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- Segretti Bares Dirty Tricks

By Lawrence Meyer
and Peter A. Jay
Washington Post Staff Writers
- Convicted political saboteur Donald

H. Segretti testified yesterday that he
was not pressed for details of his 1972
campaign © “dirty  tricks” by federal
prosecutors during the original Water-
gate grand jury investigation.

After testifying before the grand

Jury in the late summer of 1972, Se-
gretti told the Senate select Watergate
committee yesterday, he “believed then
that there was something going on

behind the scenes™

Segretti also recalled in his testi .

mony yesterday .that White House
counsel John W. Dean IIT had told him
at the time that Dean “might be ahle
to put parameters” on the federal
grand jury inquiry into the Watergate
break-in.

This testimony came as part of Se-
gretti’s first kpub.liq disclosure of the

full story of how he conducted a cam-
paign of “dirty tricks” against Demo-
cratic vresidentjal candidates in 1972.
He told of being recruited by two
friends from college, Dwight Chapin,
then President Nixon’s appointments
secretary, and Gordon Strachan, an
aide to then White House chief of staff
H. R. (Bob) Haldeman, and of being
paid about $46,000 in salary' and ex-
penses by Herbert W. Kalmbach, Mr.
Nixon’s personal lawyer. e

Segretti also told what he said he
knew of the investigation of his activi-
ties following the Watergate break-in
arrests.

- According to Segretti, when he spoke
with Dean prior to testifying before
the grand jury, Dean was “concerned”
about the names of Chapin, Strachan
and Kalmbach coming up in the grand

.jury. Segretti said Dean was “particu-

larly concerned” about Kalmbach’s
name bheing mentioned.

‘Déan has testified before the Sen\n
ate committee that he contacted As- °

sistant Attorney General Henry E.
Petersen, the Justice Department offi-
cial who supervised the Watergate in-
vestigation, to ask him to avoid elicit-
ing testimony from Segretti about
Chapin, Strachan ard Kalmbach. Dean
said he told Petersen they were not
involved in the Watergate break-in and
that their connection to Segretti could
be ‘“politically embarrassing” if re-
vealed during the election campaign.

Petersen ‘testified, before 'the com-
mittee ‘on Aug.”7 ‘that he considered

_Segretti’s activities to be a separate

matter from the Watergate investiga-
tion and that he directed Earl J. Sil-
bert, at the time the chief Watergate
prosecutor, “to limit his investigation

.0of Mr. Segretti to the so-called Water-

gate activities and not get into the
dirty tricks.”
See HEARINGS, Al4, Col. 1
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Ségretti’s testimony, cou-
pled with the indictment
tl}-at was returned aggainst
him, last May and his guilty
pled this week raise further
questions concerning the ap-
parent failure of the Justice
Department initially to per-
Ceive or investigate his ac-
tivities as violations of fed-
eral law,

Priar to testifying before
the'grand jury, Segretti said
vesterday he was inter
viewed by Silbert who asked
him' “Were yoy- récéiving
funds from Mr. K?” Segretti
said' that Silbert did not
mention Kalmbach’s name
and ‘made only that “brief
reference” to Kalmbach in
the interview. During his
testimony before the grand
Jury, Segretti said, ‘“nothing
was askdd by the U.S. attor-
neys regarding that.”

By the same token, Se-
gretti, responding yesterday
to questions by chief com-
mittee counsel Samuel Dash,
said that he had given Sil-
bert. “the general outline
that I was first contacted by
Mr, Strachan and Mr.
Chapin.”

But when he appeared be:

forg -the grand jury, Se-
gretti said, to his best recol-
lection Silbert " asked no
questions about Xalmbach
or ":Chapin. Their names
came up before the grand
jury:- anyway, Segretti said,
because a grand juror asked’
questions about them. Peter-
sentold ‘the Senate commit-
teelon Aug. 7 that when he
learned of the grand juror’s
questions, “I wondered if
that was Earl Silbert’s way
of disagreeing.” - c
Although Dash did not say
so explicitly yesterday, his
pointed questions to Segretti

implied that the prosecutors.
had .not interrogated Segret-

ti in sufficient detail to de-

termine whether his “dirty-

tricks’ violated federal law
or not. Segretti denied ‘any
involvement in or ‘knowl-

edge:of the Watergate break- .

in yesterday, but he freely
acknowledged his principal
role in playing “dirty tricks”
on Democratic presidential
candidates as part of a White
House-inspired effort to di-
vide and confuse the Demo-
crats. '

The federal grand jury in-
vestigating the Watergate af-
fair. took no action against
Segretti” when it returned
indictments against seven
men in connection with the
Watergate break-in and bug-
ging on Sept. 15, 1972.

