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About 6:30 P.M. on Sunday, June 10, 1973, Charles
Shaffer called me at home. He wanted us to know that
Dean intended to assert his Fifth Admendment privilege.
I told him we understood that this was Shaffer's position.
But in light of Dean's public pronoucenents about wanting
to be heard and being desirous of cooperating we felt
compelled to call him before the grand jury to test this
position. BﬂSldes, we wanted the Senate Committee to know
that he had been given an opportunity to testhy before
the grand jury. :

Then Shaffer asked me if a letter from Dean saying
that he intends to invoke his privilege would suffice.
I told him thatthis might have been satisfactory with
Professor Cox but that this proposal should have been
explored on Friday with Professor Cox. He said that he -
might take the position that Dean's appearance was designed
to generate publicity and was futile because the prosescu-~
tors knew Dean intended to assert his privilege. I told
him that he should move to guash the subpoena on those
grounds before Judge Sirica., I told him arguments like
that had been raised in the past by attorneys predicting
what their clients would do and the Court had consistently
ruled that the witness must assert the privilege to specific
questions posed. He indicated that this was consistent
with his past experience elsewhere. However, he said he
might still move to quash. T

I asked him when Dean was: going to testify before
the Senate and he said he was not sure. I asked him if
he turned over the Segretti tape to the Committee and he
said he had. But Shaffer did say he told the Committee
that we had requecsted it first and they indicated we could
have it afterwards. Meanwhile, Shaffer said he has a trans-
cript for us. Shaffer also advised me that he turned over
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Segretti's records {(which had been giﬁéﬁ to Dean by O'Brien)
to the Committee. Shaffer said he could get copies for us.l/

Shaffer asked why we were not conferring immunity
on Dean. I told him that we were using that technique
1 ' sparingly. He indicated that he had heard from his "sources”
that we were immunizing people wholesale. I asked him to
back up that allegation with specifics. He said Colson.
I told him Colson had not been immunized. .
Shaffer indicated he was guite irritated about our
dealings with Colson. He indicated Colson was the worst
! of the bunch. I said that may be true but we had no evidence
: to support his conclusion. He said Colson knew about the
bugging of the DNC beforehand. I said Dean had not made that
charge before nor had he ever supported such a conclusion.
He mentioned telephone conversations between Magruder and
Colson. I said Magruder and Colson had told us about one
such pre-June 17 conversation; that.we had spoken to both
Magruder and Colson and there were no major discrepancies
between them.2/ He said then Magruder hasn't been truthful
yet. I said that both Colson and Magruder had come in and
talked and let us decide what their status was to be. I
————hinted that Dean's displeasure with Colson might be attributed
to the fact that iColson has gone “publlc“ also and hurts nlm
badly on several points, \ , : ’

Shaffer said he can't understand why we focused
E on Dean. I said we had focused on Dean as well as others.
e _ He wanted to know why we had this attitude about Dean since
he had in effect helped break the case. I said Colson and
Magruder .claim they have. 3/ He said Dean had been ¢andid
- and I said we disagreed. He asked in what respect. I said
Dean had withheld the incriminating rolé he played with regard
i to Walters. He said that he had mentioned Walter's name. T
| said that added emphasis to my contention because that meant

1/ We had requested these records some time back
but never got around to buttoning it up.

2/ This is a February conversation. It was detailed
in Colson's June 19?2 memo which was given to Dean. Dean told
Colson later we can't turn this over to Sllbert because it
impeaches Magruder . .

3/ So does McCord.

=S



REPRODUCED AT THE NATIONAL ARCHIVES

RELSASED PER “_L’ GIEI60FKACT) L oo .
NAR(“}

&=
[ —

' s £

- N N e .

o et o
A

 DATE L a/’gp/il' =

e ——

e e e S S e

he had not forgotten the episode and still he had suppressed
the details. Furthermore, I said the "executive clemency"
of fer from Dean that was relayed to McCord through Caulfield
was another significant episode that Dean had withheld.
Shaffer said the failure to disclose was inadvertent. He
indicated he would like to continue "phase one." I said

we can talk in Silbert's office after Dean's abbreviated
appearance before the grand jury. /

Subsequently, about midnight, Shaffer called and
said he was going to move on Monday to quash the subpoena.
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