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In closing, I want to express my appreciation for your having
allowed me the time to consider this matter fully and to arkive at my
conclusion to appear before you and the other members of the Subcommittee
before which the two resolutions are pending,

Sincerely,
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less than serioué in my initial replies to your letters, but to show
that the information already available did give a much more complete
account of the circumstances surrounding the pardon than the resolutions
implied and that it covered the controlling factors.

If, as indicated by the resolutions before you, my proclamation for
pardon of the former President has not immediately had its intended effect
to allow this Nation to concentrate on its urgent present problems, I make

ZLd PIAPISE I YL
this further respons@;in"the earnest hope/of overcoming those concerns
which are still directed toward past events. I do so as an extraordinary
measure and without prejudice in other circumstances to reliance on rights
granted or inuring to the President of the United States under our

Constitution and to the full protection of such rights, not only for myself

while in this 0ffice but for all future Presidents.

Further response to H. Res. 1367

n1, Did you or your representatives have specific knowledge of any
formal criminal charges pending against Richard M. Nixon prior to
jssuance of the pardon? If so, what were these charges?”

The only information I had which is in any way related to these
questioné has been disclosed through release on September 10, 1874,
of copies of the enclosed memorandum of September 3, 1974, prepared for
Special Prosecutor Leon Jaworski by Henry Ruth of the Watergate Special
Prosecution Force.* So far as I know, no representative of mine had any

. . . 0
related information beyond what appears in such memorandum. ,ﬂ§7‘0”o
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* See Tab A. 1he further memorandum mentioned in the last sentence of =~
Tab A was not furnished to me or my representatives.
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"2. Did Alexander Haig refer to or discuss a pardon for Richard M.
Nixon with Richard M. Nixon or representatives of Mr. Nixon at any time
during the week of August 4, 1974, or at any subsequent time? If so,
what promises were made or conditions set for a pardon, if any? If so,
were tapes or transcriptions of any kind made of these conversations or
were any notes taken? If so, please provide such tapes, transcriptions
or notes."

I have no knowledge of the matters covered by these questions
except as stated in my response below to question 4(a) and as I have
read the following in Time magazine of September 30, 1974, at page 3I:

"There was every idea imaginable around," he [Alexander M. Haig, Jr.]

declared, "including the idea that Nixon should pardon himself

and everybody else.”" There were only two options seriously

considered. The first was to resign unconditionally, as he did,

or see it through and let the system work to the end. He knew the

outcome. He felt an obligation to the country."

‘The time referred to was late July and early August of 1974.

"3. When was a pardoﬁ for Richard M. Nixon first referred to or
discussed with Richard M. Nixon, or representatives of Mr. Nixon, by
you or your representatives or aides, including the period when you
were a Member of Congress or Vice President?"

While I was a member of Congress, the possibility of a pardon for
Mr. Nixon was not ever a subject of discussion with Richard M. Nixon or
any of his representatives. While I was the Vice President, the
possibility of a pardon for Mr. Nixon was not ever a subject of dis-

cussion with Richard M. Nixon or any of his representatives except on
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August 1 and 2, 1974, as related in the response below. Further, to the
best of my knowledge, no representative or aide of mine had any dis-
cussions with Mr. Nixon or his representatives on the subject of a ‘

possible pardon for him until September 1974,

e-partietpated-Rrthese
Richard M. N1A0n or his representatives regarding a pardon, and at w t
specific times and 1ocat10ns7"

On August 1, 1974, at my Vice Presidential officé, Alexander M. Haig, Jdr.,
reported to me about developments and suggestions that were/Current within |
the White House staff. On August 2, 1974, I discussed gbme of this
information with James St. Clair, at my office. Lakfr the same day, I
called General Haig at his office to tell him that I Q:g?ggg:gi? to any
consideration by Mr. Nixon, or by anyone adyising him, of a pardon or any

‘promise of a parQon as a precondition op”inducement for hisrresjgnation; |
and Gereral Haig/was in fuil agreemgiit with this position. LAt no time
was I asked for, nor did I make,/a promise of a pardon or give any

assurance, express or implied, on the subject of pardon if I should become

Presidentjy
V

“4(b). Who art1c1pated in...subsequent discussions or negot1at1ons
with Richard M//N1xon or his representatives regarding a pardon and at
what specifj€ times and locations?"