A “federal grand jury in
Orlando, Fla., however, in-
dicted Segretti on May 4,
1973, however, charging him
with -distributing a phony
letter on the stationery of
Sen::Edmund S. Muskie (D-
Mainé) that separately ac-
cused two other presidential
candidates, Sens.:Hubert H.
Humphrey (D-Minn.) and
Henry M. Jackson (D-Wash.)
with sexual misconduct. Se-

gretti, apologizing publicly

for the letter yesterday, said
it was “untrue and without
any basis in fact.”

Segretti’s indictment was
subsequently taken over by
special Watergate prosecu-
tor  Archibald Cox, who
transferred. the case here,
enlarged the indictment and
negotiated a guilty plea
with Segretti, who pleaded
guilty on Monday to_ three

minor counts of political

sabotage under an arrange-
ment’ with Cox that “was
quickly :sealed by  court
order] .

Near the conclusion  of

yesterday’s hearing, Dash -

took up the matter of how
the original Watergate pros-

ecution team headed by Sil--
bert: interrogated Segretti’

about his political activities.
“I think as our record from
a prior phase of this hearing
already shows that the only
reason the FBI gave,.and
the “United States attorney
gave, for not pursuing this

. particular matter is there

was.a belief that dirty tricks
did tot involve criminal be-
havior.” o

“And if, in fact,” Dash con-
tinued, “Mr, Silbert had pur-

sued ‘all of the questions he

coﬁl{i have pursued con-
cerning your activities, your
testimony before this com-

mittee is you would  have:

told-him everything. that you
have done, You would not
have withheld anything from

* Mr, ‘Silbert?”

“Well,” Segretti replied, “I
do not know how I would

‘have acted, reacted to that.

I may have taken the Fifth

Amendment at some point,.I

justido not know.”

“But you did not have

that'. opportunity because
you i were not—Mr. Silbert

did ‘not -pursue all these .
questions with you, did he?”

Dasht: asked.
“Nf), he did not.” .
Petersen said in his Aug.
7 testimony before the
Senate  committee “that he
could! not recall whether
Dean had contacted him

- about Segretti’s testimony.

“It could well have been,”
Petersen testified;, “I told
Silbert I wanted him to con-

. fine his investigation to the
.. Watergate, I don’t regard
. this crime as an.excuse for

us to.run a general investi-
gation of the White House
and . the entire Republican
Party.” Ll

Petersen’ explained his
reasoning for not bursuing

. dirty tricks to the commit-

teer -
“That question was raised

© with me by two Deople, one,
. Earl Silbert, who said, you-

know, in effect, we are not
experts on the Corrupt Prac-
tices Act; We don’t see any
violation. Do you? And I
said, no, not on the basis of'
what we have. Thisis around
August or September. The

“FBI in--October — Charley
"Bowles, who was in- charge’
- of the accounting and fraud

section, called me and said,
fH-enry, Yyou know we are not
investigating these. Do you.

See .any violation?” And I

said ‘No.

- “You know,” Petersen con-
tinued, “dirty tricks per se
are not a violation to my

- knowledge.”

knowledge and the only vio-
lation we have heen unable
to uncover in connection
with these things is the fail-
ure to accurately subsecribe
to a political statement that
is-promulgated . . . and that
is what the investigations
have gone off on, but mere

© dirty tricks, oral false sched-

ules, for example, or passing
an -item of information on,
was not a viclation to my

Petersen did not explain
and he was not asked what
circumstances led the Jus-
tice Department to re-exam-
ine Segretti’s activities and
to decide to seek an indict-

- ment against him,

During his opening state-
ment yesterday, Segretti
complained that “I have
been abused by rumor, char-
acter assassination, innuendo’
and a complete -disregard
for the privacy of myself,
my friends and my family.
I have literally had to avoid
the onslaught of the media

- during the past year, and
- their attempts to get a story
.at all costs.”

Under quesﬁbning by

minority counsel Fred
.. Thompson, Segretti made a

number of statements con-
cerriihg reports ‘about’ him

‘ in The Washington Post. .

Segretti told the com-
mittee that an Oct. 10, 1972,
story in The Post contained
false allegations about him
based on what Lawrence
Young, a friend of Segretti,
had told ‘““The Washington
Post or one of their report-
ers.” .

