1974

o 27

t NYTimes

MAY 16

The Sﬁbﬁéeﬁééd T’afﬂpés'.:An Explanation-

By DAVID E. ROSENBAUM
Special to The New York Times

WASHINGTON, ‘May 15—The
tapes of 11 of President
Nixon's conversations that wers
subpoenaed today by the House
Judiciary Committee could pro-
vide concrete evidence of the
President’s action on three
critical days in the Watergate
case. .

The recordings of two of the
President’s conversations on
April 4, 1972, could show con-
clusively whether Mr. Nix-
on knew of the intelligence-
gathering scheme that led to
the Watergate burglary.

The tapes of several discus-
sions with top aides on June
20, 1972—three days after the
burglary—could prove whether
the aides told Mr. Nixon the
full truth about what had hap-
pened and could indicate the
President’s initial reaction.

The tapes of conversations
on June 23, 1972, could show
The President’s motive for im-
iting the early investigation of
the burglary.

The transcripts of these tapes
were not included in those
given to the committee and
made public two weeks ago.

Day-by-Day Explanation

Following is a day-by-day
explanation of the importance
|of these subpoenaed conversa-

tions:
April 4, 1972

Jeb Stuart Magruder, deputy
director of Mr. Nixon’s re-elec-
tion campaign, told the Senate
Watergate Committee that on
March 30, 1972, Attorney Gen-
eral John N. Mitchell, who was
.about to becore campaign di-

irector, approved a plan devised

by G. Gordon Liddy that in-
cluded a break-in and elec-
tronic eavesdropping at the
Democratic National Committee
headquarters. It was the third
time Mr. Mitchell had been pre-
sented with an intelligence plan,
the first two having béen re-
jected, according to testimony
of a number of witnesses.

Mr. Mitchell testified that he
had . not approved this third
plan, and a third person at the
March 30 meeting, Frederick C.
Larue, an aide to Mr. Mitchell,
said that he could not be cer-
tain that Mr. Mitchell had au-
.thorized the plan but that he
‘was sure Mr, Mitchell had not
rejected it as he had the ear-
llier ones.
| After he left the meeting, Mr.
Magruder testified, he called
Gordon C. Strachan, an aide
to H. R. Haldeman, the White
House chief of staff, and told
him that the project had been
authorized.

Mr. Strachan told the Water-
!gate committee that Mr. Ma-
‘gruder had indeed called him
about approval of the project
but had informed- him onjy that
a ‘“‘sophisticated political in-
‘telligence.—gathering system has
ibeen approved with a budget
rof 300 [$300,000].”

i Mr. Strachan said that he
had immediately sent Mr.
Haldeman a “political matters”
memorandum, eight to 10 pages
long, including a three-line
paragraph reporting that Mr.
Magruder ‘had said that an in-
telligence‘gathering system had
I‘been approved.

|, Mr. Strachan testified that
{immediately after the, Water-
lgate Vurglary, acting at Mr.

- Of What Evidence They Could Provide

|
Haldeman’s instructions, he|
shredded .the memorandum.
On April 4, according to Mr.
Strachan, he prepared a “talk-
ing paper” for Mr. Haldeman
to use at a meeting with Mr.
Mitchell. The paper included
mention of the intelligence plan
Mr. Strachan said that nor-
mally Mr. Haldeman would note
afterward the items in talking
papers that had not been dis-
cussed so that he could bring
them up at later meetings. No
such notation was made about
the intelligence plan following
the meeting with Mr. Mitchell.

Following their meeéting, Mr.
Haldeman and Mr. Mitchell met
for 47 minutes with the Presi-
dent. Later in the evening, Mr.
Haldeman and the President
met briefly. It is the tapes of
these two conversations that
the committee subpoenaed. -

Mr. Haldeman testified that
he and Mr. Mitchell had dis-
cussed a range of political mat-
ters but he said that the intel-
ligence plan had not been dis-
cussed and that his notes
showed that it had not been
mentioned at the meetings with
the President.

Mr. Haldeman swore that he
had not known in advance that
a burglary of the Democratic
headquarters had been contem-
plated, and Mr. Nixon has said
that he knew nothing about the
plans. According to the edited
transcripts of Mr. Nixon’s con-
versations that have been made
public, Mr. Nixon told his aides
that he was astonished when
he first heard of the Water-
gate break-in. ‘

June.20, 1972

President Nixon was in Flori-
da over the weekend that the
Watergate burglaiy . occurred,
and June 20 was his first day
back in Washington.

