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RICHARD HELMS - JOHN BROSS INTERVIEW -- 5 MAY 1983 

S I D E  1, TAPE 1 

H: 

B: 

H: A l l  r i g h t .  What I wanted t o  say a t  the ou tse t  was t h a t  "Watergate" has 

So you would l i k e  me t o  s t a r t  over again, i s  t h a t  co r rec t?  

I ' m  a f r a i d  we ought t o  do tha t .  

many d e f i n i t i o n s .  It tends t o  inc lude a great  many a c t i v i t i e s ,  b u t  i t  i s  

n o t  c l e a r  i n  the  minds o f  the p u b l i c  what should be included i n  and what 

should be included out. So, against  t h a t  background, I simply wanted t o  

say t h a t  t h e  Agency had nothing whatever t o  do w i t h  the  break- in a t  the 

Democratic National Committee Headquarters i n  Washington. This break-in 

was what s t a r t e d  the  whole so-cal led Watergate A f f a i r  s ince i t  was a break- 

i n  a t  the Watergate Hotel o r  apartment house. 

rrry mind, because a l l ega t ions  have been made t h a t  the Agency knew about the 

break- in before i t  took place, a l l ega t ions  t h a t  agents o r  people working a t  

low-levels o f  t he  Agency knew about these a c t i v i t i e s  b u t  never reported t o  

t h e i r  super iors,  a l l ega t ions  t h a t  the Agency i s  a l a r g e  organizat ion and t h a t  

a D i r e c t o r  would have no way o f  knowing what might have gone on down a t  the 

bowels o f  the Agency. A l l  t h a t  notwithstanding, I have never seen any e v i -  

dence o r  been given any evidence t h a t  i nd i ca ted  t h a t  anybody on the C I A  pay- 

r o l l  was invo lved i n  t h a t  break-in i n  the Democratic Nat ional  Committee Head- 

quarters.  The Agency c e r t a i n l y  knew nothing about the  break- in before i t  

took place, knew noth ing about the planning f o r  i t  and never consciously, 

a t  l eas t ,  had anything t o  do w i t h  the cover-up -- t r y i n g  t o  obscure o r  ob- 

fuscate what had a c t u a l l y  occurred. Now i t  should be made c l e a r  t h a t  when 

This i s  an important p o i n t  i n  

one looked a t  the development o f  events, o r  the e v o l u t i o n  o f  events, a f t e r  
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the burg lary ,  o r  the break-in, whatever you p r e f e r  t o  c a l l  it, there  were 

times where facts  which l a t e r  became known, were no t  known. 

t a i n l y  app l ies  t o  one p a r t i c u l a r  consideration, which was the  laundering 

of money i n  Mexico, because i n  the famous meeting o f  June the 23rd [1972] 

w i t h  Ehrlichman and Haldeman, [when] references were made t o  Mexico, i t  

was n o t  known e i t h e r  t o  Walters o r  t o  me a t  t h a t  t ime what they were t a l k -  

i n g  about i n  connection w i t h  Mexico. 

came l a t e r .  

Gray about Mexico, n e i t h e r  he nor  I on t h a t  afternoon knew what they were.. 

t a l k i n g  about i n  connection w i t h  Mexico. 

have some h i n t  o r  t h a t  we could have guessed, I simply do no t  accept t h a t  

f ac t .  

money t o  Minnesota, t o  Mexico and a l l  over the  place, i s  something I don ' t  

And t h i s  cer- 

The laundering o f  money i n  Mexico 

Therefore, when Walters was asked by Haldeman t o  go and see 

It may be a l leged t h a t  we d i d  

How we would have known about t h i s  convoluted process o f  sending 

have a c lue  about; b u t  I want t o  make the record absolute ly  c l e a r  t h a t  we 

knew noth ing  about i t  a t  t h a t  time. 

Now, I t h i n k  t h a t  covers, i n  a ra the r  d i s j o i n t e d  statement possibly, 

t h a t  the Agency was n o t  invo lved i n  the break-in a t  the  Democratic National 

Committee Headquarters. Now from t h a t  p o i n t  forward i f  you want t o  widen 

the  d e f i n i t i o n  o f  what Watergate means and inc lude i n  i t  o the r  a c t i v i t i e s ,  

then we would have t o  take each a c t i v i t y ,  s p e c i f i c a l l y ,  t o  exp la in  what 

- 

the  Agency's r o l e  was o r  was not.  

a t  which t o  b r i n g  up another fac to r .  

But, t h i s  i t  seems t o  me, i s  a good p o i n t  

The Agency has been accused o f  no t  

having d ivu lged everyth ing i t  knew about a l l  o f  the  people invo lved i n  events 

which t ransp i red  subsequently, i n  an e f f o r t  t o  help the  law enforcement pro- 

cess. But you w i l l  r e c a l l  t h a t  i t  was no t  l o n g  a f t e r  the  burg la ry  took 

place, and no t  long a f t e r  e f f o r t s  were being made t o  ge t  the  burg la rs  counsel 
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and money f o r  t h e i r  defense and a l l  the r e s t  o f  it, t h a t  the F B I ,  f o r  the 

f i r s t  time, a t  l e a s t  i n  my knowledge, i n  i t s  h i s t o r y  began leak ing informa- 

t i o n  about the on-going i nves t i ga t i on .  

suaded me t h a t  the Agency was going t o  have t o  be very ca re fu l  about who 

i t  al lowed t o  t e s t i f y  t o  what events, under what circumstances, f o r  the 

simple reason t h a t  once i t  go t  i n  the pub l i c  p r i n t s  t h a t  somehow an a l lega-  

t i o n  had been made and supported by the Agency t h a t  M r .  X knew something 

And i t  was these leaks which per- 

about event Y, the C I A  would be so invo lved i n  the  on-going i n v e s t i g a t i o n .  

t h a t  i n  the  p u b l i c  mind a t  l e a s t  i t  would never be able t o  e x t r i c a t e  i t s e l f .  

It was f o r  t h i s  reason t h a t  I counselled going very slowly, and r e f e r r i n g  t o  

7 Q . n  I ,.a,, 

$ 1 1 * 1 '  1 

. .  

these var ious developments on l y  when we were proper ly  addressed by the pro- 

per law enforcement a u t h o r i t i e s ,  n o t  when somebody threw a l a rge  n e t  over 

the s i t u a t i o n  and i n  e f f e c t  was i n v i t i n g  everybody t o  come forward and con- 

t r i b u t e .  Another fac to r :  I do n o t  remember anymore whether, and t h i s  i s  .a .. . 

matter o f  p u b l i c  and acknowledged fac t  now, so i t  can be looked up i n  the 

record, whether Howard Osborn c a l l e d  me a t  my apartment i n  Chevy Chase on 

Fr iday n i g h t  o r  Saturday n igh t .  

o f  one o f  those evenings, t o  appr ise me o f  the f a c t  t h a t  there had been a 

. - 

* 
I n  any event, i t  was around 9 o r  10 o ' c lock  

break- in a t  t he  Democratic National Committee Headquarters, t h a t  t he  people . m--1 ;-t-, 

had been caught and t h a t  Howard Hunt was involved. 

ra i sed  the telephone, asked f o r  the White House operator and asked her t o  

get me Pa t r i ck  Gray on the phone, who a t  t h a t  t ime was Act ing D i rec to r  o f  

the FBI. It turned ou t  he was n o t  i n  Washington, he was i n  some ho te l  i n  

That same evening, I 

* Helms and Osborn have t e s t i f i e d  t h a t  the c a l l  was on the evening o f  
Saturday, 17 June 1972; the burg lars  had n o t  been a r r e s t e d . u n t i 1  
about 2 a.m. on 17 June. 
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Los Angeles. She eventua l l y  d i d  ge t  him on the phone, and I said  t o  Gray 

t h a t  I understood t h a t  there  had been t h i s  break-in a t  the Democratic 