ATiér I became the President, the only discussions by me or on my

behgAT with Richard M. Nixon 6r his representatives about a possible
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1"4(b), Who participated in...subsequent discussions or negotiations
with Richard M. Nixon or his representatives regarding a pardon, and at
what specific times and locations?"

At no time, either before or after 1 became.President)were there
negotiations for a pardon of Mr, Nixon. My decision as President was made
on my own and according to the dictates of my own conscience., It came
only when I had considered what the consequences would be for our Country
if I delayed until after indictment and trial before deciding whether or not
to grant a pardon, par;;icularly if, as I was advised, it would take up to a
whole year or more before a trial of the former President could even start.

After I became the President, the only discussions by me or on my

behalf with Richard M, Nixon or his representatives about 2 possible pardon

for him, which I know about, took place starting September 4, 1974,

pe
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Philip W. Buchen, Counsel to the President, met with Herbert J. Miller,
Counsel for Richard M. Nixon, on the morning of that day and again on the
morning of September 5, 1974, both times in Washington, D. C. The only
other participant in those discussions was Benton Becker. He had been
asked by Mr. Buchen starting August 31, 1974, to assist him as a lawyer
in researching for answers to Tegai questions relating to a possible
pardon for Richard M.'Nixon and otherwise to assist on matters re]ated

to the Nixon papers and tape recordings. Other discussions occurred
enroute to Califcrnia and at San Clemente, California, during the evening
of September 5, 1974, and on September 6, 1974. They were partly between
+ Mr. Becker and Mr. Miller, who flew together to California, and partly
between them and Mr. Nixon or his aide, Ronald Ziegler, or both, although
these discussions related predominantly to unresolved matters of the

‘Nixon papers and tape recordings.

"5, Did you consult with Attorney General William Saxbe or Special
Prosecutor Leon Jaworski before making the decision to pardon Richard M.
Nixon and, if so, what facts and legal authorities did they give to you?"

I did not consult with either Attorney General Saxbe or Special
Prosecutor Leon Jaworski on any steps leading to my decision to pardon .
Richard M. Nixon, but consultations were carried on at my direction by
Philip W. Buchen, Counsel to the President. In regard to the Attorney

General, my directions to Mr. Buchen were to request on my behalf from

the Attorney General a legal opinion only on the ownership of Nixon

~

papers and tape recordings and on the effects upon my administra?ﬁ?&‘ieﬁo“
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of court orders and subpoenas in respect of such materials. This
direction and request occurred on or about August 22, 1974, but the
final draft of the opinion, which was confined to the points mentioned
and did not relate to the pardon, was not received until the first week
of September.* In regard to Special Prosecutor Jaworski, my directions
to Mr. Buchen and his requests on my behalf to Mr. Jaworski were Timited
to questions which brought the responses quoted by Mr. Buchen at pages
3-4 of the transcript; already furnished you, of the September 8, 1974,
press briefing and described at pages 1-2 of the September 10, 1974,
press briefing, already furnished you.** No other facts or legal

authorities were given me by either of the men in question.

"6. Did you consult with the Viée Presidential nominee, Neison
Rockefeller, before making the decision to pardon Richard M. Nixon and,
if so, what facts and legal authorities did he give to you?"

Mr. Rockefeller gave me no facts or legal authorities on the pardon
subject. However, I advised him on September 6, 1974, of my pending
decision to issue a pardon for Mr. Nixon, but I did not seek or receive

his advice on the subject.

"7. Did you consult with any other attorneys or professors of law
before making the decision to pardon Richard M. Nixon and, if so, what
facts or legal authorities did they give to you?"