The tapes of two of the Pres-
ident’s June 20 conversations—
those of a morning meeting
with Mr. Haldeman and an eve-
ning telephone discussion with
Mr. Mitchell—were subpoenaed
by the former Watergate spe-
cial prosecutor, Archibald Cox,
last summer.

Mr. Haldeman’s notes show
that the Watergate burglary
was discussed at the morning
meeting, but an 184-minute
buzz on the tape obliterated
that entire discussion. A panel
of experts found that the era-
sure had been made manually
and indicated that it had prob-
ably been done intentionally.
The Judiciary Committee al-
ready has the tape with the
buzz on it.

The telephone .call to Mr.
Mitchell was made from a
phone in the living quarters of
the White House and thus was
not recorded, the White House
Has said. A Dictabelt record-
ing made by Mr. Nixon of his
recollections of the conversation
has been provided to the com-
mittee and was listened to by
the Judiciary Committee mem-
bers yesterday.

Mr. Mitchell testified that he

or wrongly, believed that Mr.

Colson was in part responsible
for ordering the Watergate

break-in, ;
John M. Doar, the special

counsel for the impeachment

inquiry, told the committee

members that the June 20 tapes

could show the President’s

“knowledge or lack of knowl-
edge, action or inaction” with

respect to the early efforts to

conceal the facts of the Water-

gate burglary.

June 23, 1972 ,

President -Nixon acknowl-
edged last May that shortly aft- .
er the Watergate break-in he
instructed his two top aides,
Mr. Haldeman and John D.
Ehrlichman, to limit the Federal
Bureau of Investigation’s in-
quiry of the Watergate burg-
lary. Mr. Nixon said that he .
had done so because he had
been afraid that an unrestricted
investigation might expose co-
vert Central Intelligence Agen-
cy operations or alleged nation-
al security activities carried out
by the special White House unit
known as the plumbers. That
unit, whose duty it was to plug
leaks of information to the
press, was responsible for the
burglary at the office of Dr.
Daniel Ellsberg’s former psy-
chiatrist.

Mr. Haldeman testified that,
based on reports from John W.
Dean 3d, former White House
counsel, he told the President
on June 23 that the C.LA.,
might have had some involve-
mnt in the Watergate bur-
glary. According to Mr. Halde-
man, the President ordered
him immediately to meet with
C.LA, officials, to determine
the extent of the agency’s in-
terest in the Watergate case
and to have the officials ell
the F.B.I. to restrict the bu-
reauw’s investigation. The com-
mittee has subpoenaed the tape
of that conversation between
the President and Mr. Halde-
man. ) :

On the afternoon of June 23,
Mr. Haldeman and Mr. Ehr-.
lichman met with Richard
Helms, then Director of Cen-
tral Intelligence, and Lieut.
Gen. Vernon A. Walters, Mr.
Helm’s deputy. Mr. Helms and
Mr. Walters testified that they
had told the President’s aides
that they knew of no C.IL.A. in-
terest in the Watergate case.
Nonetheless, they said, Mr.
Walters had been instructed
to meet with L. Patrick Gray
3d, acting director of the F.B.L,
and to tell Mr. Gray to limit
the investigation. .

The committee subpoenaed
today the tapes of the con-
versations the President had
with Mr, Haldeman immediate-
ly before and after Mr, Halde-
man and Mr. Ehrlichman met
with Mr. Helms and Mr. Walt-
ers.

M. Gray testified that, be-
cause of his meeting with Mr.
Walters, he had temporarily
called off the investigation of
how money found on. one of

and the President discussed the
Watergate break-in during this
conversation.

Four of the subpoenaed
tapes from June* 20 involved
an hour-long afterncon meeting
between the President and Mr.
Colson and the President’s
meeting after that- with Mr.
Haldeman.

The published transcripts
show that Mr. Nixon, rightly

the Watergate burglars had
passed through a Mexican bank.

It was not until July 5, ac-
cording to testimony, that Mr.
Walters informed Mr. Gray that
there was not, in fact, any
C.ILA. interest in the case and
that the F.B.I. was free to pur-
sue its investigation.

The initial investigation of
the burglary was thus delayed
for nearly two weeks. .