National Commitee and t h a t  I understood t h a t  Hunt was involved, and t h a t  

I wanted him t o  be aware t h a t  Hunt had been employed a t  the  White House 

by John Ehrlichman, and that ,  therefore, i f  there was some question about 

Hunt's a c t i v i t i e s ,  they were e n t i r e l y  under the aegis o f  the White House and 

t h a t  he had noth ing whatever t o  do w i t h  the Agency anymore. Gray sa id  f i ne ,  

he understood, thank you very much, and t h a t  was the tend-ofb t h e  conversation.; 1 ' ~ ~ ~ . I ~  

I there fore  thought I had a r i g h t  t o  assume t h a t  Gray would conduct h i s  i n -  ' ' 1 9  . 

ves t i ga t i on  along such l ines ,  and there fore  I was surprised, f rank ly ,  when ,< I , ,..-, . 
i t  developed i n  the ensuing days, i f  n o t  weeks, that .Gray suspected t h a t  some- 

how the  Agency was involved i n  t h i s  burg lary .  And when we asked f o r  informa- 

t i o n  from the Bureau, o r  making an e f f o r t  t o  cooperate i n  var ious ways, we 

seemed t o  ge t  a very c o l d  recept ion down there. It was t h i s  which l e d  t o  a 

memorandum t h a t  I wrote t o  Walters, j u s t  before I took o f f  on a two-week 

t r i p  t o  Aus t ra l i a  and New Zealand. 

e f f e c t  t h a t  since the FBI had no t  seemed t o  be cooperating w i t h  us, t h a t  we 

should, i n  turn, b ide our  t ime and j u s t  s t i c k  w i t h i n  the j u r i s d i c t i o n  o f  our 

I n  t h i s  memorandum, I made comment t o  the 

r i g h t s  and t h e i r  r i g h t s  i n  Mexico and anyplace else. This was the memorandum.-1.(. ' I {  

which Arch iba ld Cox, when he was t e s t i f y i n g  i n  Congress before leav ing  the 

Government, po inted ou t  was i n  the record, had become ava i lab le .  

no t  say, I bel ieve  a t  the time, who had w r i t t e n  the memorandum; b u t  t h i s  pu t  

He d i d  

a d i f f e r e n t  complexion on the  involvement o f  the Agency and the  whole a f f a i r .  

Well t h i s  was no t  t he  i n t e n t i o n  o f  t he  memorandum. Obviously i n  wr i t i ' ng  it, 

I had no i n t e n t i o n  it was ever going t o  become pub l ic .  

t i o n  o r  a gu ide l ine  t o  conduct f o r  a Deputy who had come on board w i t h i n  

It was an i ns t ruc -  
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recent weeks, was n o t  thoroughly f a m i l i a r  w i t h  a l l  the i n s  and outs o f  

Washington maneuvering and I wanted him t o  simply ho ld  hard and, a t  l e a s t  

u n t i l  I came back, i f  events seemed t o  be tak ing  the unfortunate course 

t h a t  they were, i.e., suspic ion t h a t  the Agency was involved i n  t h i s .  

I t ' s  been many years s ince those events, and I may n o t  have the wording 

and the  f a c t s  here a l l  exac t l y  correct ,  b u t  t he  main t h r u s t  o f  what I want 

t o  say i s  t h a t  t he re  was no cover-up invo lved here, there was no defense o f  

the White House, there was no defense o f  CREEP, there was no1ldefense;of 

anybody. 

from unwanted and u n f a i r  a l legat ions.  

1 wanted t o  make t o  s t a r t  t h i s  session, John, because I t h i n k  t h a t  bungl ing 

though my wording here may be, t he  essent ia l  f a c t s  emerge t h a t  no evidence 

has ever been,presented [ o f  Agency involvement,] and I a t t e s t  t o  the1 f a c t  

t h a t  the Agency was n o t  invo lved i n  t h i s  break- in o r  i n  the cover-up which 

This was the D i rec to r  o f  the Agency t r y ing - to .  p r o t e c t s t h e  Agency * * ' - . * . -  

Now those are the p r i n c i p a l  po ints  

f o l  1 owed. 

B: Dick, l e t  me ask you, i f  I may, two questions: one, the leaks t h a t  you 

r e f e r r e d  to, were they from, t o  your knowledge, from the  FBI o r  from the 

Department o f  Just ice,  o r  both, i n  your op in ion? 

H: Well, I d o n ' t  r e c a l l  anymore what I ,  what d i s t i n c t i o n s  I made a t  the 

t ime, b u t  something gave me the impression t h a t  i t  was the Bureau which 

was doing the  l eak ing  because they were the on ly  people t o  whom we'd, who 

had access t o  c e r t a i n  informat ion.  

B: OK. Another quest ion i s  t h a t  your cormnunication, your  telephone c a l l  

t o  Gray, has not, as f a r  as E can remember, been mentioned i n  any o f  the 

p u b l i c  discussion o f  t h i s  case. 

t h a t  ..... ? 

Did you inc lude t h i s  i n  your test imony 
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H: No, i t  wa 

t h a t  Hunt and others working f o r  the CREEP 

ployed by Ehrlichman. Now, i t  seems t o  me 

the D i rec to r  o f  t h e  F B I  about Hunt's r e l a t  

something t h a t  f o r  some reason, e i t h e r  I f o r g o t  i t  i n  

various test imony o r  by t h i s  t ime Gray was under j u d i c i a l  i n q u i r y  o r  some- 

t h i n g  because f o r  some reason i t  was a long t ime before t h i s  telephone 

c a l l  became a matter o f  record. I t h i n k  i t  got  i n  the  p u b l i c  record 

eventual ly,  b u t  I t h i n k  by the  t ime i t  did, th ings had s o r t  o f  wound 

down and the  i n t e r e s t  i n  t h i s  whole a f f a i r  w a s ' r e l a t i v e l y  minor. 

B: 

t o  advise somebody -- the  Department o f  Just ice,  the FBI, i t  never was 

e n t i r e l y  c lear ,  t he  White House poss ib ly  -- o f  your  knowledge o f  the f a c t  

Because one o f  t he  c r i t i c i s m s  o f  the Agency was i t s  a l leged f a i l u r e  

organizat ion were i n  f a c t  em- 

t h a t  you have a1 ready advised 

onship t o  Ehrlichman, and i t  

seems t o  me an unreasonable burden t o  place on you t o  continue t o  make t h i s  

in format ion ava i l ab le  t o  other  people. 

H: 

say t h a t  t h i s  whole a f f a i r  became so complicated i n  terms o f  a l legat ions,  

arrests, White House involvement, FBI, Jus t i ce  Department and so f o r t h ,  

t h a t  whether I f o r g o t  t h i s  episode o r  whether, a t  t h i s  time, there were so 

many inves t i ga t i ons  going on t h a t  I thought i t  might be d i f f i c u l t  f o r  

Gray, I ' v e  fo rgo t ten  now what mot ivated me n o t  t o  r o l l  i t  o u t  and have 

the guns f i r i n g  i n  var ious d i r e c t i o n s  t h a t  I had done t h i s .  

What i s  your comment on t h a t ?  

I d o n ' t  have any r e a l l y  sa t i s fac to ry ,  c l a r i f y i n g  comment, except t o  

But t he  f a c t  

matter o f  c e r t a i n l y  knowledge i n  the  Depart- 

Now the quest ion on the leaks o f  the FBI,  

nk, when I was discussing tha t ,  t h a t  

ly. But under 

h i s  

remains t h a t  I had and i t  became a 

ment o f  Jus t i ce  and the  FBI l a t e r .  

