And .-1, = you know, I re-
acted with disbelief. I said 
kidnaping7- I think I said, 
what the hell are you talk-
ing abont? 

He said, well, this guy, 
this guy' Liddy, had a plan 
where the leaders, if, the 
leaders of the demonstrators 
iiiVSati Diego got too tough, 
we would snatch them, they 
would be equipped to snatch 
them and take them to Mex- 

,ani at,  this ,pdint we 
would assume the demo/IL 
strations would fail because 
the leaders had disappeared. 

• 

I said you know, I think, 
you know, you have got to 
be kidding. That was my re-
action. ' 

He said; well I just 
• couldn't believe' it I said 

get those charts out of here, 
destroy them, you shouldn't 
even be  discussing' such 
things in'the presence of the 
Attorney General, let alone 
carrying them out or even 
considering them. He said I 
turned that off. 

He said, but I went to an-
other meeting and be said, 
now, this one troubles me 
because I got there late and 
I don't know what was said 
or who will say what was 
said when I wasn't there, he 
said because now he still 
had a chart that was, all this 
rough stuff was, , 	but 
electronic surveillnce 	was 
still in. 

And I said, well, now, you 
mean in general. 

He said yes, it was a 
budgetary thing. 

And I said well was there 
any—I must preface this by 
saying that he did say he 
was concerned about being 
at this meeting lest that in-
volve hint. 

. I said, well, was there any-
thing in the chart about. the 
Democratic Conunittee' 'or ' 
Watergate, using, either or 
both phrases? 

He said, no, there were 
not specifics, just a princi-
ple. 

And then, he said, I 
thought I turned it off. 

I did not knovi4and he did 
not tell me that he later 
went to Mr. Haldeman, as 
he so testified; and said he 
would have nothing to do 
with anything like this . 

Thompton. Did you say 
that he told you that he was 
concerned for himself be 
cause of his presence in' 
those meetings? . 

Mr. Mobre! At a later 
time, as he told me that he 
was concerned about his 
participation in those meet-
ings because the grand jury 
was back in session or was 
about to be and he: said "I 
am probably going to have 
to testify", and he saidii"I 
am going to,  tell tie truth 
about' those meeting's", and 
he said or intimated that 
Mr. Magruder had iitiVre- 
vealed that aspect of the 
meetings When he had testi. 
fied either at the trial or at 
the grand jury, I do not 
think he specified. but Mr. 
Magruder was on record un-
der oath, and he said "I am 
going to raise hell with Ma-
-gruder when I tell the 
truth." And later either in 
the same conversation or 
within a short time• there-
after he said One of the 
things that concerns me_ is 
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Richard Moore arrives at witness table to continue his testimony. 

that I keep. hearing or 
have heardthat Magruder if,  
he gets in trouble, if he goes 

•down he is determined to 
take other people- withhim." 
And he said "I ca.n, easily 
see how.  he would r  inV4ve 
me as haYing been there and 
having approved these pro-
ceedings."' 

Thompson. All rl ixht, 
when did this conversa *.eu 
take place? 

Moore. This wis an accel-
eration of Mr. Deans prob-
lems . . . let us say March 
15, Mr. Thompson. 

Thompson: When Mr. 
Dean was telling you these 
things,' I am sure of course 
they concerned you, you 
learned about Mr. Mitchell, 
I am sure, for the first;,tiMe 
in these what's been refer-
red to, a least' referring to, 
the horror stories generally 
or some things that could be 
seriously embarrassing, as 
he stated, did you consider 
going to the President your-
self at that time? 