I consulted with no attorneys or professors of law other than

Philip W. Buchen and Benton Becker. However, John 0. Marsh, Counsellor

. . .
* See Tab B (i S
** See Tab C {? Ny
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to the President, is also an attorney, and I did have discussions with

him.

"8, Did you or your representatives aék Richard M. Nixon to make a
confession or statement of criminal guilt, and, if so, what language was
suggested or requested by you, your representatives, Mr. Nixon, or his
representatives? Was any statement of any kind requested from Mr. Nixon
in exchange for the pardon, and, if so please provide the suggested or
requested Tanguage.”

No confession or statement of criminal guilt was asked of
Richard M. Nixon by me or my representatives, but I concurred in what
Mr. But_.hen did ask of Herbert J. Miller as attorney for Mr. Nixon.

Mr. Buchen repcrted to me that he asked Mr. Miller and received his con-
currence that, if a pardon were granted and accepted, the acceptance
should include what Mr. Buchen referred to as a "statement of contrition,”

_but no one acting for me to my knowledge suggested or requested th

language of such a statement.

"9, Was the statement issued by Richard M. Nixon immediately sub-
sequent to announcement of the pardon made known to you or your represen-
tatives prior to its announcement, and was it approved by you or your
representatives?"

An initial draft statement‘by Richard M. Nixon was brought back to
me by Mr. Becker from California on September 7, 1974, and was made known
to me that day, but neither I nor any representative of mine considered
that this draft or the final statement as issued was subject to our

advance approval.
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~"10. Did you receive any report from a psychiatrist or other
physician stating that Richard M. Nixon was in other than good health?
If so, please provide such reports."

I received no psychiatrist's or other physician's report of ény
examination of the condition of Mr. Nixon's health, except as explained

below in response to paragraph (2) of H. Res. 1370.

Further response to H. Res. 1370

To the extent that H. Res. 1370 may appear to call for different
information from that given above in answers to the questions of
H. Res. 1367, I add the following separate responses.

(1) What are "the full and complete information and facts upon
which was based the decision to grant a pardon to Richard M. Nixon " as to
"any representations made by or on behalf of Richard M. Nixon to the
President?"

No representations were made by or on behalf of Richard M. Nixon

to me that provided any information or facts upon which I based my

decision to grant a pardon to Richard M. Nixon.

(2) What are “"the full and complete information and facts upon which
was based the decision to grant a pardon to Richard M. Nixon" as to :
"any information or facts presented to the President with respect to the
mental or physical health of Richard M. Nixon?"

Information or facts I had with respect to the mental or physical
health of Richard M. Nixon were dealt with at pages 3 and 4 of the trans-
cript of my news conference on September 16, 1974, copy of which has

been furnished to you.* The reports I have had from Dr. Lukash, which

* See Tab D
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I mentioned at the press conference, came after my pardon decision and
are not relevant to the inquiry. Observations came to me from

Benton Becker concerning Mr. Nixon's appearance and conversations on
September 6, 1974, but these, like similar observatiqns coming to me
over a period prior to then, were not those of persons qualified to
evaluate medically the condition of Mr. Nixon's health and, therefore,
also wére not a controlling factor in my decision. However, I did
believe and still do, that a delayed prosecution and prolonged trial
of the former President would be a threat to his health, as I stated

in my message on September 8, 1974.

(3) What are "the full and complete information and facts upon which
was based the decision to grant a pardon to Richard M. Nixon" as to
"any information in possession or control of the President w1th respect
to the offenses which were allegedly committed by Richard M. Nixon and
for which a pardon was granted?”
‘ The only special information in my possession or control bearing on
alleged or possible offenses covered by the pardon of Richard M. Nixon
was the information provided in the memorandum of the Watergate Special
Prosecution Force dated September 3, 1974, copy of which is enclosed.*
The balance of my information involves the transcripts of Presidential
conversations made public August 5, 1974, matters reported from the
inquiry and investigation of the Committee on the Judiciary of the House
of Representatives on the impeachment resolutions against former

AY

President Nixon, and the publicly disclosed intent of the Watergate

' ' TFog
* See Tab A A fa;\
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Grand Jury to have found probable cause for naming him earlier as an

unindicted co-conspirator.