I should have made one point ,  I t h  

under 3. Edgar Hoover, leaks l i k e  t h i s  had n o t  occurred, norma 

Gray, apparently, and since he was having some d i f f i c u l t y  w i t h  
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conf i rmat ion and so f o r t h ,  i t  could we l l  be t h a t  the FBI agents d i d n ' t  

f ee l  t h a t  they were under q u i t e  the same d i s c i p l i n e  t h a t  t hey 'd  been under 

before. But c e r t a i n l y  t h i s  was a novel th ing,  as f a r  as I was concerned, 

t o  have the FBI leak ingpar ts  o f  an i nves t i ga t i on .  

B: 

o f  them have been covered i n  previous testimony, I th ink,  w i t h  the poss ib le  

OK. Many o f  the questions which I ' m  about t o  ask you have been, a l l  

except ion o f  t he  statement which you've j u s t  made about advis ing Gray t o  the 

e f f e c t  t h a t  Hunt worked f o r  Ehrlichman. But apar t  from t h a t  question, I ,. :. . 

t h i n k  a l l  o f ,  these have been handled i n  one way o r  another i n  previous appear- ' T ~ ~ ' .  + '  

antes. 

t o  make, wi thout  planning t o  ge t  i n t o  any tremendous d e t a i l  about any o f  

these questions. 

t i o n ' s  attempt t o  expand su rve i l l ance  o f  l e f t i s t  groups? This includes the 

c rea t i on  o f  t he  Huston Committee and r e l a t i o n s  w i t h  the  FBI. 

H: Well, my r e c o l l e c t i o n  and understanding as f a r  as t h a t  goes o f  the objec- 

t i v e  o f  the so-cal led Huston Committee was an e f f o r t  on the p a r t  o f  President 

Nixon t o  get J. Edgar Hoover, i n  e f f e c t ,  o f f  h i s  du f f ,  f you want t o  p u t  

t h a t  i n  quotat ion marks, w i t h  respect t o  what was going on i n  the domestic 

segments o f  the United States. Nixon f e l t  t h a t  Hoover was f a l l i n g  down on 

the j o b  i n  having penetrat ions and repo r t i ng  on var ious peace movements and 

o the r  a c t i v i t i e s  o f  what he regarded as organizat ions t r y i n g  t o  d e s t a b i l i z e  

domestic t r a n q u i l l i t y  i n  the United States. One o f  t he  th ings t h a t  immedi- 

a t e l y  came up i n  connection w i t h  the Huston Committee Report when i t  was 

made was t h a t  t he  Agency was g e t t i n g  outs ide i t s  cha r te r  and g e t t i n g  increas- 

i n g l y  invo lved i n  the  domestic area. 

asked t o  p a r t i c i p a t e  i n  t h i s  Committee, and i t  c a r e f u l l y  conf ined i t s e l f  t o  

- 

So I w i l l  run through them and ask you f o r  whatever comment you wish 

What a re  your present thoughts about the Nixon Administra- 

This was n o t  t rue.  The Agency was 
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i t s  own char ter  -- i n  o ther  words, t o  our a c t i v i t i e s  overseas. 

one reads the Committee Report c a r e f u l l y ,  one w i l l  f i n d  no reference t o  

And i f  , 

the f a c t  t h a t  C I A  i s  g e t t i n g  inc reas ing ly  i n t o  the domestic area. Now 

what happened t o  the Huston Committee Report was q u i t e  simple. For some 

reason, a f t e r  the Report was made under the Chairmanship o f  Mr. Hoover, 

he then went t o  John M i t che l l ,  the Attorney General, and complained about 

the f ind ings  o f  the Report. 

M i t che l l  t h a t  he was going t o  convene t h i s  group, I don ' t  know. 

Why President Nixon had never t o l d  John 

But 

M i t che l l  then came down and ta l ked  t o  the President-and persuaded himrvn rind 7 -1 - ., , 

t h a t  t he  recommendations should no t  be implemented. So, President Nixon's D I J ~ . ~  l I  . . A  7 . w i  

e f f o r t s  t o  get Hoover t o  do more work i n  the domestic area, aborted. 

one o f  the th ings t h a t  obviously became very cont rovers ia l  about the Report 

Now, 

was the e f f o r t  t o  do more i n  the f i e l d  o f  examining mail and things o f  t h a t  

kind, and Hoover d i d n ' t  want t o  be pushed i n t o  t h a t  and i t  was f o r  t h a t  

reason, undoubtedly, t h a t  he was so voci ferous i n  de fea t ing  the recommenda- 

t i ons  o f  the Comnittee t h a t  he h imsel f  had chaired. Obviously the Agency, a t  

t h a t  time, had a l e t t e r  opening program. 

make any e f f o r t s  t o  t a r g e t  any o ther  groups. There was simply an e f f o r t  t o  

It was no t  expanded, we d i d  not  

get  the F B I  more i n te res ted  and more involved. 

B: Le t  me go on t o  .... 
H: I s  t h a t  enough? 

B: Yes, t h a t ' s  f i n e .  Let  me go on t o  the quest ion o f  how d i d  the existence 

o f  the so-cal led plumbers' organizat ion f i r s t  come t o  your a t ten t i on?  

H: Well, my f i r s t  r e c o l l e c t i o n  about what l a t e r  became known as the 

plumbers, they c e r t a i n l y  weren' t  known by t h a t  t i t l e  t o  me i n  the e a r l y  days, 
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was t h a t  I was asked i n  a meeting i n  the White House t o  co l l abo ra te  w i t h  

i 

David Young who, I was to ld ,  had been taken on by John Ehrlichman t o  

look i n t o  the question o f  leaks i n  the White House and i n  the Government, 

general ly.  David Young, I bel ieve, a t  one t ime had worked f o r  Henry 

Kissinger. 

on t h i s  p a r t i c u l a r  day. 

i n  h i s  e f f o r t s ,  and t h a t  I would see t h a t  he was p u t  i n  touch w i t h  Howard 

Osborn who was the Agency's D i rec to r  o f  Security, and t h a t  he would be h i s  

I n  any event, he was a stranger t o  me u n t i l  he was presented 

I sa id  obviously we would be g lad t o  cooperate 

p o i n t  o f  contact  i n  matters o f  t h i s  kind. 

t i o n  from the l a w  o f  t he  Nat ional  Secur i ty  Act o f  1947, t h a t  i t  enjoined 

the D i rec to r  t o  be concerned about p r o t e c t i n g  sources and methods o f  i n t e l -  

l i gence  from unauthorized d isc losure.  

f o r t  t o  run down leaks d i d  n o t  seem t o  me t o  be o u t  o f  place. 

Secur i ty  O f f i c e  o f  the Agency seemed t o  be the r i g h t  p lace t o  lodge it. 

t h a t  b r i ngs  me t o  the t i m e  t h a t  Osborn came t o  me and s a i d  t h a t  he had had 

a request from the White House f o r  a psychological assessment o f  El lsberg.  

I f o r g e t  what E l l sbe rg ' s  f i r s t  name was, b u t  i n  any event t h a t  the .... 
B: Daniel.  

H: Daniel El lsberg. I was r e l u c t a n t  t o  have such a psychological p r o f i l e  

done, b u t  on the o the r  hand i t  d i d  no t  seem t o  me t o  be excessively out  o f  

l i n e ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  i f  i t  was n o t  used i n  any nefar ious scheme o r  devious 

ways, because El lsberg had become a very prominent f i g u r e  as a r e s u l t  o f  

the Pentagon Papers and there was a l o t  o f  f e e l i n g  t h a t  he had behaved very 

badJy in connection w i t h  t u r n i n g  them over t o  the press. I n  retrospect,  i t  

was mistaken o f  me t o  have permit ted t h i s  psychological p r o f i l e  t o  be w r i t t e n .  