Moore: I was considering 
it seriously, Mr. Thompson 
but what I had essentially 
was gossip. What I had was 
guarded, certainly nothing 
evidentiary. The procedures 
were going forward; the 
grand jury had' beeir''-re-
opened. I felt that whatexe.r 
it was, and this is. When al-
most daily one of us was dis-
cusging the possibility of 
getting the story out. As . I 
mentioned to you, Mr. Ehrl-
ichman, as I said yesterday, 
phoned me on March 16th, I 
think it was, to say that the 
President wanted. a full, 
statement of (all these 
things, and I thought this 
thing was coming to a head 
but I did not feel I had 'any-
thing except hearsay and 
gossip and rumor but I, sure 
was beginning to worry. But 
also I must say that when he 
spoke of the Hunt and 
Liddy, I did not know that 
that would involve the 
White House. That couild 
have been something else 
they had done, I didn't know 
what it was, and'he made it 
a point never to go over the 
evening and tell me any-
thing. He never told ,  me, as I 
recall, of an actual criminal 
situation or act. He talked 
about embarrassinent and 
problems. 

Later, Moore testified, he 
urged Dean to ,  tell president 
Nixon' everything about the 
cover-up, and,. on March 21, 
Dean did So, 'according to 
Moore. It was this meeting 
with Dean that the President 
referred to in an April 17 
public statement that he had 

:-..;vn a new investigation of 
new charges that had 

come to his attention on 
March 21. Moore said he next 

met 	'.7:'4.,eicient On: 
April 19 to -discuss;  this state-

.0tent. 

'Thoinpson: Tell us about 
the •:'canverSation. you had-

- with -the President on April 

Well, when I. came 
in to See him, he,:had Issued' 
his April 17th statement 
that serious new changes-
had come to his attention,:,. 
and so on 	' 

21st `date. ``John 'Dean must''  
hafte-;been.-. the source of 
those charges," and he said 
something - to• theieffeet "Oh, 
did :you know about .that" 
and said "Yes.". 

Itatici.`After we met.with 
you 	before.191M.'and 
Ltallied about it;" and I said 
"I, urged ,hiM ta .go -in and 

- , tell you," and the said, in 
fact he told , nip- ,y4h called 
hitt that very night. He' said '̀ 
"Yes, I did," and I said 
`Now the thing that got me 

Comniitted,was that black-
mail buSiness with Hunt, did 
he tell you about that." 

He said, "Yes, yes," he 
Mentioned that, that is what 
he ` -;'said, and he said 
"Ima!g-ine,;' and again no 
quotation marks please, I 
have ,to give you my ,recol-
lection, and he said, I think 

"imagine' or just think of 
that". he said "I'told him it 
was not only wrong but stu-
pid. That you can't do that. 

;First of all the demands 
never stop" and he said 
"Dean said this could go 
on," and'the word "1 o a mil-
lion dollars." The President 
said "That isn't the point. 
Money is not the point. You 
could raise money, money is 
not the point, it's wrong, we 
could not, shouldn't con-
sider it and it's stupid be-
cause the truth comes out 
anyway." . . . that was his 
comment to me . . . 

Thompson: Did you •see 
the President after April 
20th? 

Moore: Yes, sir: I saw him 
on May 8th . . . 

That was a rambling dis-
cussion. The best way, if I 
may make a little prolix, if I 
can get started at the begin-
ning. He had called me, sent 
for me the weekend of April 
30th, the Camp David week-
end. I was on my way to my 
son's wedding in May. I got 
a message: do not turn 
around, the President said, 
enjoy the wedding. 

So when I saw him, he 
wanted to know about the 
wedding and we got, talking 
about my family, which was 
fine. 



He had just come for a 
weekend after biting a 
pretty good bullet in that 
April 30th situation. He 
looked fine. He had been in 
the sun and he looked to me 
much more relaxed than 
when I had seen him in 
,these previous meetings I 
saw him in. tallied to him 
a little bit about that, in a 
sense that, I used'the words, 
you look like your hand's.„ 

, back on, the tiller and you 
are getting back into serious 
things and so forth . . . 

I !had not seen him since 
the April 30th speech and I 
talked about that. He always 
kind of liked to ask me 
about what some of our mu-
Anal friends in California 
thought. I relayed some of 
those reactions to him, not 
all favorable, by the way. 
will not go into detail what 

the comments were about, 
but this is what we were 
talking about. 