(4) What are "the full and complete information and facts upon which
was based the decision to grant a pardon to Richard M. Nixon" as to
"any representations made by or on behalf of the President to Richard M.
Nixon in connection with a pardon for alleged offenses against the
United States?"

No representations were made by or on my behalf to Richard M. Nixon
or his representatives in connection with a pardon for alleged offenses

against the United States.

(5) What are "the full and complete information and facts in
[the President's] possession or control and relating to any pardon which
may be granted to any person who is or may be charged or convicted of
any offense against the United States within the prosecutorial juris-
diction of the Office of Watergate Special Prosecution Force?"

A letter requesting a pardon has been sent to me in behalf of
Charles W. Colson by his attorney, and a reply was sent September 19,

1974, to such attorney by*Counse] to the President as follows:

“Your September sixteenth letter requesting
. executive clemency for Charles W. Colson has been
received.

“The President has decided that all applications for
executive clemency should be submitted through the
appropriate procedures of the Department of Justice.
You might want to communicate directly with that
Department."

I know of no other facts or information in my possession or control
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applicable to the question posed; nor have I made any offer or assurance

of pardon for any person to which this question relates.

I believe the foregoing provides you with the full information
called for by the resolutions submitted and, together with previously
supplied documents, covers the entire subject of my decision to grant a
pardon to former President Nixon, I have responded freely and fully, because
I am convinced it is in the national interest at this time, despi{:e my '
reservations about inquiries which could have the effect of infringing upon
the Constitutional principle of separation of powers., Therefore, I am sure
you will understand why I see no further need for the appearance of a witness
before your Subcommittee to testify on questions which I have already
answered, However, in the interest of accommodating you and your colleagues
of the Subcommittee on Criminal Justice of the Committee on the Judiciary,
to satisfy any further concerns on the particular questions stated in the
resolutions, I would be pleased to have you and fhem meet with me at the
Whﬁe House on Tuesday, October 1, 1974, at a time to be mutually arrangeci.
In closing, I want to express my appreciation for your having allowed added
time in the preparation and submission of this letter,

Sincerely,

O









































































































WILLIAM L. HUNGATE 2437 RAYeURN BUILDING
9TH DISTRICT, MiSSOURI PHONE: 202-228-2956

SELECT COMMITTEE ON
SMALL BUSINESS JUDICIARY COMMITTEE

. sUBCOMITTEE ON Congress of the United States CHAIRMAN, SUBCOMMITTEE ON

ENVIRONMENTAL PROBLEMS CRIMINAL. JUSTICE

Pouse of Representatives
Washington, B.E. 20515

October 7, 1974

President Gerald R. Ford
The White House
Washington, D. C.

Dear Mr. President:

You are aware that certain questions posed in the
resolutions of inquiry, House Resolutions 1367 (Abzug)
and 1370 (Conyers), now pending before the Subcommittee
on Criminal Justice provide for the production of tapes,
transcripts, notes, reports, statements or other .
documentary information. For example, in the instance

of questions two, eight, and ten of House Resolution
1367, specific requests are made for the production

of certain documents and tapes, where available. To the
extent relied on in arriving at the responses to the
questions propounded in these two privileged resolutions,
the Subcommittee requests that such documents and

tapes, if available, be forwarded to the Subcommittee

for review prior to your appearance.

Furthermore, there may be additional documentation that,
while not specifically requested by the resolutions of
inquiry, would be helpful to the Members of the Subcommittee
in preparing for your forthcoming appearance before the
Subcommittee. For example, in the instance of question five of
House Resolution 1367, a request is made for any facts and
legal authorities provided you by Attorney General Saxbe

or Special Prosecutor Jaworski. If any of the information
was forwarded to you in written form, it would be appreciated
if you make it available to the Subcommittee prior to your
appearance.