I should have said, "NO, we w i l l  n o t  do t h i s ,  s ince the man involved i s  an 

I: was we l l  aware o f  the i ns t ruc -  

So t h a t  a co l l abo ra t i on  i n  t h i s  e f -  

But the 

Now 

I 
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American c i t i z e n . "  But the l i n e  on matters o f  t h i s  k ind  was c e r t a i n l y  

a t  t h a t  t ime ra the r  wavy, and t h i s  d i d  no t  seem t o  me t o  be as egregious 

an ac t i on  as i t  was l a t e r  thought t o  be by many o f  the c i v i l  l i b e r t a r -  

i ans. 

B: 

the Agency, I gather. 

mentioned. 

no t  f a m i l i a r  w i t h  t h a t  personal ly  -- I mean I don ' t  remember testimony 

r e l a t i n g  t o  t h a t  -- and there was a lso  the request f o r  paraphernal ia, 

technica l  support and a l l  t h a t  k ind  o f  s t u f f ,  inc lud ing,  I bel ieve, a re -  

quest f o r  a secretary. All o f  which f i n a l l y  l e d  you, as I remember it, t o  

You were kept  genera l ly  informed o f  Hunt's requests f o r  support from 

There was a David Young inc iden t  which you have 

There was a request o f  a lock  p icker ,  I bel ieve, though I ' m  

i 

! 
I 
I 
I 
~ 

ask t h a t  the re la t i onsh ip  w i t h  Hunt be discontinued. 

cor rec t?  

H: 

lock p icker .  

been d is turbed by i t . 

since you w i l l  r e c a l l  these requests were a1 1 made o f  General' Cushman . . . . 
B: Right. 

H: Rather than d i r e c t l y  t o  me, were th ings  t h a t  seemed a l l  r i g h t ,  p a r t i -  

c u l a r l y  i f  someone i n  the White House was going t o  want a wig,  o r  something 

o f  t h i s  kind, t h a t  there wasn't any p a r t i c u l a r  reason not  t o  g ive  i t  t o  

them, because we had never been t o l d  t h a t  t h i s  was going t o  be something t h a t  

would be used i n t e r n a l l y .  

was j u s t  one o f  these th ings t h a t  had been requested o f  the Agency because 

the Agency had the means o f  p rov id ing  it, and i t  was no t  u n t i l  the request 

came along from Hunt f o r  the t rans fe r  o f  a secretary t h a t  he had once had i n  

Is t h a t  subs tan t i a l l y  

Yes, except t h a t  I remember abso lu te ly  noth ing about a request f o r  a 

I t h ink  t h a t  i f  I had known about such a request I would have 

The th ings t h a t  I d i d  know, was informed about, 

We'd never been t o l d  what i t  was wanted f o r .  It 
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I 

I 

Paris t o  h i m  a t  the White House, that I said t o  Cushman, "This has g o t  

to  stop. We're n o t  going t o  have our people pulled out o f  operational 

jobs and sent down to the White House, so you just t e l l  H u n t  we won't do 

this. And unless he's got some other compelling reason for  requests of 

the k i n d  that  we'd been receiving, I would l ike  t o  withdraw from g i v i n g  

h i m  anything." And I don't believe that a f te r  that  time the Agency did 

provide h i m  with anything. 

subject of so many hearings on Capitol Hill,  or i n  Congress, that  I'm cer- 

tain t h a t  the record i s  full  of what i n  fac t  actually happened. 

B: Oh I'm sure that i s  true. 

B u t  th is  has been, these t h i n g s  have been the 

I t h i n k  the point that  I would l ike t o  p i n  

down i s  this question: 

or  anybody else ,  approach you, individually, i n  suppor t  of H u n t ' s  requests 

for suppor t ,  for technical support ,  i n  any amount? These requests were a l l  

conducted through Cushman? 

H: 

B :  

H: No. 

B: Well, tha t ' s  enough o f  that .  

the Watergate break-in, and what you d i d ,  and that you had notified Gray 

about the fac t  t h a t  Hunt  was working for  Ehrlichman. When d i d  you learn 

o f  the involvement o f  McCord and of various Cubans, formerly employed by 

CIA, i n  the break-in? 

H:  

problem w i t h  certain anonymous l e t t e r s  which were sent to  some officer of 

the Agency, because I was l a t e r  cri t icized for  not having turned these 

anonymous l e t t e r s  over to  the FBI or  the Justice Department or some law 

Did anybody i n  the White House, Ehrlichman or  Colson 

Is that right? 

As best as I recall,  none of them came directly to  me. 

Did Colson ever approach you a t  a l l ?  

You have told us when you f i rs t  heard o f  

ryY recollection i s  not a t  a l l  clear on that  point. I do recall the 
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enforcement organizat ion.  

t e r s  were w r i t t e n  by McCord. 

t ime could have guessed t h a t  i t  was McCord, b u t  they were anonymous l e t t e r s .  

I d i d  consul t  w i t h  Lawrence Houston, who was then the General Counsel o f  

t he  Agency, about 

law enforcement a u t h o r i t i e s  and he f e l t  t h a t  we were wel l ,  t h a t  t he  Agency 

was w e l l  w i t h i n  i t s  r i g h t s  i n  n o t  doing so. I be l i eve  t h a t  l e g a l  au tho r i -  

It l a t e r  turned out  t h a t  these anonymous l e t -  

I t h i n k  t h a t  somebody look ing  a t  them a t  the 

o b l i g a t i o n  t o  t u r n  over such anonymous missives t o  the 

t i e s  would argue o r  debate about the v a l i d i t y  o f  t ha t ,  b u t  my decis ion was . 4  

n o t  t o  do i t  because i t  st ruck me t h a t  i t  would be ensnaring t h e  Agency ' - i r t  

again i n  t h i s  a f f a i r  i n  a manner t h a t  i t  would be very hard f o r  i t  t o  ex- ' 

t r i c a t e  i t s e l f ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  i n  the  p u b l i c ' s  mind. 

1 

B: I presume t h a t  a f a i r l y  d i l i g e n t  e f f o r t  was made t o  determine what t h e ,  * ,  

var ious Cubans involved i n  the Watergate break-in were doing, and what t h e i r  , . i., 

re la t i onsh ip ,  past  and present, t o  the Agency was? The quest ion i s  whether 

o r  n o t  .... 
H: Yes, I don ' t  t h i n k  t h a t  there 's  any doubt t h a t  once the  i n v e s t i g a t i o n  

o f  these a f f a i r s  got underway, t h a t  every e f f o r t  was made t o  f i n d  o u t  about 

the  Cubans and the people t h a t  had been i n  touch w i t h  us and the whole 

Mart inez business as t o  whether he was p r i v y  t o  these matters, whether he . f .  

had an o b l i g a t i o n  because he had been given some money by the Agency f o r  

some other  k i n d  o f  work, whether he had proper ly  conducted h imsel f .  

d o n ' t  r e c a l l  the d e t a i l s  o f  these matters a t  t h i s  l a t e  date and I ' d  j u s t  

r a t h e r  n o t  even attempt t o  unravel them. 

B: 

But I 

OK. The June 23rd [1972] meeting w i t h  Ehrlichman and Haldeman and 

Walters has been reviewed and reviewed many times and the re ' s  no p o i n t  o f  

r e a l l y  going i n t o  exac t l y  who sa id  what t o  whom, b u t  I would be cur ious t o  
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get  your  reac t ion  t o  the  question as t o  why the request t o  approach the 

FBI was made t o  General Walters r a t h e r  than t o  you. 