Then, I talked about—oh, 
I reporte what I had heard 
myself, about the nomina-
tion or appointment of Gen-
eral Haig as the at least act-
ing chief of staff, and of 
course, it was all favorable, 
and I felt• that that helped 
give a new Mt, that things 
*ere getting back on the 
track. He talked then a little 
bit about the future ,again, 
that he' thought that I-L-but 
he said, do ̀`I think that this 
knowledge matter—he said, 
you told me, and he said—
very early, he said, now, by 
the way, I remember your 
of the cover-upand. I take it 
comment about the cover-up 
you think we are' going in 
the right direction? 

And- I said, I certainly do. 
And he said at that point 

—let• me just recall—he 
said, well, now, I am only 
wondering now, or I wonder 
now, about--and he had said 
this once before, but he said 

is when you ,have a lot on 
your mind, and I did, but he 
Said, I' still wonder. And he 
said, what do you think? 

I said Mr President I did 
not have that much on my 
mind and I did not see' any 
clues. If that is all that is 
worrying you, you can get 
back to business as far as 
your role is concerned, and 
I think that was that. 

During yesterday's > after-
noon session, Sen. Edward 
Gurney (R-Fla.) questioned 
Moore about John Dean's al-
legations that President Nixon 
knew of executive clentakcY 
offers to the convicted' Water-
gate conspirators. 

Gurney: I Would like to 
cover one. point ,here of Mr. 
Dean's testimony when he 
was before us. I, think it is 
extremely important. That , 
was his description of a 
March 13 .:(1973),` meeting 
which he had with President 
Nixon. This is :really the 
first time, as I see his' testi-
mony, that -he has any real 
hard evidence on discus-
sions with the President 
about Watergate. And I 
would like to read from his 
statement, which describes 
pretty accurately, I guess, 
what.transpired in his mind,. 

"Toward the end of the 
conversation" — I am read-
ing from his Statement now 
about the meeting of March 
13th. 

"Toward the end of the 
conversation" . - . I am read-
ing froM his statement now 
about the meeting of March 
13th. 

"Toward the end of the 
conversation, we got into a 
discussion of Watergate 
matters specifically. I told 
the President abbut the fact 
that there were money de-
mands being made by the 
seven convicted defendants 
and that the sentencing of 
these individuals was not 
far off. It was during this 
conversation:that Haldeman 
came into the office After 
this brief , "interruptionk'rby 
Haldeman's coming in, but 
while he was still there, I 

told the President about the 
fact that  there was no 
money to pay these individ-
uals to meet their demands. 
He asked me' how much it 
would cost. I told him I 
could only make an esti-
mate, that it might be as 
high as 'a million dollars or 
more. 

"He told me that-  was no•
problem, and he also looked 
over at Haldeman and re-
peated.  the same statement. 
He then asked-me whO was 
demanding this money and. I 
told him it was principally 
coming from Hunt through 
his attorney. 

"The President then refer-
red to the fact that Hunt 
had been promised execu-
tive clemency. He said he 
had discussed this matter 
with Ehrlichman, and con-
trary to •instructions that 
Ehrlichman. had 

to 	
Col-, 

son not to talk to the Presi-
dent about it, that Colson 
had also discussed it with 
him later. He expressed 
some annoyance >at the fact 
that Colson had also dis-
cussed this matter with 
him." 

There is a little more, but 
that is the imbortant part. 
In other words, Mr.. Dean 
has testified that 'at this 
meeting on March 13th, this 
whole business of Hunt's de-
mands for blackmail — that 
word isn't used, but cer-
tainly, $1 million must be 
that -- as well as executive 
clemency " were discussed. 
Now,. then, you, of course,•
had a discussion with Mr. 
Dean about. Hunt's problem 
and blackmail and;- not ex-
ecutive clemency, but the 
'blackmail thing. As I recall 
your •testimony, you were 
startled and horrified at this 
when you first learned 
about it. 