Segretti said Young later

“wrote him :to explain “that

if ‘he did not give the press
a story, they were going to
print a story regarding him
that was untrue.”

Segretti said the false in-
formation was that “large
sums- of money were chan-
neled through him (Young)
to be used in the re-election
of President Nixon.” De-
spite the story’s being false,
Segretti said, The Washing-
ton Post printed the story.

The "Washington Post at
no time has printed a story .
alleging that Young .was
used” to- channel Nixon re-
election funds. The Oct. 10
story, which discusses
Segritti and other in-
dividuals, makes no mention
of Young except in refer-
ence to a law firm of Young
and Segretti. No one work-
ing on behalf of The Wash-
ington Post discussed run-
ning a false story with

e Young.

A committee staff mem-
ber.said that in interviews
with Young, the California
lawyer never complained of
pressure. from ‘any news-
paperman, The staff mem-
ber said the committee ‘does
not have a copy of the letter
from Young.

‘Thompson, however, sug-
gested during his question-
ing that he had Young’s
letter to Segretti. “I will
not take time to/read the
entire. letter right now,”
Thompson said while ques-
tioning Segretti.

- --"Asked by a reporter later



if- he would .furnish The
.Washington Post with a-copy
- of Young's letter so that his
charges -could be examined,
Thompson refused, explain-

ing that the letter “is part of
the file” but “is not part of

the record.” i

Young could mnot be
reached for comment.

‘Most of  Segretti’s -eam-
paign activities, he told the
committee, were hastily

conceived; a number of

them, he said, were .simply
“thought up over a beer or
two”—by him, Robert Benz
or Douglas Kelly, two young

men - he -recruited to help:

him., ) R
Quite a, few didn’t work.
At -a Muskie - fund-raising
dinner in Washington in
April, 1972, he recalled, he
. and his associates tried to
_rent an elephant to send to

~the dinner; but without ‘Suc-

cess. They also made some. °

protest signs and tried to

recruit some pickets, he.
said, “but no one showed up °

to protest.” h .

- Segretti’s ' most lamenta-
ble effort—in his own eyes
and those of the committee
~—was-the ‘letter on Muskie
stationery, sent out during
the Florida primary elec-
tion, accusing.- Democratic
presidential candidates
Humphrey and Jackson of
sexual and other miscon-
duct. !

Segretti said he sent out

from 20 to 40 copies of the
letter, which he said was
“intended ‘to create confi-
sion among the various can-
didates,” .and said he was
both cautioned and congrat-
ulated by Chapin when he
reported. this action to his
White House contact,

~ Chapin told him, Segretti
said, that for a $20 expendi-
ture he had received $10,000,
to $20,000 worth of publicity
useful to the NiXon cam-
Daign~~but that Segretti
should be careful. Segretti
said he sent Chapin a copy
of the letter, and in fact sent

‘him copies' of most of the

publications he and his co.
workers put out,

“It.was a scurrilous let-
ter,” Segretti conceded to
the committee. He said He
nhow regrets that he sent it
and wished to ‘“‘apologize
publicly for this stupid act.”

Most of his other work
consisted of picketing Dem-
ocratic candidates and dis-
tributing reprints of unflat-
tering articles about them,
Segretti said. He dlso said
that on at least three occa-

-slons .he ‘and those who
- worked with him put “stink
. bombs” in various Muskie
. campaign offices.

Segretti said he traveled
to about 12 states in his un-
dercover capacity, but in
only “half a dozen” did he

hire assistants to carry out -
political sabotage, .

Almost all his activities ;
took place hefore the June :

17, 1972, burglary' at Demo- .
cratic National Committtee @
. draw.up plans for fomenting

headquarters in the Water-
gate, Segretti said. He de-
clared several times that he
knew nothing about the Wa-
tergate episode. '

His last political  project,
at the Democratic National
Convention in Miami Beach
in early July, 1972, was to :

‘hire an airplane to fly over

the convention area towing

, a sign that read: “Peace, Pot, '

Promiscuity.
ern.”

Most of his activities,

Vote McGov:

Segretti said, “have heen
blown out of all proportion

by the news media.”

His name has been linked
in news accounts wtih a let-
ter sent from Florida to a
New Hampshire newspaper
accusing” Muskie of using
the term “Canuck” in a way
offensive to Americans of
French-Canadian descent, he
said, but he denied having
anything to do with the let-
er. :

He also said the Wash-
ington Post identified him as
having operated a “Spv
schiol” in the Midwest, which
he denied doing. (The Post
can find no record of any
such article.)