William L." H T
Chairman e PRy
Subcommittee on Criminal Justige
WLH/bts =)
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Dear Mr, Chalirman:

The President has asked me to reply to your letter to him of
October 7, 1974. .

In your letter you have requested, in adnt;co of the President's appﬁuuco.
c opies of documentation to the extent relied on in arriving at responses ’
to the questionn in the two proposed resolutions of inquiry, H.Ru.. 1367 and
H. Res. 1370, |

In your first paragraph you refer to questions by number which
speclncaﬂy call for producing certain documentation if it exists, namely
" two, eight, and ten of H. Res, 1367, However, question two deals with
matters not within President Ford's knowledje or awareness and, l'n any
event, if any dlacuuions .coverod by the question took place, they could not
have been and were not a factor in his decision to pardon the former President.
In the cases of the other mentioned questions, no documentation is iqyolved
because the questions a‘ro correctly answered in the negative.

In the second paragraph'you refer t§ possible documentation not specifically
requested by the rggo}:&gﬁpps of inquiry. I am concerned by th§ implication |
that the President's willingness to appear voluntarily before your subcommittee
to provide responses originally requested from him only in writing might now

n extension

be used to extend the inquiry beyond the questions as posed.
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i{s not according to my understanding of Awlut had been stated when
Jack Marsh met wl@h you on the possible appearance of the President, and
it is not in accord with his understanding. -
Therefore, Jack Marsh and I would very much appreciate an early
opportunity to meet ;with you to clarify this point and to try resolving
any other points of poulbic mhunf!er-.tu.:dlng.

Sincerely yours,

Philip W, Buchen
ConmAcl to the President
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

October 15, 1974

"‘Dear Mr, Chairman:

The President has asked me to reply to your letter to him of
October 7, 1974,

In your letter you have requested, in advance of the President's
appearance on October 17, 1974, copies of documentation to the
extent relied on in arriving at responses to the questions in the
two proposed resolutions of inquiry, H,Res., 1367 and H., Res, 1370,

In your first paragraph you refer to questions by number which
specifically call for producing certain documentation if it exists,
namely two, eight, and ten of H, Res. 1367, However, question two
deals with matters not within President Ford's knowledge or aware-
ness and, in any event, if any discussions covered by the question
took place, they could not have been and were not a factor in his
decision to pardon the former President because he was not aware
of them, In the cases of the other mentioned questions, no
documentation is involved in the answers of the President,

In the second paragraph you refer to possible documentation not
specifically requested by the resolutions of inquiry, but, asl
understand your letter, which is directly related to such questions
as number five, In that connection, documentation was supplied to
you with the President's letter of September 20, 1974, In addition,
there are now enclosed:

-- copy of a letter from Special Prosecutor Jaworski
to me dated September 4, 1974 (a portion of this letter
was quoted by me to the press on September 8, 1974,
but the enclosure provides the full text.)

-- copy of a memorandum furnished by Special Prosecutor

Jaworski, which had been prepared for him by Deputy _
Special Prosecutor Henry Ruth under date of /m
September 3, 1974, which was released from the /9
White House on September 10, 1974, =

1‘
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This is the only information supplied in written form to the
President which relates to questions such as five, six, or seven,

Sincerely yours,

Philip\WW. Buchen
Counsel to the President

The Honorable William L, Hungate
Chairman, Subcommittee on Criminal Justice
Committee on the Judiciary

House of Representatives
Washington, D, C, 20515

Enclosures
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THE WHITE HOUSE

TWASHINGTON

’

QOctober 15, 1974

Dear Mr., Chairman:

The President has asked me to reply to your letter to him of
October 7, 1974,

In your letter you have requested, in advance of the President's
appearance on October 17, 1974, copies of documentation to the
extent relied on in arriving at responses to the questions in the
two proposed resolutions of inquiry, H.,Res, 1367 and H,Res. 1370,

In your first paragraph you refer to questions by number which
specifically call for producing certain documentation if it exists,
namely two, eight, and ten of H., Res. 1367, However, question two
deals with matters not within President Ford's knowledge or aware-
ness and, in any event, if any discussions covered by the question
took place, they could not have been and were not a factor in his
decision to pardon the former President because he was not aware
of them, In the cases of the other mentioned questions, no
documentation is involved in the answers of the President.