Now, then, here's what I 
want to ask: Did. Mr. Dean 
ever tell you when this mat-
ter came up between you 
and him, or, for- that matter, 
at any time later, I suppose 
up to March 21st, that he 
had discussed this matter of 
the million dollars and exec-
utive celemency with the 
President? 

Moore: 'He never told me 
that. 

Gurney: Now, don't you 
think that he would have 
told about that if it actually 
had come up? 

Moore: He was telling me 
a great deal, Senator. 

Senator Ervin: I think we 
ought to allow .a little free-
dom, but I don't think that 
is quite a proper question, 
really. 

Gurney: Well, I must say, 
Mr. Chairman, that I think 
that question is less free-
wheeling , than about a mil-
lion I have heard in this 
committee room today. 

Ervin: If you:insist on it, I 
willPermit it 

..Gurney: I do insist on it. 
Ervin: You are asking him 

if he doesn't think if Mr. 
Dean had talked to the Pres-
ident about soinething, he 
would have told him?'  
' Gurney: That is exactly 
what I asked and 'would the 
witness please answer? 

Moore: There is a:— 
Gurney: If he desires to. 
Moore: Well, it is a very 

key question and that is why 
I am hestitating, because I 
am giving my thought to 

1,  what he might have done. 
Gurney: You see, one of 

the reasons I am asking this, 

and I am sure the chairman 
knows this, is that a lot of 
Mr. Dean's testirniony had 
to' do with impressions he 
got-- 

Moore: I understand. 
Gurney: —that the Presi-

dent -might' know something 
about Watergate, what was 
going on in the President's 
mind.,What I would like tok-
now from your deep associ-
ation with him, at least in 
this period of time, what you 
might have known what went 
on in his mind--Mr. Dean's. 

Moore: Well, I would have 
to say this, that inasmuch 
as he, that he might well 
have told me if that had 
happened, 'but that the fact 
that when I asked him on 
March 20 and he said no, he 
never told the President any 
of these things, that might 
explain better why he didn't 
tell me, because at least on 
March 20, the indication that 
he made to me was that he 
hadn't .  told him. So, I 
would havet o say this:, Sena-
tor, that either John Dean 
felt: that he:,  shouldn't tell 
me on, at that time if that 
happened, in which- case, he 
would have persisted in that 
when. I asked WM on March 

So, I kind of go along 
with the notion that if that 
had happened; he might well 
have told MR.,' 

it with greater conviction, 
he said, I • have racked my 
brain, -..I 'have searched my 
mind. Were there, any clues 
I should have seen that 
should have tipped me, off? 
He said, maybe, there were. 

He said, maybe there 
were. He said, I know how it 



Gurney: Vila oecurred, as 
I recall, either a- day two 
before the March .21 meet-
ing, did-it not?, When he 'told 
the President everything'? 

Wore: Well; My: convekaa-
tion with him, in which; he 
said that he had not :tad:the 
President any of te things 
that . were bothering him or 
ti-sit he hadbeen hinting at, 
that conversation was on 
March 20. 

Moore next was questioned 
by the Senate committee's 
chairman, Sam J. Ervin, about 
Moore's contention that the 
President knew nothing about 
White House involvement in 
the Watergate cover-up until 
Penn. went to him and told 
thewh,ole stork oat -Maieh 	• 
1973. 

Ervin: Mr. Moore; you 
have testified -that you -be, lieVe that. the PreSident 
knew nothing about th Crit-
teal-  facts relatirig to water- • gate at any' time between., 
the 17th day of Jime, 1972, 
and the 21st day of' March, 1973? 

Moore Yes,,iir: 
Ervin: That is purely '4 

conjecture on your part, is it not? 	 : 	- 
Moore: Well; he told me he did not, sir, and I have 

no evidence to the contrary. 
So it is a conclusion. 

