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Haldeman Says Key Tapes Don't Show
President Was Aware of the Cover-Up

Fdrm'erﬁ TOpAlde
Suggests Blame Is
Dean’s, Mitchell’s

By Lawrence Meyer
‘Washington Post Staff Writer

Former White House chief of staff H. R. (Bob) Halde-
man testified yesterday that he has listened_to two of the
recorded conversations between President Nixon and John
W. Dean III that the Senate select Watergate committee
and . special Watergate prosecutor Archibald Cox have
tried unsuccessfully to get from President Nixon.

Apparently catching the Senate committee by surprise
as he began his testimony yesterday, Haldeman said he
has listened to the President’s tape of two of the meetings
in which, former White House .counsel Dean has testified,
President Nixon indicated knowledge of the Watergate
cover-up. Haldeman also was present at one of these meet-
ings and part of the other. o

Haldeman’s version of the two meetings, on Sept. 15,
1972, and March- 21, 1973, which he said -is based on the
tapes, agrees with many of the details Dean described in
his testimony. But Haldeman disagreed emphatically with
Dean that these details or anything else recorded on the
tapes show that Mr. Nixon was aware of the cover-up. -

In refusing to turn over the tapes of these and other
Presidential eonversations to the Senate committee, Presi-
dent Nixon said on July 23: “The tapes, which have been
under my personal control, will remain so. None has been
transcribed or made public and none will be.”

Haldeman said he listened to the March 21, 1973, tape
In" his White House office in April while still the Presi-
dent’s -chiet of staff. Haldeman said he listened to the
Sept. 15, 1972, tape at his home where he kept it “over-
night” early this month, more than two menths after his
resignation from the White House on April 30. ’

Haldeman testified that he was asked to listen to these
two tapes by President Nixon himself, who, Haldeman
said, asked him to report back on their contents. Halde-
man said he took notes on the tapes and turned them
over to the President. Under questioning from the Sen-
ate committee, Haldeman said the notes were no longer
available to him and that he was testifying about the
tapes’ contents from memory. :

The committee did not learn of the tapes’ existence
until July 13 during ‘a routine staff interview with Alex-
ander P. Butterfield, a former aide to Haldeman and one
of the few other men in the White House who knew of

Mr. Nixon’s practice of recording all meetings and tele-."

phone conversations in the' White House Oval Office and’

his Executive Office Building office, among other places. .

In explaining his refusal to turn over the tapes to the
Senate committee or to special prosecutor Cox, Mr. Nixon
also said on July 23: “The fact is that the tapes would not
finally settle the central issues before your committee. Be-
fore their existence became publicly known, I personally
listened to a number of them. The tapes are. entirely con-
sistent with what I-know to be the truth and what I have
stated to be the truth.

“However, as in any verbatim recording of informal
conversations, they contain comments that persons with
different perspectives and motivations would inevitabiy
interpret in different ways,” Mr. Nixon said.

Haldeman’s revelation that he had listened to the two
tapes—but no others—came as he read to the Senate com-
mittee late yesterday afternoon a two-hour opening state-
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ment in which he denied
any prior knowledge of the
Watergate bugging or parti-
cipation in ahe subsequent
cover-up.

Like fellow top White
House aide John D. Ehrlich-
man, who completed five
days of testimony before
the committee earlier yes-
terday afternoon, Haldeman
also extended his defense to
President Nixon, to whom
he reported directly during
his White House years.

“It now appears there was
a cover-up,” Haldeman told
the committee. “The critical
question becomes who com-
mitted these acts, who di-
rected them, who was aware
of them?

“I committed no such acts,
directed no such acts and
was aware of none until
Mareh of this year. I am
convinced the President was
not aware of such acts until
March of this year.”

Like Ehrlichman, his close
friend and associate in the
White House, Haldeman
also strongly suggested that
former White House counsel

-Dean was .responsible for
" the cover-up, possibly in co-

operation with former Attor-
ney General John N. Mite-
hell.

Dean, Haldeman said, was

assigned the task of keeping
up to date with develop-
ments in the Watergate in-
vestigation last summer and
fall, and with keeping the
rest of the White House
abreast of them. “He appar-
ently did not keep up fully
posted,” Haldeman said of
Dean, “and it now appears
he did not keep us accu-
rately posted.”
- For the nation watching
the hearings, as well as for
many of the reporters pres-
ent, Haldeman’s appearance
before the committee was
the first sight of the man of-
ten described as the first
person President Nixon saw
every morning and the last
he saw ever night.