In the second paragraph you refer to possible documentation not
specifically requested by the resolutions of inquiry, but, as I
understand your letter, which is directly related to such questions
as number five, In that connection, documentation was supplied to
you with the President's letter of September 20, 1974, In addition,
there are now enclosed:

-= copy of a letter from Special Prosecutor Jaworski
to me dated September 4, 1974 (a portion of this letter
was quoted by me to the press on September 8, 1974,
but the enclosure provides the full text. )

~-- copy of a memorandum furnished by Special Prosecutor
Jaworski, which had been prepared for him by Deputy
Special Prosecutor Henry Ruth under date of
September 3, 1974, which was released from the

White House on September 10, 1974, f{{fFo%\
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This is the only information supplied in written form to the

President which relates to questions such as five, six, or seven.

Sincerely yours,

Philip\W. Buchen
Counsel to the President

The Honorable William L. Hungate
Chairman, Subcommittee on Criminal Justice
Committee on the Judiciary

House of Representatives

Washington, D, C, 20515

Enclosures



Vliails Bules Lopuiliient o Jusiice
1425 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005

September 4, 1974

Philip W. Buchen, Esq.
Counsel to the President
The White House
Washington, D. C.

Dear Mr. Buchen:

You have inquired as to my opinion regard-
ing the length of delay that would follow, in the
event of an indictment of former President Richard M.
Nixon, before a trial could reasonably be had by a
fair and impartial jury as guaranteed by the Consti-
tution.

The factual situation regarding a trial of
Richard M. Nixon within constitutional bounds, is
unprecedented. It is especially unique in view of
the recent House Judiciary Committee inquiry on
impeachment, resulting in a unanimous adverse finding
to Richard M. Nixon on the Article involving obstruc-
tion of justice. The massive publicity given the
hearings and the findings that ensued, the reversal
of judgment of a number of the members of the
Republican Party following release of the June 23
tape recording, and their statements carried nation-~
wide, and finally, the resignation of Richard M. Nixon,
require a delay, before selection of a jury is begqun,
of a period from nine months to a year, and perhaps
even longer. This judgment is predicated on a review
of the decisions of United States Courts involving
prejudicial pre-trial publicity. The Government's
decision to pursue impeachment proceedings and the
tremendous volume of television, radio and newspaper
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coverage given thereto, are factors emphasized by

the Courts in weighing the time a trial can be had.
The complexities involved in the process of selecting
a jury and the time it will take to complete the
process, I find difficult to estimate at this time.

The situation involving Richard M. Nixon is
readily distinguishable from the facts involved in
the case of United States v. Mitchell, et al, set
for trial on September 30th. The defendants in the
Mitchell case were indicted by a grand jury operating
in secret session. They will be called to trial,
unlike Richard M. Nixon, if indicted, without any
previous adverse finding by an investigatory body
holding public hearings on its conclusions. It is
pPrecisely the condemnation of Richard M. Nixon
already made in the impeachment process, that would
make it unfair to the defendants in the case of
United States v. Mitchell, et al, for Richard M. Nixon
now to be joined as a co-conspirator, should it be
concluded that an indictment of him was proper.

The United States v. Mitchell, et al, trial
will within itself generate new publicity, some
undoubtedly prejudicial to Richard M. Nixon. I bear
this in mind when I estimate the earliest time of trial
of Richard M. Nixon under his constitutional guarantees,
in. the event of indictment, to be as indicated above.

If further information is desired, please
advise me.