Ervin: Well, it is a conclu-... sion. It is:  a surmise. 
Moore: That is right. 

Ervin: .. . . Now, I would 
. ask you this question:, Do 

you not agree with me ,that a all of . the inhabitants of 
this earth, the one best:qual-
ified to testify as ,to the 
knowledge the President . 
had concerning the Water- 
gate affair or anything else 
at any time hetWeen the 
17th, day - ,of June 1972 and 
the 21st day of March 1973,,  is President Nixon? 

Moore: I could agree with 
that. 

(Laughter) - , 
Ervin: ... Now, you. f 

out on the morning of June 
17, 1972, or shortly, there- - 
after,,bY ' reading Vie PresS 
and .Watching': television 
that five men .had beet 
eau& red-handed in an act 
of burglary hi the 1Perno,  
cratie 'National b.eaclquart-
ers? 

Moore: Yes, I 'found out 
the morning of June 18. 

Erviir Now,1 will ask yen, ' 
if yo4 did not state . that 
"In One of my talks with the 
President, the President 
kept ,  asking hitaself whether 
there had 	any sign or 
eltte*hieh should haye led 
hirn tot discover the true 
facts earliee4that 	ear- 
lier than. March 21, 1973? 

Moore: .Yes, sir. 
Ervin I will. ask You., dur-

ing" the aPproiimateiy tyki 
Months after the bin•glarY:at 
the Watergate was' !Macey-
ered 'if the news Media-
that•is, the newspapers, and 
TV and radio—did not . . 
many statements, concern-
ing the Watergate 'matter. 

. . . I -ask you, can we 
safely assume that Mr: 
Haldeman; Mr. Ehrlichmaii, 
Mr Chapin, Mr. Colson, Mr. 
StrathSii, 'Mr. Ziegler, Mr. 
Dean, Mr, Mitchell and Mr. 
Stens,. 	Magruder, Mr. 
Sloan;:  and Mr. Porter and the ...:,13resident,.. read the 
newspapers? 

(Laughter) 
Moore: lam not an eYewit-

neSs'to.that; sir, but I would 
make-that 'assumption.  

Ervin: Welt' you certainly . do not knew that Mr ,;;Dean 
did anything to keep '.4.those Parties.' from reading the 

.,newspapers and Watching 
television and radio? 

Moore: No, sir. 
,..LaUghter) 

Ervin: I will ask you if the 
second fact that came out, 

Columbia who read them 
.-. and the TV, everybody who 
watched TV?' 

Moore-  next was questioned . 
about whether he had -read 
newspaper , Zisclosures that.  inoncy found on one of /these 
arreSted in the :Watergate had 

- been traced to... Nixon. cam-
paign funds. Moore said he 

' 	- 
Ervin: I' ask yen if duriiig 

this same time period, these 
news, media didn't-proclaim 

' these further statements' 
' contain 	these 	hirther 
. statements? Instead of de- 
' positing such funds• in banks  
in accordance Twith-  good 
business practices, that Sec-
retary Stens, as director of 
the finance committee, ,kept 
hundreds, of thousands of 
dollars in cash in safes in 
the officeS of the Nixon 
campaign cornmittees. 	- • 

Moore: That is what t un-
derstand. 

Ervin: And I will- ask if 
the same -news media didn't 
further• proclaim this within 
that time period: that 
shortly prior 'ito the bur:,  
glary, Hugh W. Sloan, Jr., 
treasurer Of the -Stang coin-
mittee, delivered various 
sums totaling slao,000 'in 
cash to G. -Gordon Liddy, 
the general .counsel of the 
Stans Committee? 