Although close to Ehrlich-
man—Haldeman and Erlich-
man now share the same
lawyers and are variously
describyd in Washington as
“Hans and Fritz” and the
“Berlin- Wall” because of
their closeness and shared
German  ancestry—Halde-
man.indicated that he ‘was
even closer to Mr. Nixon.
Unlike-Ehrlichman or Presi-
dential foreign policy ad-
viser -Henry  Kissinger,
Haldeman said, “I had no in-
dependent schedule. I was
at the call of the President
at all times.”

Deeply tan and looking
perhaps younger than his 46
years because of his brush
haircut and trim condition,
the former advertising exec-
utive read with almost no
emotion the opening state-
ment in which he generally
and specifically denied any
wrongdoing whatsoever.

In broad outline, Halde-
man’s statement agreed with
the thesis expounded by
Ehrlichman throughout his
testimony: that they were
too busy with other matters
to be concerned with the
Watergate  affair until
March of this year, that
Dean was left to keep an
eye on the matter for Presi-
dent - Nixon and that far
from covering up the Water-
gate affair, Haldeman, Ehrl-
ichman and the, President
were consistently trying to
find the truth to tell it to
the public.

“The specifics of Water-
gate and the activities of the
investigation following
Watergate were not a princi-
pal focus of interest in the
White House or by the Pres-
ident during the period of
June, 1972, up to March,

1973, Haldeman said. “My
own notes on meetings with
the President during that
period indicated very few
and very brief references to
Watergate.” To illustrate his
point, Haldeman said that
his notes for that period
comprise a stack of paper
eight inches high, but, tak-
ing all the notes mentioning
Watergate, he has a pile
only one-eighth of an inch.

Distinguishing between an
effort to “contain” Water-
gate during the campaign
and an effort to “cover-up,”
Haldeman acknowledged
that  political measures
which he said were legal
were taken to soften the im-
pact of the Watergate affair
on the 1972 election cam-
paign. The President, Halde-
man said, also was legiti-
mately concerned about the
Watergate investigation
touching on national secu-
rity matters involving some
of the participants in the
Watergate burglary.

Haldeman also denied a
series of specific charges
made against him by previ-
ous witnesses:

He denied that prior to
former deputy Nixon cam-
paign “manager Jeb Stuart
Magruder’s testimony at the
Watergate trial last Janu-
ary, Magruder informed him
that he was going to commit
perjury. Haldeman said his
meeting with Magruder oc-
curred after the trial. More-
over, Magruder said, T
don’t recall any discussion
of any particulars of the
Watergate matter or the so-
called cover-up” during that
meeting. Had he been told
about the perjury and other
acts, Haldeman said, “I

would have recalled them
and I would have done
something about them.”
Haldeman admitted that
he approved the hiring of
Donald H. Segretti to oper-
ate as a “political prank-
ster” in the mode of Demo-
crat Dick Tuck, a man,
Haldeman said, “who has
been widely praised by po-
litical writers as a political
prankster.” Haldeman said
he aproved Segretti’s hiring
by two other White House



aides with the
“understanding he would
engage in no illegal acts . ..
I had no specific knowledge
of Mr. Segretti’s activities
or how or with whom- he
acted,” Haldeman said.
Haldeman denied asking
CIA Director Richard

Helms and Deputy Director
Gen. Vernon E. Walters to
have the CIA “participate
in any Watergate cover-up
or to take the blame for the
Watergate break-in.”

Haldeman denied knowing
that $350,000 from a special
White House fund was used
to pay “hush money” to the
Watergate burglary defend-
ants. Since .-Dean was
handling the transaction,
Haldeman said, “I had no re-
ason te question the legality
or propriety” of the transfer
to the Nixon re-election
campaign for what Halde-
man said was the legisti-
mate payment of legal fees
and family support for the
Watergate defendants.

By the same token, Halde-
man denied knowing about
the Watergate break-in in
advance, denied ever seeing
the fruits of illegal wiretaps
from the Democratic Na-
tional Committee headquar-
ters and denied ever telling
his aide, Gordon Strachan,
to make sure the “files are
clean” following the break-
in and the June 17 arrests of
five men inside the Water-
gate. Strachan has testified
that after talking to Halde-
man he destroyed files con-
taining plans for and possi-
bly wiretap logs from the
Watergate bugging.

The most significant part
of Haldeman’s testimony in-
volved the charge by Dean
in his Senate testimony on
June 25 that Mr. Nixon had
indicated as far back as
Sept. 15, 1972, that he was
aware of the cover-up.

indicated as far back as
Sept. 15, 1972, that he was
aware of the cover-up.

Dean said he was called
Sept. 15 to the White House
Oval Office where he found
Mr. Nixon and Haldeman
“in very good spirits” fol-
lowing the news that seven
men had been indicted by
the federal Watergate grand
jury and that the White
House had not been impli-
cated.