He recounted a Florida

meeting with a man identi-

" fying himself as “Ed War-
« ren”—whom he later learned

was Watergate conspira-
tor E. Howard Hunt Jr—to

disturbances in Miami dur-
ing the Democratic conven-
tion.

But because the grrests of

-the Watergate burglars oc-

curred a week later, these
plans were never carried
out. Segretti said he was
not unhappy about that, as
he never wanted to partici-
pate in physical violence.
Segretti’s name and some
of his campaign activities

first became public on Oct,
10 of last year in g story in
The Washington Post, That
same day, Segretti said, for-
mer White House counsel
John W. Dean III summoned
him to Washington to dis-
cuss the story and prepare
a response.

He told the committee
how he called Dean that

night and was brought into
the Executive Office Build-
ing by Dean’s assistant, Fred
Fielding—who he said told
a guard that Segretti had
“lost his wallet,” thus get--
ting him into the building
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without Segretti’s having to
identify himself,

At that meeting, or in a
subsequent meeting the
next day, Segretti said, it
was decided that it would
be wise for him to stay out
oi sight for a while; “There
was a social discussion ‘re.
garding how nice the Greek
islands were at that time of
year,” he said, but ultimate-
1y he decided to return -to
California by train.

Lven that was a bit nerve-
wracking, he related. “I re-
member getting off, ‘chang-
ing trains in Philadelphia
and: seeing my picture on
the front page and going up
to Chicago ‘an seeing my
picture on the front page up
there. And I certainly did
not want to talk to any re-
vorters at that period of
time.”

‘While Segretti was stay-
ing out of sight, The Post
printed a story on OQct. 15
naming Chapin as his White
House contact. Chapin,
through the White House
press office, said the story
was “based on hearsay and
is  fundamentally inacey-
rate.” He declined to discuss

the specific allegation that
was Segretti’s contact.

At yesterday’s hearing,
Segretti and hig lawyer,
Victor Sherman, argued

that they should not have to
reveal the substance of Se-
gretti’s conversations with
Dean. 2

Dean was acting at the
time as an attorney for
Segretti, they argued, and
their. conversations should

be protected. by the confi-

dentiality normally extended
to relationships between
lawyers and their elients,
Sen. Sam.J. Ervin Jr, D-
N.C.), the chairman of the
committee, rejected this ar-
gument and ordered Segretti
to answer questions on the
subject, which he did.
Segretti told the com-
mittee yesterday that when
he was offered the Jjob as
the White  House’s roving
agent provocateur, he ac-
cepted because the offer
came from friends, the
money was good, the work

sounded exciting and was
filled with opportunities for
travel. p

He was a supporter of
President Nixon, he said,
but by no means a fervent
Republican; he registered as

a Democrat in April, 1972, .

in California, and said ‘he
was “apolitical” during his
four years in the Army.
Segretti was born in 1941
and grew up in San Marino
outside of Los Angeles. He
attended the University of

Southern California, where

he met Chapin and Strachan.
. Chapin and Strachan re-
cruited Segretti; they were

- both active in campus poli-

ties at.USC, and came to
know him in that'way.

However, Segretti’s inter-

est in USC polities was sec-
ondary to his studies, he re-
called yesterday. He studied
business administration, and
did well enough to win a
year’s scholarship to Cam-
bridge University in Eng-
land., | )

After that he went to law
school at the Berkeley cam-
pus of the University of Cali- |
fornia, worked briefly for
the Treasury Department,
and was drafted. He spent
just over fourg years in the
Army, serving as a lawyer
with the Judge Advocate
General Corps, with a year’s
hitch in Vietnam.

At one point in yesterday’s .
hearing, Segretti said that
he had a maximum of 11
people working for him—a
figure he later modified to
28, in conformance with ex-
pense accounts he filed.

Sen. Edward J. Gurney (R-
Fla) described Segretti’s ac-
tivities as “a rinkydink oper-
ation” and remarked that
from news accounts “you
would get some idea there
were about 5,000 spies in .
America and some kind of

-a great big political opera-

tion was. about to sink the
country,” i .

The hearings resume to-
day at 10 a.m. The commit-
tee expects to hear from
hoth Benz and Kelly, Segret-

ti’s associates, Today’s testi- K

mony will not be televised
live, though a videotaped
version will be rebroadcast
at 8 p.m. tonight on Chan-
nel 26-WETA., :