H: I always assumed t h a t  t he  reason General Walters was picked was t h a t  

he had j u s t  recen t l y  been made Deputy D i rec to r  o f  Central I n te l l i gence ;  

he had on ly  been there a few weeks, and t h a t  Haldeman and Ehrlichman and 

poss ib ly  President Nixon himself,  f e l t  t h a t  s ince he was ob l iged t o  them 

f o r  the  appointment, he would do t h e i r  b idd ing  more obedient ly  and w i t h  

l ess  argument poss ib ly  than I would have done. My r e c o l l e c t i o n  i s  t h a t  

General Walters, a t  t h a t  time, sa id  t o  me t h a t  they were "punchingqmjl . , l a  

t i c k e t . "  I n  o ther  words, t h a t  he having come on board, he was now baing 

asked t o  pay f o r  h i s  new appointment by ca r ry ing  ou t  t h e i r  wishes. This 

explanat ion seemed p e r f e c t l y  l o g i c a l  t o  me and I don ' t  t h i n k  that.one--has 

t o  look much f u r t h e r  f o r  the reason. 

B: General Walters made a, what t o  me i s  a somewhat cur ious statement, 

h imsel f .  He sa id  t h a t  he bel ieved because he was a m i l i t a r y  man and be- 

cause m i l i t a r y  men are more accustomed t o  unquestioning obedience than 

c i v i l i a n s ,  the request was made t o  him, which seems t o  sk ip  the f a c t  t h a t  

he was a c t u a l l y  working f o r  you a t  the  time. 

H: 

temporaneously. 

B: Obviously. 

H: 

Well he never, I never heard him make any comment l i k e  tha t ,  con- 

That may have been something t h a t  occurred t o  him l a t e r .  

But  t o  go on w i t h  t h a t  p a r t i c u l a r  meeting, ne i the r  Walters nor I ,  as 

I sa id  e a r l i e r  on t h i s  tape, had any idea what t h i s  Mexican business was 

a l l  about, and I t h i n k  t h a t  one i s  being r a t h e r  imprudent, i f  when a 

President asks t h a t  something be done, t h a t  you f a i l  t o  do i t  unless you 

-. 

. *  ) .  

have a good reason f o r  - n o t  doing it. And since we were unaware of what 

13 



the Mexican i m p l i c a t i o n  was, Walters was ca r ry ing  ou t  i n  e f f e c t  a Presi-  

d e n t i a l  request t o  do something and t h a t  Walters would have a p e r f e c t  

r i g h t ,  as I would, t o  be l i eve  t h a t  poss ib ly  the President had knowledge 

t h a t  we d i d n ' t  have. This happens constant ly.  

o f  th ings as much as the President. So when Walters and I went down- 

s t a i r s ,  he was leav ing  f o r  t he  FBI  and I was going back t o  the  bu i l d ing ,  

we had a chat  f o r  a moment a t  my automobile, i n  the West Executive Avenue!. 

there, and I said, ''I don ' t  know why they want you down t o  t a l k  t o  the F B I  

Nobody s i t s  a t  t he  center 

N 

about t h i s  Mexican business, b u t  j u s t  remember t h a t  there 's  a d e l i m i t a t i o n  I ?  

agreement between the Agency and the F B I  and t h a t  they have people i n  the 

Embassy, the F B I  have agents i n  the Embassy i n  Mexico, and we have agents 

i n  the Embassy i n  Mexico. 

perform and we have c l e a r l y  def ined dut ies t h a t  we perform, and l e t ' s  n o t  

get  these m xed up; have t h i s  i n  your mind when you go and t a l k  t o  these 

people. I' 

B: 

f a c i l i t i e s  o r  people i n  Mexico on a d i r e c t  basis o r  something l i k e  t h a t ?  

H: 

why i t  was t h a t  Haldeman ra i sed  the whole issue o f  the Bay o f  Pigs i n  t h a t  

And they have c l e a r l y  def ined d u t i e s  which they 

Did the thought occur t o  you t h a t  the President might be using C I A  

I j u s t  d i d n ' t  know what he had i n  mind. Anymore than I knew what, 

- 1 1  

meeting. 

was t a l k i n g  about and I d i d n ' t  l i k e  the tone o f  it, s o r t  o f  threatening 

It seemed t o  me t o t a l l y  i r r e l e v a n t ,  I d i d n ' t  understand what he 

tone. 

B: It was a cur ious remark. I f o r g e t  a t  what p o i n t  General Walters 

advised Gray t h a t  C I A  would no longer pose any ob jec t i on  t o  FBI i n q u i r i e s  

i n  Mexico, b u t  i t  was e a r l y  i n  July, I t h i n k  i t  was on t h e  6 t h  of Ju ly  .... 
H: It was about three weeks l a t e r ,  I bel ieve. 
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B: 

n o t  sure how c l e a r  the record i s  as t o  who made t h a t  decision. 

make the  dec is ion? 

H :  Yes. 

B :  And you made t h a t  a f t e r  your r e t u r n  from the  t r i p .  

Three weeks l a t e r ,  and a t  t h a t  po in t ,  again I'm n o t  c lear ,  and I'm 

Did you 

H: 

Aus t ra l i a  and New Zealand, and t h a t  when he repor ted t o  me t h a t  noth ing 

had been found, through Agency channels, o f  our involvement w i t h  anything 

improper i n  Mexico, t h a t  i t  seemed t o  me t h a t  s ince we'd had a chance t o  

inves t iga te ,  t o  f i n d  ou t  t h a t  whatever the President was t a l k i n g  about we 

d i d n ' t  know anything about it, and t h a t  i t  d i d  n o t  invo lve  the Agency, t h i s  

was t i m e  t o  cork o f f  any i n t i m a t i o n  t h a t  we wanted the  F B I  t o  stop t h e i r  

inves t iga t ions .  

B: As I remember it, you d i d  traces, o r  the Agency d i d  traces, on two i n -  

d i  v i  dual s,  who were a1 leged t o  have C I A  connections. 

H :  That 's  r i g h t .  

B: 

H: 

connections o f  the Agency w i t h  these ind i v idua ls .  

6:  And t h a t  was one o f  the th ings  t h a t  l e d  you t o  conclude t h a t  any 

f u r t h e r  in te r fe rence would be u n j u s t i f i e d .  

My r e c o l l e c t i o n  i s  t h a t  i t  came a f t e r  w r e t u r n  from t h a t  t r i p  t o  

And I ' v e  fo rgo t ten  the names o f  .... 
I ' v e  fo rgo t ten  the  names o f  those ind i v idua ls  bu t  we d i d n ' t  f i n d  any 

H: That's r i g h t .  That i s  cor rec t .  

B: 

meetings between C I A  o f f i c i a l s  and representat ives o f  the  White House, 

which invo lved o r  resu l ted  from the request o r  proposals which i n  re t rospec t  

Would you care t o  comment on your  present r e c o l l e c t i o n  o f  any f u r t h e r  

were designed e i t h e r  t o  ob ta in  money f o r  b a i l  o r  t o  suppress o r  mislead 
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i nves t i ga t i ons  by the F B I ?  

