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Haldeman’s
Testimony,

Tape Conflict

By Timothy S. Robinson
4 sz, /Washington Post Stafl Writer

The tape tranSeripts re-
leased Monday by President
Nixon of his June 23, 1972,

conversations . with _former ..

White House chief -of -staff
H. R. (Bob) Haldeinan are in
direct conflict with Halde-
man’s sworn testimony
about those meetings before
two Senate committees. * - -

In summing up the June
23 meetings in May, 1973,
testimony before the Senate
Appropriations Subcommit-
tee that was investigating al-
leged CIA involvement “in
the Watergate affair, Halde-
man testified under oath
that: N

“We "had only- very
sketchy knowledge " of what
and who were involved in
the Watergate affair. We
had no reason to believe
that anyone in the White
House was involved and no
reason, therefore, to seek
any cover-up of the Water-
gate investigation from the
White House.”

At another point in testi-
mony before the same
panel, Haldeman said, “We-
did this in the full belief
that we were acting in the
national interest and with
no intent or desire to im-
pede or cover up any as-
pects of the Watergate in-
vestigation, itself.”

Before the Senate Water-
gate committee, Haldeman
described the President’s
concern over the possibility
that the FBI investigation
might uncover CIA opera-
tions and said that was why
the President ordered him
to contact the CIA. “I be-
lieve that the action I took
with the CIA was proper, ac-
cording to the President’s
instructions ‘and clearly in
the national - interest,”
Haldeman told the Senate
Watergate committee on
July 30, 1973.

By contrast, the taped
June 23, 1972, conversations
show that Haldeman and the
President discussed details
of FBI information about
the Watergate break-in and
that the President approved
Haldeman’s suggestion that
he call the CIA as part of a

cover-up of the involvement -

of Nixon aides in the Water-
gate affair.

Willfully lying under oath
before a Senate committee
constitutes perjury, punisha-
ble by a jail term of up to
five years and a $10,000 fine.
Haldeman has not been
charged with perjury in con-
nection with his testimony

about the meetings with the
President, but does face
three perjury counts in the
Watergate cover-up case for
his testimony before the
Senate Watergate commit-
tee concerning the payment
of alleged “hush money” to
Watergate defendants.

The Watergate special

prosecutor’s office would
-not comment

yesterday
about the possibility of any
future perjury charges be-
ing filed against Haldeman
for his 'Senate testimony
about the June 23 mesting,
However, it is known the

. prosecutors re-examined the

testimony after the Presi-
dent released the June 23
transeripts Monday. _

In the first meeting of the
day on June 23, Haldeman
relayed to the President
what he said was a sugges-

tion from formier White"

House counsel John W,
Dean IIT and former Attor-
ney General John N. Mitch-
ell that the CIA be told to
block an FBI investigation
of the Watergate break-in.

It is clear throughout the
transeript that Haldeman
and the President were wor-
ried that the FBI would be
able to trace funds to the
Nixon re-election committee
and to the involvement of
Nixon campaign  aides,
rather than being concerrmed
about any “national secu-
rity” interests.

Once, early in the conver-
sation, President Nixon
mentioned that the investi-
gation of former White
House consultant and ex-
CIA employee E. Howard
Hunt in the Watergate case
“will uncover a lot of things.
You open that scab there’s a
hell of a lot of things and
we feel that it would be
very detrimental to have
this thing go any further.
‘This involves the Cubans,
Hunt and a lot of hanky-
panky that we have nothing
to do with ourselves. . .»

Then, 10 pages later in the
transcript, the President
added, almost in passing,
that Haldeman should tel]
the CIA: “Look, the problem
is that this will open the
whole, the whole Bay of
Pigs thing and the President
just feels that, ah, without
going into the details ———
don’t, don’t lie to them to
the extent to say there is no
involvement, but just say

: “ this is a comedy of errors,

- activities, not related to

without getting into it, the
President believes that it is

going to open up the whole |

- Bay~of Pigs.thing up again.”
As a result of that meet-
ing, with those two fleeting
references to the CIA,
Haldeman met with CIA of-
ficials with what he told the
Senate Appropriations Sub-
committee was a “five-fold”
purpose;

“One, to
whether there had been any
CIA ~ involvement in the
Watergate affair;

“Two, to ascertain
whether the relation be-
tween some of the Water-
gate participants and the

Bay of Pigs was a matter of

concern to CIA;

“Three, to inform the CIA ‘

of an FBI request for guid-
ance regarding some aspects
of the Watergate investiga-
tion because of the possibil-
ity of CIA involvement, di-
rectly or indireectly; I could
interject there that this re-!
quest had been made known :
by John Dean, counsel to

- the President, and had been

transmitted by me to the
President immediately upon
being told of it by John
Dean. The President, as a
result of that, told me to
meet with (CIA) Director
(Richard) Helms and (CIA
Deputy Director) General .
(Vernon) Walters and John -
Ehrlichman to get into this
matter as I am laying it out
‘here:

“The fourth purpose was
to discuss White House con-
cern regarding possible ‘dis-
closure of non-Watergate-re-
lated covert CIA operations
or other national security

Watergate, that had been ,
undertaken previously by !
some of the Watergate prin- '

- ciples (sie).

“Fifth, to request General
Walters to meet with acting
Director Gray of the FBI to
express these concerns and
to coordinate with the FBI
so that the FBI’s area of in-
vestigation of the suspects,
the Watergate suspects, not
be expanded into unrelated .
matters which could lead to .
disclosure. of their earlier
national gsecuity and CIA ac-
tivities.”

ascertain

Haldeman testified fur-
ther that he did not recall
any discussion at any time
of a suggestion to involve
the CIA in Watergate mat-
ter except as he described in
his testimony.

“In summary, the meeting
of June 23 with the CIA was
held at the President’s re-
quest in the interest of na-
tional security,” Haldeman
told the senators.

Haldeman testified in
much the same way before
the Senate Watergate com-

“mittee. He referred the com-

mittee to the statement he
had made before the Senate
Appropriations Subcommit-
tee as one containing
“considerable detail’ on his
account of the meeting with
CIA officials and the reason.

for it :

In addition, he testified:
“...the meeting, one of the
burposes of the meeting, as
assigned to me by the Presi-
dent on the .morning of the
23d ... in addition to ascer-
taining whether there was

“any CIA involvement, whe-

ther there was any CIA
concern about earlier activi-
ties of people who had been
arrested at Watergate, was
to tell the CIA directors
that the ¥BT had expressed
concern that as to whether
there was CIA involvement
or any impingement.”
Haldeman further testi.
fied that “the question
raised was not solely the
question of whether the CTA
had been involved in the
Watergate break-in but also

‘whether the investigation of

the  Watergate break-in,
which was to be thorough
and total, could possibly
impinge upon the activities
totally unrelated to Water-
gate and related to national
security aMd to covert CIA.
operations, the activities of
some of the individuals who
had also been involved in
the Watergate and had been
arrested at the Watergate.”

Haldeman said before the
Watergate committee he
could not recall either the
President or himself discuss-
ing the problem of a connec-
tion between the “Mexican
money”’—a campaign contri-
bution that investigators

. traced to convieted Water-

gate burglar Bernard Bark.
er's Miami bank account—
and the CIA.

According to the June 23
tape transeript, however,
the President and Haldeman
specifically discussed that
money in detail, and ex
pressed their concern over
it being traced to the cam-
paign.