According to Dean: “The
President then told me that
Bob (Haldeman) had kept
him posted on my handling
of the Watergate case. The
President told me I had
done a good job and he ap-
preciated how difficult a

task it had been and the-

‘President was pleased that
the case had stopped with
Liddy.” (G. Gordon Liddy
was the former counsel to
the Finance Committee to
Re-elect the President and
the highest ranking person
to be indicted. He was sub-

sequently convicted along
with the other six
defendants.)

Dean said he told Mr..

Nixon that he could not
‘“take credit because others
had done much more diffi-
cult things than I had
done.” Dean said he also
warned Mr. Nixon “that I
could make no assurance
that the day would not come
when this matter would
start to unravel.”

Dean said the meeting
also ranged over a variety of
topies, including the wunre-
sponsiveness to White
House demands by the In-
ternal Revenue Service, the
upcoming attempts by the
House Banking and Cur-
rency Committee to hold
hearings on the Watergate
affair, and the status of
Watergate civil suits against
the Republicans.

Dean said he told Mr.
Nixon that Roemer McPhee,
a lawyer for the Republican
National Committee, was in

contact with U.S. Districet,

Judge Charles R. Richey
over the handling of the
civil ‘suits brought by the
Democrats against the
Nixon re-election committee
and that Richey had indi-
cated he would try to be
helpful.

“I left the meeting,” Dean
testified, “with the impres-
sion that the President was
well aware of what had been
going on regarding the suc-
cess of keeping the White
House out of the Watergate
scandal, and I also had ex-
pressed to him my concern
that I was not confident that
the cover-up could be main-
tained indefinitely.”

Although agreeing with
Dean on many of the de-
tails, Haldeman took strong
exception to the interpreta-
tion Dean placed on what
Mr. Nixon said. According
to Haldeman, the President
did not say, “Bob has told
me what a good job you've
"been doing” and there was
“no mood of exuberance on
the part of the President.”

Dean, Haldeman said, re-
assured Mr. Nixon that
“nothing would -come out
that would surprise us” con-
cerning the Watergate affair.
Mr. Nixon, according to
Haldeman, “did commend
Dean for his whole handling
of the Watergate matter,
which was a perfectly
natural thing for the Presi-
dent to do.”

_“T totally disagree,”

Haldeman said, “that Presi-

" dent Nixon was aware of

any type of cover-up and
Mr. Dean did not advise
him of any.”

Concerning the March 21,
1973 meeting, the second
meeting tape Haldeman
said he had heard, Dean
testified that he told Mr.
Nixon what had happened
in the Watergate affair, be-
ginning with meetings held
in Attorney General Mitch-
ell’'s office and involving
the payment of money to
the Watergate defendants
to buy their silence.

Dean also testified that a
week earlier, on March 13, he
had told Mr. Nixon of the
money demands being made
by the defendants and that it
would take as much as $1 mil-
lion to keep them silent. Hal-
deman said he has not listen-
ed to the tape of that meeting,
which Dean said Haldeman
joined and heard the Presi-
.dent say that raising $1 mil-
lion would be “no problem.”

When Haldeman reached
the account of the March 21
meeting in his statement
yesterday, he told the Sen-
ate committee that he had
been instructed by the White
House not to disclose any-
thing he had learned “solely
by listening to a tape record-
ing of such meeting.” When
committee chairman Sam J.
Ervin Jr. (D-N.C.¢ overruled
invocation of executive priyi-
lege and ordered Haldeman
t6 testify about what he had
heard on the tape, Halde-
man readily complied, insert-
in “an addendum” into his
statement

Chief committee counsel
Samuel Dash said after the
hearing, “He was dying to
give it to us.”

Noting that he was present
personally for only the final
40 minutes of Dean’s meet-
ing with Mr. Nixon on March
21, Haldeman gave in his
“addendum” the following
version “of the substance of
that meeting to the best -of
my recollection”:

“Dean reported some facts
regarding the planning and
the break-in (at the Water-
gate) and said again there
were no White House per-
sonnel involved. He felt Ma-
gruder was fully aware of
the operation, but he was
not sure about Mitchell. He
said that Liddy had given
hi ma full rundown right
after Watergate and that no
one in the White House
was involved. He said that his
only concerns regarding the
White House were in relation
to the Colson phone call to
Magruder which might indi-
cate White House pressure
and the possibility that Halde-
man got some of the “fruits”
of the bugging via Strachan
since he had been told the
“fruits” had been supplied to .
Strachan . . .

“Regarding the post-June
17th situation, he (Dean) in-
dicated concern about two
problems, money and clem-
ency. He said that Colson had
said something to Hunt about
clemency. He did net report/
any other offers of clemency
although he felt the defen-
dants expected it. The Presi-
dent confirmed that he could
not offer clemency and Dean
agreed.