H: Yes, i n  the  week f o l l o w i n g  the June 23rd meeting, I be l i eve  i t  was 

Monday, Tuesday and Wednesday, John Dean c a l l e d  General Walters and asked 

him t o  come down t o  the White House f o r  a conversation. I n  these meet- 

ings,  Dean was at tempt ing t o  get t he  Agency t o  use i t s  unvouchered funds 

as b a i l  money f o r  t h e  Watergate break- in burglars,  o r  c r im ina ls  o r  men o r  

whatever you want t o  {tal 1 them. 

and I had a meeting. 

we were constant ly  i n  touch dur ing these three days. 

want t o  make here i s ,  t h a t  I made i t  abundantly c l e a r  t o  Walters on any and 

- a l l  occasions: (a) t h a t  t he  Agency would - n o t  pu t  up any money o f  any k i n d  

Before each o f  these meetings, Wal t e r s  

A f t e r  these meetings we had a meeting, i n  o the r  words, 

And the p o i n t  t h a t  I 

f o r  b a i l  money o r  b r i b e r y  o r  anything e l s e  i n  connection w i t h  t h i s  burglary;  

and (b) t h a t  I d i d n ' t  care what k ind  o f  pressure was p u t  on, i f  i t  ever be- 

came known t h a t  t he  Agency was involved i n  something o f  t h i s  k ind,  i t  would 

absolute ly  r u i n  the Agency i n  the eyes o f  the American p u b l i c  and we would 

be f in ished, and t h a t  I wanted t o  be absolute ly  unequivocal about t h i s .  

General Walters was never under any misapprehension about i n s t r u c t i o n s  t o  

him o r  how I f e l t  about t h i s  matter. 

B: A s o r t  o f  wrap-up question: how would you respond t o  the a l l e g a t i o n  t h a t  

C I A  was ass is ted o r  a t  l e a s t  acquiesced i n  the i n i t i a l  stages o f  t he  White 

House's cover-up? Say up t o  6 Ju l y  1972? 

H: 

"cover-up" unless some act ions which the  Agency took, which u n w i t t i n g l y  

may have contr ibuted t o  the cover-up, i n  fac t ,  d i d  so. But I r e c a l l  c l e a r l y  

t h a t  no Agency act ions were taken which r e l a t e d  t o  anything t h a t  we under- 

So 

Well I can j u s t  simply say t h a t  the C I A  d i d  n o t  p a r t i c i p a t e  i n  any 

stood t o  be a cover-up. But p a r t  o f  t h i s ,  I th ink ,  i s  due t o  the f a c t  t h a t  
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people were using knowledge acquired l a t e r ,  which was then r e l a t e d  ,J 

e a r l i e r  events, on t h d  assumption t h a t  the Agency knew more than i t  knew. 

But by the t ime a cover-up was being ta l ked  about i n  Washington, and a l l  

o f  these fac ts  had come out, t h a t  d i d n ' t  a l t e r  t he  f a c t  t h a t  there were 

many weeks i n  the re  when the Agency was t o t a l l y  unaware o f  (a)  what was 

behind t h i s  burglary; ( b )  why i t  was conducted; ( c )  where t h i s  money came 

from, o r  any o f  t he  other  f a c t o r s  involved. 

B: Well .... 
H: 

formation. 

the p u b l i c  d i d  through t h e  newspapers. 

B: 

in format ion such as Hunt's connection w i t h  Ehrlichman, the attempts t o  get  

C I A  t o  in tervene w i t h  the  F B I  i n v e s t i g a t i o n  i n  Mexico, which might have 

I n  o the r  words, t he  Agency was n o t  p r i v y  t o  i n t e r n a l ,  Governmental i n -  

The Agency became informed o f  these events a t  t he  same t ime as 

Well another quest ion i s ,  t o  whom would you have relayed o r  reported 

cast  some suspic ion as t o  what was a c t u a l l y  going on? To whom would you 

have reported t h i s  i n  t h i s  piece-meal developing s o r t  o f  fashion? 

H: Well, even i n  retrospect,  I don ' t  know who I would have ta l ked  t o  about 

these th ings because I t h i n k  i t  became c l e a r  t h a t  o f f i c i a l s  a t  the top- 

l e v e l  o f  t he  Government, i f  n o t  the President himsel f ,  knew about these 

matters t o  a greater  o r  l esse r  degree, depending on who they were, and 

t h a t  Gray's behavior toward the Agency, a f t e r  I had t i pped  him o f f  i n  the 

e a r l y  stages as t o  where I thought the prob em i n  t h i s  whole a f f a i r  was, 

made me very uneasy about whom I could have any confidence i n ,  i f  I had t o  

come up w i t h  something on a f i d u c i a r y  basis and t h i s  i s  j u s t  another rea- 

son why I was very r e t i c e n t  and i n s i s t e d  on everybody i n  the Agency being 

r e t i c e n t  about vo lunteer ing in format ion about these a f f a i r s .  
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6: Did i t  ever occur t o  you t o  do what Gray d i d  r a t h e r  i n a r t i s t i c a l l y ,  

o r  t r i e d  t o  do, and t h a t  i s ,  t a l k  t o  the President d i r e c t l y  about t h i s ?  

H: I never discussed w i t h  the President anyth ing r e l a t i n g  to, r e l a t e d  

t o  these matters. 

t o  exand on it. (BRIEF INTERRUPTION) Talk about what? 

B: The question was whether you . . . . (END OF SIDE 1, TAPE 1 ) 

I t ' s  an i n t e r e s t i n g  p o i n t  you ra ise ,  because I want 

S I D E  2, TAPE 1 

H: Well, I don ' t  know where i t  stopped. .....-* >.,w,, . a  

B: Well, you sa id  t h a t  when you came back from Tehran you stopped t o  see 

A1 Haig. 

H: 

dent 's  Chief o f  S t a f f  rep lac ing  Haldeman, who had resigned. 

i n t o  Haig's o f f i c e ,  a f t e r  q u i t e  a long wait,  he sa id  t o  me t h a t  the  Pres i -  

Stopped i n  t o  see A1 Haig who wh i le  I was away had become the Presi- 

When I got  

dent wanted t o  see me. And I said, "Well t h a t ' s  n ice.  What does he want 

t o  see me about?" Because I had no t  been very long i n  Tehran, up t o  t h a t  

po in t .  

ness, which you remember h i s  having had a conversation w i t h  you about 

ea r l  i e r . "  And I said, "No, A1 , I have never discussed w i t h  President 

And Haig said, "He wanted t o  t a l k  t o  you about t h i s  Watergate bus i -  

Nixon anything about Watergate o r  anything r e l a t e d  t o  the  burg la ry  a t  the 

Watergate or anything else." Haig said, "You never d i d  have a conversa- 

t i o n  w i t h  him?" I said, "I never did." "Well," he said, "He contends t h a t  

you d i d  indeed." And I said, "Well, look here, my r e c o l l e c t i o n  i s  t h a t  I 

never did.  And on Monday, I ' m  going t o  be t e s t i f y i n g  before the  Senate 

Foreign Relat ions Committee, i n  open session, and I ' m  going t o  be under 

oath. And whether i t  was Executive o r  whatever i t  was, I ' m  s t i l l  going 
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/ 

t o  be under oath, and I ' m  going t o  have t o  say t h i s  i f  the question has 

arisen. Have you seen the  President? What d i d  you t a l k  about, and so 

fo r th . "  So Haig said, "Well please wa i t  here a minute and l e t  me see 

about t h i s . "  And so he disappeared down the  h a l l  a t  t he  White House and 

about f i v e  o r  t en  minutes l a t e r  he reappeared and said, "Well you ' re  n o t  

going t o  have t o  see the  President. ' '  And I said, " A l l  r i g h t . "  So I 

mention t h i s  because i t  sets, i n  a c e r t a i n  framework, the f a c t  t h a t  I never 

d i d  discuss these matters w i t h  President Nixon. 

. 

B: I suspect I know the answer t o  t h i s  quest ion b u t  l e t  me ask youbl.for \It..-, 

the record, a t  l eas t ,  what your present thought would be as t o  what the  

President would have done had you approached him and expressed concern about 

what appeared t o  be various attempts t o  use the Agency t o  cover up, protect ,  

. + . t i  I 

, . 8 1 < l  

the people who were a c t u a l l y  invo lved i n  the burg lary? a .  