Moore:.Yes, sir.-  . 
Ervin: And didn't the 

seine news media,. within 
the same period of time, 
state that Starts' told. Sloan 

. after Sloan made this, ex-
pressed his misgivings, that 
he, 8-tans, consulted Mitch-
ell and that after such con-
sultation informed Sloan 
that Mitehell 'and be Stens. -  

authorized Magruder to 
rect him,that is Sloan-4O 
make these  disb4rsemems, 
to Liddy? 	' 	• -,,‘ 

Moore.: I asOrne so, sir: 
You are reading-Jrom ; th'e. . iiimmarY. I aSsuinc all theSe 

• • things as 	• 
Ervin: —now ,.I . have re-

counted  a great many 
things, all of :which •except 
one, I think yogadniit, were 
made known by the news 
media within two months af-
ter the Watergate burglaries-
were discovered.  Can you 
imagine any better way on. 
which a person interested in 
the President's campaign 
and people who read• the.  Washington• papers and the . 
New York . Times and 
watched television and us 

belied to the ,: radio could 
have had • more reason to 
suspect that something was: 
rotten in the committees to 
re-elect the President than 
were divulged by these news media? 

Moore: Well, first of 
as I said, the President told.  
me, I think it was on May 
8th, that he .had racked his 
brain as to the cover-up, and 
he also told me, sir, that he 
had, it was his firm convic-
tion which at that time was 
confirmed by every invest- • - 
gation, the grand jury, the 
trial, and so forth, that .the ,  
only culpable persons were 
the seven defendants. 

Ervin: Well; you are tell-
ing me something I didn't 

- ask you about. I 'haven't 
asked you about what the 
President told you,' I have 
been asking what the radio 
and television and the . pa-
pers had told you. 

Moore: And your question 
is? 	, 

Ervin: Yes. Didn't you 
- learn from the presa and the 
radio and the TV in connec-
tion with the matters I have 
recounted to you, generate ,a 
suspicion in your mind that 
something was rotten in the , 
Committee to Re-Elect the 
President? 

Moore: Yes, yes,• in the 
Committee- to Re-Elect the 
President. 
, Ervin: Yes..'  
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Don't you think that you, 
as a friend of the President, 
as an aide to the 'President, 
owed a duty to .the Presi-
dent to go to• .hina..-and tell 
him that you were suspi-
cious that something was 
rotten in the . committees 
charged with his re-election 
and that something ought to 
be ,done abou, it? ,. . 

Moore: Well, -1 picked--- 
the Watergate itself had 
demonstrated that that was 
a pretty sour operation in 
that ''sense, that that could 
be allowed to happen, 

Ervin: Well, the-President 
said it was unauthorized. 
Don't you think somebody 
close to•the President or the 
President himself should 
take' some action, to see 
whether i,t had happened? 
- Moore: Well,' the' Presi-
dent,4tleither nappened or 
the President was told and 
he believed that it happened 

or the critical fact, was not• 
that McCord had the  Na-
tional Denieciatic heaciquar-

.' ters in the Watergate bug-
ged. and had furnished the 
data obtained by the bug-
ging to some person or per-
sons in the coramittees, in 
the campaign committees of 
President Nixon.? 

Moore: That is newspa-
per item? 

Ervin: Yes. Is 	not 
what the newspapers told 
everybody in the 'District of 



and that an investigation 
was made and that the re. 
stilts were unequivodany 
that no,  one 	the: White 
3-louse..was involved. Clearly 
two men in <the committee 
were  

Ervin: =You found- out in 
April, 1973, that Mr: Hunt 
had been an accessory.; be-
fore the fact totheburglar,  
izing of the office of the 
psychiatrist of Ellsberg in• 
September, 1971, didn't you? 

Moore: I. found otit that 
there was a-4 yes, sir 

Ervin.: Ye& 
Moore: That, is roughly 

right. 
Ervin: And you found out 

that Mr. 'Hunt, You had 
learned . previonsly 'to , that 
time that Mr. Hunt was a 
paid consultant of the White 
House? 
:Moore: I learned that in 

theneWspapers that he had 
been 'a ,,paid .  consultant • of 
the White. kolise. 

