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Herbert W. Kalmbach,
President Nixon’s person-
al attorney until May 1,
testified yesterday that on
orders of John D. Ehrlich-
man and John Dean IIT he |
raised funds for legal fees |
and family support for the
seven Watergate defend-
ants.

Kalmbach ‘said because
the orders came from the
“No. 2 and No. 3 men on:the
White House staff,” it was
“absolutely incomprehensi-
ble’’ to him that his actions
could be regarded as impro-
per. or unethical. e

But Kalmbach  told the
Senate Watergate Commit-
tee that the secrecy and .

“James Bond Scenario” of
the fund - raising and pay-
ments so concerned him that
he once sought assurances
from Ehrlichman that noth-
ing improper was involved.

He said Ehrlichman gave
him the assurances and told
him that Dean, counsel to
the President at the time,
had been authorized to ask
him to raise the funds.

Ehrlichman, who resigned
April 30 amid the growing
Watergate crisis, has denied
repeatedly any involvement
in-the scandal. He is sched-
uled to be a Senate witness °
later this month.

- Kalmbach, 51, of Newport
Beach, Calif., said Dean
first contacted him about a
special fund - raising projéct
on June 28, 1972, nine days
after the ‘burglary - bugging
of.Democratic offices atthe
Watergate.

.ASSIGNMENT

He said Dean telephoneq
him and mentioned he had
“a very important assign-
ment” for him, “‘a matter of
extreme importance,” and
asked if he could come to
Washington. ‘

He said Dean told him the
next day' in a Washington
park, ‘“‘we would like to have
. you raise-funds for the de-

. fendants .

and that if any inforration |
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and_ for support of
their families.” o
Dean replied there ‘“was
no time for this,” Kalmbach
testified, and told him thata |
public committee “might be

misinterpretgd.” ;
Kalmbaéh quoted Dean as
saying that ‘the mjatter
should be handled with ““se-
crecy and confidentiality”

got out ““it might jeopardize |
the campaign because of
misinterpretation.”

Dean indicated, according
to Kalmbach, that Frederic_k
LaRue, a top campaign offi- |
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He .also told of receiving |
$40,000 in $100 bills from La-
Rue and of taking the money |
. to New York and giving it to
Ulasewicz for distribution;

CONCERN

But he began to have “n
degree: of concern about:the '
operation . . . the secrecy |
and: clandestine, covert na- |
turé . . . the James Bond |
scenario,” he said, which he
found “‘very distasteful,””

He said he went to see
Ebrlichman on July 26 £to
confirm that Dean had the
duthority to direct me to
carry out this assignment,
and second I wanted him to

would be ‘“‘giving
directions onm:»this assign-
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men,t” and that AntHony T. -
Ulasewicz, a former New
York policeman on ‘Kalm-
bach’s payroll, might act as
“a distributor of funds.”

DEAN

Kalmbach’s account of the ;
meeting and of subsequent
dealings with Dean support
most of Dean’s testimony
concerning those matters.
But Dean testified that it
was Kalmbach who suggest-
ed that Ulasewicz act as dis- -
tributor of dunds to the Wat-

~ergate defendants. gissrgume of. the Bitasety,
plnbach said he fele.  YfffSssigmment.” ol

‘phoned Maurice H. Stans, fi- =~ .. o 4

Ph ; Ehrlichman that the secrecy

of “the project as well as
hewspaper reports about;
Watergate were “bothering”
him. _
He said he looked Ehrlich-
‘ man in the eyes, reminded
him that the two knew each
others families, pointed out
hisiown name and reputa-
tion could be at stake, and "

campaign, - and
asked if he “would help with
the assignment.” He sadi he
did not tell Stans the nature .
of the assignment, but told
him “he would have to trust
me.” Stans ' subsequently
gave him $75,000 in $100
bills, Kalmbach said.
The attorney said Ulase-

eyes” and tell him the oper-
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almbach said Ehrlich-
man’ alsg remarked that if
word of the operation got,

Kalmbach said that Wil
liam 0. Bittman, attorney .
for E. Howard Hunt'dr., one °
of the Watergate dgfendants, |
was. given$25,000 and that
most of the funds thereafter

- counsel,

told him to “look me in the |

tinued, “‘Herb, John doeg |

Samuel Dash, commniittee
asked, “Even
though he told you thenthe
secrécy was vital, it didn’t
suggest any impropriety ?”.
“Ttidid not,” Kalmbach re-
plied: “It suggested the con-
cern was if this got into the
press%r if it were misinter-
preted.” e

Dash: How could your
. providing funds through

Dean, Ehrlichman, the re-

- election committee,. to bur-

glars, wiretappers, ‘conspira-
tors, be misintézpreted?

Kalmbach: The misiﬁter--
- prefation would be thatthis

as fo silence these people.
1sh: Could anyone have
13 other interpretation?
Kalmbach: I did.

9

< Dash: In the real sense,

. took your moral §tand
0t Ehrlichman’s state-

| ment, that it was appropri-

ate.

‘Kalmbach: 1 had such
trust in Dean and Ehrlichy
man that if I was advised by

. them, there was no possibili-

ty in my mind there would
be any impropriety.

UNEASY ‘

. Altogether, Kalmbach
said, he .raised $220,000 for
the operation — including a
pdckage of $75,000 in $100
bills which he got from

. Thomas V. Jones, board

chairman of Northrup Corp.,
on grounds the money was
needed for a “special as-
signment” he had been giv-
en by the White House. But
Kalmbach said he became
intreasingly uneasy about
the operation and decided by
late August or early Septem-
ber to have nothing more to
do.withit. - 1

He said he informed Dean
of his decision at a meeting

in Dean’s office on Septem-:

ber 21. He said he was asked

“once or twice more” there: .

after to raise funds, but res
fused. . '

The last time, he said, was

at ‘a meeting on Jan. 19 '
1973, at Mitchell’s Washing-
ton law office. He said"’

Mitchell, LaRue and Dean!

all'attended the meeting and
Dean “led the conversa-
tion”’

Dean has testified

ing ]
fy shortly and is be-

mittee any involvemel it in

the: raising of such funds. .
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