H: 

others and t h a t  i s ,  he would have l i e d  t o  me. 

B: That's a good answer. [More 1aughterJ 

H: 

j u s t  a moment. President Nixon was d i s t r u s t f u l  o f  t he  CIA. I t  s t a r t e d  

I can on ly  assume t h a t  t he  President would have t rea ted  me as he,+.did . .,.. 

[Laughter] 

But I t h i n k  i n  conclusion here, i t ' s  i n t e r e s t i n g  t o  phi losophize f o r  

back i n ,  I believe, i n  t h e  campaign i n  the '60's against  John Kennedy, when 

Nixon f e l t  t h a t  t he  so-cal led m i s s i l e  gap, which he accused the C I A  o f  

having invented, was indeed the reason f o r  h i s  defeat. 

a l so  d i s t r u s t f u l  o f  people t h a t  seemed t o  have so-cal led Georgetown con- 

Certainly,  he was 

nect ions and he had n o t  known me before he reappointed me t o  be D i r e c t o r  

o f  t h e  Agency. 

o f  h i s  c lose advisers, a t  t he  t ime he reappointed me, thought t h a t  t h i s  was 

n o t  a good idea on h i s  par t ,  t h a t  he probably should have brought i n  h i s  

I am q u i t e  cer ta in ,  although I c a n ' t  prove it, t h a t  some 
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own man. 

going t o  be continued on, maybe there should be a l i m i t a t i o n  on - how 

long I was going t o  be continued on. 

Therefore, there was a f e e l i n g  i n  h i s  c o t e r i e  t h a t  i f  I was 

I n  any event, these unce r ta in t i es  

a t  the beginning seemed t o  disappear somewhat as t ime went on, as he got 

used t o  having me around, as he go t  used t o  seeing tha t ,  c r i t i c a l  though 

he was o f  c e r t a i n  th ings the Agency d id ,  a t  l e a s t  i t  was doing i t s  best 

. as f a r  as anybody could see t o  support him. And as a mat ter  o f  f a c t  i t ' s  

i n t e r e s t i n g  i n  retrospect,  b u t  what I t o l d  Kissinger from the day he came 

i n t o  o f f i c e  w i t h  Nixon u n t i l  I l e f t  f o r  Tehran i n  1973, I d i d  j u s t  .as>nI -.,-' 

t o l d  Kiss inger  I would do, and t h a t  was t h a t  the Agency would be support ive 

o f  the Presidency, t h a t  there would be no k n i f i n g  o r  back-cutt ing o r  any- 

t h i n g  o f  t h a t  sor t ,  t h a t  the Agency was a service organizat ion,  i t  would 

do i t s  j o b  as o b j e c t i v e l y  and f a i r l y  as i t  could, and i t  would n o t  take 

sides i n  p o l i t i c a l  disputes. I n  short,  i t  intended t o  be a good i n t e l -  . I . ~ c  

l igence organizat ion.  I said, "That 's been the t rack  record up t o  now 

and t h a t  w i l l  be the t rack  record as long as I ' m  there."  And when one 

looks a t  i t  i n  retrospect,  i t  was exac t l y  what the Agency did,  so t h a t  

despi te h i s  c r i t i c i s m  and sometimes h i s  f e e l i n g  t h a t  t he  Agency was no t  

up t o  doing t h e  j o b  t h a t  he expected o f  it, Nixon had nothing b u t  good 

serv ice from t h e  organizat ion.  And h i s  c r i t i c i s m s ,  even i n  retrospect,  

went t o  c e r t a i n  mistakes t h a t  the Agency made and there were a couple o f  

th ings t h a t  we d i d n ' t  do very we l l .  On the other  hand, nobody expects a 

p e r f e c t  performance out  o f  any Governmental organizat ion.  

c r i t i c a l  of a l l  o f  t he  Executive Branch o f  the United States Government. 

He was constant ly  making fun o f  t he  State Department o r  o f  the A i r  Force 

o r  o f  t h e  Agency o r  o f  the Department o f  t he  I n t e r i o r .  

N i  xon was very 

Whatever was on 
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h i s  mind a t  the t ime he would simply make denigrat ing observations, the 

general ne t  o f  which was t h a t  the on ly  r e a l  bra ins i n  Washington were 

h imsel f  and other  people around him i n  the  White House. And i f  one th inks  

t h a t  t h i s  i s  possibly an exaggerated desc r ip t i on  of the way Nixon conducted 

himsel f ,  a l l  one has t o  do i s  look a t  what he d i d  a f t e r  he was re-e lected 

i n  1972. 

were under some i n d i v i d u a l  o r  o ther  i n s i d e  the White House. He added 

counselors, i f  you w i l l  r e c a l l ,  f o r  f i n a n c i a l  and economic matters, and a 

He se t  up an arrangement whereby a l l  aspects o f  Governmental work 

counselor f o r  housing and other  things, so t h a t  r i g h t - u n d e r  him .he;had the -=wr . 1~ 

whole Executive Branch. And then he p lanted h i s  chosen people i n  the depart- I $ 1  

ments so t h a t  they would r e p o r t  t o  him on what was going on. So h i s  d i s t r u s t  + 

o f  the organizat ion t h a t  he was supposed t o  be the head o f  was manifest. 

- 

He 

had no reason t o  d i s t r u s t  the Agency. I n  l a t e r  years, General Walters, when , t  

he was ou t  o f  o f f i c e ,  when Nixon was ou t  o f  o f f i c e ,  Walters t o l d  me t h a t  he 

continued t o  be c r i t i c a l  o f  th ings t h a t  t he  Agency had done and t h a t  Walters 

had seen him i n  San Clemente on one occasion and had simply pointed o u t  t o  him 

t h a t  he was wrong about these things. What President Nixon's f e e l i n g  today 

about the Agency i s ,  I d o n ' t  have any idea. But i t  i s  poss ib ly  the u l t ima te  

i r o n y  o f  h i s  l i f e ,  o r  o f  h i s ,  we l l  c e r t a i n l y  o f  h i s  Administrat ion,  t h a t  the 

- dumb choice t h a t  he made o f  t r y i n g  t o  cover up the  break- in o f  the Democratic 

Nat ional  Committee Headquarters was so much more s tup id  than anything any o f  

h i s  Cabinet o f f i c e r s  o r  Agency heads perpetrated dur ing h i s  t ime i n  o f f i c e ,  

t h a t  h i s  denigrat ion o f  these people and o f  t h e i r  a c t i v i t i e s  stands as a 

monument t o  h i s  own s t u p i d i t y .  

B: 

. .'- 

e l :  

This br ings us back t o  a question t h a t  we have discussed before and 
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t h a t  i s  t o  what degree President Nixon's d i s s a t i s f a c t i o n  w i t h  the coopera- 

t i o n  t h a t  he was rece iv ing  from you and from the Agency on the  issue o f  

the Watergate and the cover-up o f  the Watergate break-in, t o  what extent  

t h a t  d i s s a t i s f a c t i o n  was the reason f o r  h i s  dec is ion t o  replace you w i t h  

Jim Schlesinger. 

was Ken McDonald, t o  a statement i n  K iss inger 's  book, f i r s t  book, as fo l lows:  

" A f t e r  h i s  e l e c t o r a l  v i c to ry ,  Nixon f u l f i l l e d  h i s  long-standing p lan t o  move 

ou t  C I A  Di rector ,  Richard Helms, by appoint ing him Ambassador t o  I ran."  