Ervin: And you ' Still tell 
me, Mr. Moore, I believe 
you told the'committee; that 
You had susPicion but you 
don't think there' was any-
thing at all that ought to 
have indicated to President 
Nixon or any of his, Mr. 
Haldeman or Mr. Ehrlich-
man prior to the 21st day of 
March that there was some-
thing rotten in the com-
mittees or in the White 
House? 

Moore: Well, the Presi-
dent has himself said, and I 
have said in my statement, 
that I wish I has been more 
skeptical and I think he is 
the first One, he said it and 

,he believes it, but in looking 
back, and it is always easy 
afterward, certainly Mr. 
Hunt, I 'aril not defending 
anything that Mr. Hunt'did, 
I had no knowledge of it, 
the fact is that the Presi- 
dent was operating with the 
knowledge that he, that Was 
before him, and he, had no 
intimation, nothing direct, 
no one brought to him is my 
firm conviction of anything 
specific that Would have 
triggered or clued the no 
tion this cover-up was going 
on if it involved White 
House people-Partieularly: 

Ervin: Well, 'everybody in 
Washington, D.' C. had an 
opportunity to learn this ex- 

cept the President, didn't 
he? 

Moore: Well, Mr. Chair-
man, in' all fairness, I -think 
that everybody in 4WaShing 
ton,' D.C., had; a different, 
the people' have their .own 
view points and' we -have a 
lot of people here who are 
rucking a lot of tharges;;  - 

Ervin: Do you know,what 
the evidence was produced 
down there at the..trial. 

Moore: No, ,sir, I didn't at 
tend the triaL 

Ervin': Don't, you,, know 
that the- evidence *ows that 
Mr. Magruder 
$199,000 in cash to Liddy, :be- 
fore the 	.  

Moore: Well, -yes,;:sir,, f tin; 
derptand that.  

Ervin: And • don't you. 
know that the tracks led 
right, straight from 
Watergate into the offices, of 
the Committee to Ite-elect.  
the President, just is 
straight as, a marten going 
to .its home? 	' Moore: Yes, sir: 

Ervin: And yet nobody 
knew, anything wrong? 

Moore: Again ',in fairness, 
Mr. Chairman, this track ied 
to .a cash supply that was 
made, available to .,Mr. Liddy 
with no responsibility of 

" having to aconunt for it;and 
that is always a verybad sit 
nation. 
, Ervin: Yes. 

Moore: And whether any-
body knew what he was doing 
was a separate question . 

Ervin: When did you first 
start suspecting that some-
thing was rotten in the cora-  
mittees to secure the re-elec-
tion of the President? 

Moore: Well, I weuld:Sai . 
the morning I got a phone 
call that said, what do you: 
think of that caper 	that ' 
burglary, on Sunday morn-
ing,,-  and I picked it up and: 
read it. 1 said something 
like, sure is. This was not 
Sunday. It was when I 
learned that McCord and 
Liddy, were involved, within:, 
that. week, that ,obviouslY,. 
something was rotten. I: 
thought that the rotten had 
been exposed' and there was 
the cancer and there 'it was 
That is what I thought. 
. Ervin: You do not have 
any inforniation that any-
body, any aide of the Presi-
dent, kept either Mi.' l tilde 
man .or Mr. Ehrlichman or 
the President from reading 
the newspapers or listening' 
to the radio 'or watching tel-
evision during thiS time? 

Moore: I haveheard it al-
leged, sir, but it is not true. 
The President reads neWspa-' 
pers and`- of course. 

Ervin: And even Mt. Dean' 
could not keep him, or any 
body up there, from reading 
the newspaPars or listening 
to the radio. 	. 

Moore: The grand .jury. 
was also reading . tliq::.s.anle 
newSpapers and.no 

Ervin: Thank yon, Mr. 
Moore: 	 • 

Moore: Thank - you; ,Mr. 
Chairman.  

Ervin: Senator:Bakers 
Baker: Thank you very 

much. 