“Regarding money, Dean
said he and Haldeman were in-
volved. There was a bad ap-
pearance which could be de-
veloped into a circumstantial
chain of evidence regarding
obstruction of justice. He said
that Kalmbach had raised
money for the defendants;
that Haldeman had okayed
the return of the $350,000 to
the (re-election committee:
and that Dean had handled
the dealings between the



parties. in doing this. He said
that the money was for law-
yers’ fees.

“He also reported on a cur-
rent Hunt blackmail threat.
He said Hunt was demanding
$120,000 or else he would tell
about the seamy things he had

done for Ehrlichman. The
President pursued this in con-
siderable detail, obviously try-
ing to smoke out what was
really going on. He led Dean
on regarding the process and

_what he would recommend -

doing. He asked such things
as—well, -this is the thing you
would recommend" we ought
to do this? is that right? and
he asked where the money
would come from? how it
would’ be delivered? and.so
so on.- He. asked how much
money would be involved over
the years and Dean said prob-
ably a million dollars—but
the problem is that it is hard
to raise. The President -said
there is no problem in raising
a .million dollars, we can . do
that, but it would be wrong.
I have the clear impression

that he was trying to find out

what it was Dean was saying
and what Dean was recom-
mending. He as trying to get
Dean’s view and he was ask-
-ing him leading questions in
order to do that. This is the
method the President often
used when he was moving to-
ward a determination.

“Dean also mentioned
his concern about other ac-
tivities getting out, such as
the Ellsberg break-in, some-
thing regarding Brookings,
the other Hunt activities
for Colson on Chappaquid-
dick, the Segretti matter,
use of Xalmbach funds,
ete. . ;.

“The meeting then turn-
ed to the question of how
to deal with this situation
and the President mention-
ed Ehrlichman’s recommen-
dation that everybody
should go to the grand jury.
The President told Dean to
explore all of this with
Haldeman, Ehrlichman and
Mitchell.

“There was no discussion
while I was in the room

‘(mor -do I recall any dis-

cussion on the tape) on the

question of clemency in the-

context Of the President
saying ‘that he had discus-
sed this with Ehrlichman

and with Colson. The. only .

mention - of clemency was

-Dean’s report: that Colson

had discussed clemency with
Hunt and the President’s
statement that he could not
offer clemency and Dean’s
agreement plus a comment
that Dean thought the
others expected it.

“Dean mentioned several
times during this meeting
his awareness that he was
telling the President things
the President had known
nothing about.

“I have to surmise that
there is a genuine confusion
in Mr. Dean’s mind as to

- what happened on March

13th versus what happened
on’ March. - 21st, because
some of what he describes
in quite vivid detail as hap-
pening on March 13th , did,
in fact, happen on March
21st. The point about my
laughing at his being more
knowledgeable next time;
and the dquestion that he
says he raised on March
13th regarding the million
dollars are so accurately
described, up to a point, as
to What really happened on
March 21st that I believe he
is Mconfused between the
two dates.

“Mr. Dean’s recollectlon

‘that the President had told

him on March 13 that Ehr-
lichman had discussed an
offer of clemency to Hunt
with him and he had also

discussed Hunt’s clemency
with Colson is at total .vari-
ance with everything that I
have ever heard from  the
President, Ehrlichman= or
Colson. I don’t recall such
a discussion in either™the
March 13 or the N’arch 21
meeting.

“Now, to the questlon of
impression. Mr. Dean drew
the erroneous conclusion
that the President was fully
knowledgeable of the cover-
up at the time of the March
13th meeting in the sense
(1) of being aware that
money had been paid for
silence and that (2)-; the
money demands could feach
a million dollars and-that
the President said thaf “was
no problem. He drew’ his
conclusion from a hypothe-
tical discussion of questions
since the President told”me
later that he had no inten-
tion to do anything what-
ever about money and’-had
no knowledge of the so-
called cover-up. I -had- no
difficulty accepting ‘the
President’s version, based
on years of very close-asso-
ciation with Pres1dent
Nixon and on hundreds of
hours in meetings with: him.
' “Having . observed«the
Pre51dent over those years,
in many different situations,
it was very clear to me on
March 21st that the Presi-
dent was exploring and
probing; that he was- sur-
prised; that he was trying
to find out What in  the
world was going on' he
didn’t understand how this
all fit together and he was
trying to find out.”

. By Bob Burchette—The Washington Post
Sen. Howard Baker, deputy committee counsel Rufus L. Edmisten and Sam Sen. Ervin Jr. get their heads together.



Associated Press
H. R. (Bob) Ha;ldeman is sworn in by Watergate committee chairman Sam Ervin.



By Bob Burchette—The Washington Post
Cuhief counsel Samuel Dash, right, has a confidential word with Rufus L. Edmisten, deputy committee counsel.