H: 

t h a t  t o  mean t h a t  Kissinger had learned a t  some p o i n t  t h a t  t he  c o t e r i e  r i g h t  

around Nixon, t he  Hal demans , Ehrl  i chmans , possib ly  John M i  tchel  1 , I don It 

I n  t h i s  connection, somebody c a l l e d  my a t ten t i on ,  i t  

Well t h a t  was i n  Kiss inger 's  second volume, and I always i n te rp re ted  

know about John M i t che l l ,  had wanted t o  get  r i d  of me and t h a t  t h i s  seemed 

the appropr iate t ime t o  do it. So I t h i n k  h i s  reference t o  "long-planned" 

probably goes back t o  what somebody may have t o l d  him about t h e i r  f e e l i n g  

a t  the t ime t h a t  I was appointed. Because i t ' s  one o f  the i n t e r e s t i n g  foo t -  

notes t o  h i s to ry ,  t h a t  when I went t o  Camp David on November the ZOth, [1972] 

and was t o l d  by Nixon I was being replaced, he never mentioned Watergate, he 

never mentioned any d e r e l i c t i o n s  o f  any kind, he praised my performance. 

He simply sa id  he wanted t o  make changes etc .  and a t  t h a t  t i m e  i t  was the 

f i r s t  t ime the question o f  my being made an ambassador was ever raised. I n  

o the r  words, when I went i n t o  the room t o  see Nixon and Haldeman, there was 

no i n t e n t i o n  o f  appoint ing me as an ambassador. 

course o f  the conversation t h a t  we had. The next day I was a t  the White 

House, and Kissinger who had been away on November the 20th, asked me what 

had t ransp i red  a t  Camp David, and I took a deep breath because I was wondering 

a l i t t l e  b i t  j u s t  how t o  present the conversation t h a t  I had had w i t h  Nixon 

It j u s t  developed i n  the  
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t o  Kissinger, when Kissinger ra the r  snappishly said, "Well, i f  you d o n ' t  

want t o  t e l l  me, I ' l l  c a l l  Haldeman and f i n d  out . "  So i t  was c l e a r  t h a t  

Kissinger had n o t  known t h a t  a t  t h a t  session, t h a t  the President was plan- 

n ing t o  replace me. 

B: What i s  your present f e e l i n g  o r  thought as t o  the extent  o f  . . .. 
much President Nixon's resentment, i f  i t  was resentment, about the f a i l u r e  

How 

o f  the Agency and you t o  cooperate i n  t h e  cover-up, how much do you t h i n k  

t h a t  accounted for, o r  inf luenced, h i s  dec is ion t o  r e l i e v e  you? 

H: I have no way o f  judging tha t .  

B: It might have been a factor .  

H: It might have been a factor ,  i t  might no t  have been a fac to r .  

was planning t o  make the change a f t e r  the e lect ion,  i f  he won. 

I simply don ' t  know. 

B: A t  what po int ,  these are quick questions, and are t o t a l l y  subject ive,  

probably impert inent.  A t  what po in t ,  if ever, wh i l e  you were D C I  did  you 

become convinced t h a t  the White House had organized the  Watergate burg1 ary? 

H: I don ' t  r e c a l l  anymore when t h a t  l i g h t  dawned. I bel ieve from the 

beginning I thought i t  was CREEP -- The Conanittee f o r  the Re-election o f  the 

President -- t h a t  was behind it, and t h a t  there was d i r e c t  White House i n -  

Maybe he 

I n  any event, 

volvement I don ' t  be l i eve  occurred t o  me u n t i l  much l a t e r .  

6: And the involvement o f  President Nixon, personally, dawned on you a t  

some p o i n t  bu t  i t  s o r t  o f  c r e p t  up . . . . 
H: I have no reco l l ec t i on .  

B: 

break- in was? 

Do you want t o  express any view as t o  what the purpose o f  t he  Watergate 
, 
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H: 

those conjectures was accurate. 

t i v e  person what was behind it. 

s tup id  act ion.  

s tup id  f o r  the  simple reason t h a t  nobody could th ink  o f  anything t h a t  

might have been i n  the Democratic National Committee Headquarters t h a t  

would requ i re  such extreme act ions.  I n  o ther  words, t o  s tea l  the  papers.* I 

What were those papers? And I have no idea. 

No, I ' v e  heard various conjectures made, bu t  I don ' t  know which o f  

I ' v e  never been t o l d  by any au tho r i t a -  

It always seemed t o  me t o  be a ra the r  

And I t h i n k  a l o t  o f  p o l i t i c i a n s  thought i t  was ra the r  

B: You've already t o l d  me t h a t  the President d i d  no t  g ive  any i n d i c a t i o n  a . ..i- - 1  '' 

o f  displeasure o r  resentment a t  your r o l e  i n  the  Watergate. Was there 

any evidence o f  resentment on the  p a r t  o f  Haldeman o r  Ehrlichman o r  Colson 

o r  anybody e lse  i n  the White House? Did they convey t o  you a f e e l i n g  o f  

displeasure on the p a r t  o f  the White House w i t h  .... ? 

H: No, there  was never any expression o f  displeasure by Haldeman, Ehrlichman, 

t i o n  w i t h  Colson. And as a mat te r  o f  f ac t ,  wh i le  I was wa i t i ng  

my mind about going t o  I r a n  as ambassador, I got  a couple o f  ca 

Haldeman asking me i f  I had made up my mind, t h a t  the President 

f o r  me t o  take the assignment, would I please l e t  them know as 

and as a mat ter  o f  f a c t  I don ' t  ever r e c a l l  having r e a l l y  had any conversa- 

t o  make up 

1s from 

was anxious 

oon as I 

could. 

ra the r  suddenly, because Schlesinger go t  sworn i n  as D i rec to r  much e a r l i e r  

than I, a t  leas t ,  had ant ic ipated,  because they wanted t o  have a mass swear- 

i n g  i n  o f  new o f f i c i a l s  a l l  on one day a t  the White House. I, by t h a t  time, 

had no t  been confirmed i n  my appointment as ambassador and i t  was Haldeman 

who a c t u a l l y  helped work ou t  an i n t e r i m  arrangement whereby I could get  some 

pay u n t i l  I a c t u a l l y  go t  on the State Department pay ro l l .  

And a lso  when there  was an interregnum between nly l eav ing  the Agency 

I 
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B: Well, Dick, I know t h a t  B i l l  Casey w i l l  be very g r a t e f u l  t o  you f o r  

g i v i n g  him and us t h i s  review. I t h i n k  i t  w i l l  be very h e l p f u l  t o  have 

t h i s  a l l  together i n  one place t o  supplement what i s  a very voluminous 

p u b l i c  record. So many thanks. 

H: Not a t  a l l  and I hope i t ' s  usefu l .  I ' m  so r ry  t h a t  some o f  my comments 

may seem r a t h e r  jumbled bu t  I imagine t h a t  a f t e r  t r a n s c r i p t  i s  made t h a t  

some minor e d i t i n g  ought t o  ge t  i t  straightened out, b u t  i f  you would pu t  

t h i s  together w i t h  the remarks t h a t  I made i n  Studies In I n t e l l i g e n c e  over 

there, which I t h i n k  f lesh out  some o f  these points ,  I t h i n k  you've got a 

reasonable record o f  my reco l l ec t i on ,  a t  l e a s t  i n  1983 May, o f  what went on 

i n  connection w i t h  Watergate. 

B: These w i l l  be supplemented, our conversation today w i l l  be supplemented 

no t  on l y  w i t h  the Studies E I n t e l l i g e n c e  review b u t  a l so  the  David Frost  

interview, which we have, and, o f  course, Congressional records and the 

Rockefel ler  Commission Report. 

H: Excel lent .  

END OF TAPE 
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