Sincerely,

LEON RSKI
Special Prosecutor







None of these matters at the moment rises to
the level of our ability to prove even a probable
criminal violation by Mr. Nixon, but I thought you
ought to know which of the pending investigations
were even remotely connected to Mr. Nixon. OFf course,
the Watergate cover-up is the subject of a separate

memorandumn.

cc: Mr. Lacovara
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1974

Pniliop W. Buchen
Counsel to the President
The Wnite House
Washington, D.C.

Dear Mr. Buchen:

The Subcommittee on Criminal Justice of the Committee on
the Judiciary has several legislative pronosals pending before
1t requiring the Tull a2nd complete disclosure of fachs relating
to the pardon of Richard M. Nixon, Watergate and Watergate
related matters. :

To assist the Subcommittee in its consideration of these
proposals, the Subcormmittee requests that Alexander Haig apoear
before it to testify on his knowledze of and involvement in ths
events leading to the pardon of the former President.

President Ford's testimony before the Subcommittee on
October 17, 1974, was essential and of great assistance to the
Subcommittee in developing the facts conicerning the issusnce
of the pardon. President Ford's testimony, however, highlighted
the significant role played by General Haig in the pardon dis-
cussions. Subcommittee Merbers believe, therefore, that General
Haig's testimony is vital to the complete and final resolubion
of the pardon issue.

The Subcommittiee liembers are aware of the Senate Armed
Services Comittee's recent vote to hear the testimony of CGeneral
Haig at the beginning of the 9Uth Congress. The Subcommittee is
hopeful that General Haig's schedule will permit him to appear
before the Subcommittee at some mutually convenient time during
the remaining days of the 93rd Congress or in the early days of
the next session of Congress.

WEH/bts
cc: Hon. Henry P. Smith, IIT

Subcormittee on Criminal Justice




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

December 13, 1974

Dear Congressman Hungate:
This letter is in response to your letter of December 10, 1974,

My understanding is that the Subcommittee on Criminal Justice
at the Committee on the Judiciary had anticipated when you wrote
your letter that time on December 19, 1974 would be devoted to
an appearance by former Special Prosecutor Leon Jaworski.
That appearance was intended in part, I am told, to cover events
within his knowledge leading to the pardon of former President
Nixon. Now I have been advised that Mr, Jaworski will not be
appearing at any time during the remaining days of the 93rd
Congress.

I believe it inappropriate for me to try arranging an appearance
by General Alexander Haig to give testimony on the same subject
prior to adjournment of this session of the Congress when without
other desired testimony no disposition can be made of current
legislative proposals relating to this subject. Among the other
reasons is the upcoming installation on December 15, 1974 of
General Haig as Supreme Allied Commander, Europe, because
this event will undoubtedly require his immediate and continuous
attention to the new responsibilities he will thus be assuming.

Your letter does suggest in the alternative that General Haig make
an appearance before your Subcommittee early in the next session
of Congress. Although I am not in a position to give you a definite
response, I believe a determination should await a review of
circumstances at that time, including what legislative proposals
may then be pending before your Subcommittee.
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I trust that the foregoing will serve your purposes until such
time as there can be common review of the situation in January

Sincerely,

Philip W. Buchen
Counsel to the President

Honorable William L. Hungate
Chairman

Subcommittee on Criminal Justice
Committee on the Judiciary
House of Representatives
Washington, D. C. 20515
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OFFICE OF
ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL

Legislative Affairs
1976

June 7,

Philip W. Buchen
Counsel to the President

To:
From: Michael M. Uhlmann
Assistant Attorney General
Re: Attachment
The attached correspondence is

being transmitted to you for your

information.
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Honorable Edward H. Levi
Page 2
June 2, 1976

Since this matter will be taken up by the Subcommittee in

the very near future, I would appreciate it if you would get this
information to me by Monday, June 21.

With best wishes,

Sincerely,

William L. Hungate
Chairman
Subcommittee on Criminal Justice
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