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J. Fred Buzkhardt, Esqg.
Couns al to the President
The White House

Washington, D.C.
Dear Mr. Buzhardt:

In my letter to you earlisr today I mentionad

that we would furnish to you a tentative list o’
itens understood to be in the Prasidential files of
former Prasident MNixon which we intand to ssek as
involving evidencs relevant to pending investigations.
The enclosed schedules are tentative, and by no means

inal or exhaustive and are designed primarily to
provide you with an awareness of tha categories of
information contained in those files that are
ralevant to matters under our jurisdictiecn.

Philip A. Lacovara
Couns=21l to the Spacial
Prosacutor
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211 racords for the period Jaénuzzry 20, 1563, to tha
»
resent, which recoxd, refer or relats in any way cos

11 or parsonal proparty beltwsen Charles G. R=bozo and
nichard M. Mixen, Mrs. Patricia R. Nixon, Julis Nixon

Lisenhowar, Patricia MNixon Cox, F. Donald Nixon, Edward C.
Nivon and Rose Mary Woods.

{2) Any solicitation, receipt, storags, transmittal,
or disbursement of political campaign contributions or pay-~
ments of any kind to or by Charles G. Rebozo including but
not limited to any payment from any.of the following persons
or his representative: Howard R. Hughes, A. D. Davis, J. E.
Davis, J. P. Getty, James Crosby, I. G. Davis.

(3) Any acquisition, improvement, repair, maintenances,
altaration, or extenSLOn by or at.the instance of Charles G.
Rebozo of any real property in which Richard M. Nixon holds._

or held a substantial ownership interest, including but not

his
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or indirectly to Richard M. Nixon concerning any such trans-
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including but not limitaed to investments in real

(9]
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icates of deposit, precious gems or metals, and
currency, anywhere, including but not limited to the United
tates, Jamaica, the Bzhamas, Svitzerland, and Canada.
(5) Any governmental acticn, decision, plan or
proposal involving known interests of Howard R. Hughes,
A. D. Davis, or J. E. Davis. |

(6) The milk price support decisions anncunced March 12

O

and March 25, 1971; the commencement, prosecution, or
attempted settlement of an ‘antitrust suit commenced by the
Department of Justice against the Associated Milk Producers,

Inc.; and, contributions received ,or expected to be received

from the Associated Milk Producers, Inc., including but not

e

imited to any and all notes, records, diary entries, or tapes
relating to: ' i .

a. A meeting between John B..Coﬁnally'and
President Richard M. Nixon beginning on or about 2:30 p.m.
on March 16, 1971;

b. A telephone conversation bestween John B.

Connally and President Richard M. Nixon beginning an or

about Il:es a.m, on March 19, 1971:




c. A meating bestween John B. Connally and
4

2]

resident Richard M. Nixon beginning on or about 6:20 p.m.
on March 18, 1571;

d. A telepﬁone conversation between Presidént
Richard . Nirxon and John B. Conﬁally on March 20, 1971;

e. A telephone conversation between John B.
Connally and President Richard M. Nixon on March 22, 1971;

£. A meeting among President Richard M. Nixon,
John Ehrlichman, John B. Connally, Clifford Hardin, John
Whitakexr, George Shultz, J. Phil Campbell and Donald Rice
on March 23, 1971 from 5:05 = 5:35 p.m., including a meeting
at the conclusion thereof betwesen President Richard M. Nixon
agd John B. Connally;

g. A meeting between then Attorney General Mitchell,
H. R. Haldeman, Lee Nunn, and President Richard M. Nixon
on May 5, 1971;

h. A meeting among President Richard M. Nixon,
H. R. Haldesman and Charles W. Colson held on September 22,
1972 in the Oval Office betwsen §:58 and 5:08 a.m.;

i. A meesting among Presidnet Richard M. Nixon,
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election; and all records ralating to or reflecting thsa

offer of or making of any such contribution by any individual,
group or organization and rslating to oxr reflscting the use

toc which such contribution was put; and all recoxds relating
to any offer or reguest for governmental benefit, favor or
assistance by such contributor or potential contributor

or any person acting on his behalf and/or any communication
which could be understood to threaten the withholding of any
governmental benefit, favor, assistancs or other act to such
contributor, potential contributor or person acting on_his
bghalf by Richard M. Nixon or any p=rson acting at Richard M.
Nixon's direction or actually or purportedly on Richard M.
Nixon's behalf, including, but not limited to, records
relating to contributiéns by, or government benefit

offered to, or received by the following individualé

and corpcrations or other legal entities, or their agents

or employers or anyone acting on their behalf:
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Avis Rent-A
Babecock, Tinm
Perger-Avon Stz2amshin Companv
Bathlahem Steel

Blake Construction Company
Bosing Company

Borg-Warner Corporaticn
Charles E. Smith Company
Charter Corporation
Chase-Manhatten Bank

Christo, John

Cities Service Petroleum Company -
Coldwell Banker
Continental Airlines

Delta Airlines

DeMarco, Frank

de Roulet, Vincent

Duncan, Walter T.

Evans, Thomas

Farkas, Ruth

Fisher, Max

Flying Tiger

Ford Motor Company
Frankil, Victor

General Motors

Georgia Pacific

Gould, Kingdon

Greyhound Corporation
‘Gulf Resources Corporation
Gulf & Western Corporation
Hertz Rent-A-Car

Hess, Leon

Heublein

Honeywell

James, Leonard

Jon2s, Thomas V.



Kaiser Alunmionum
Rezton, D~rius
Kerr-lcGe= Corporation
Xiewit, Poter

Xovens, Cz21

Kro¢, ‘Ray

I.ehigh Dairy

Lindner, Carl

Tockheaed Aircraft
Lyles, Bissett, Carlisle & Wolfe
Marathon Cil

dMcDonalds Corporation
McDonnell-Douglas Corporaticn

Merrill, Lynch, Pisrce, Fenner & Smith
National Airlines

National Steel Company

Nolan, Ramon

Northwest Airlines

Cccidental Petroleum

Ogarrio, Manuel

Ourisman, Florenz

Pan American Sulfur Company
Pepsi-Colza

Perot, H. ROss

R;ecision Valve

Rebozo, Charles

Rollins, John

Safer, John

Salomon Brothers

Scali, John

Seafarer’s International Union
Smith, C. Arnholt
Steinbrenner, George or The American Shipbuilding Comipany
Stewart, James
Stirling-Homex

"Stong, Cleament

Sun 0il

Susquehanna Corporation
Symington, Fife :
Teamsters Union

Terra, Daniel

Time Oil

Transamerica Corporation
Union Carbide ?



United A

irlines
Bnited Gas—-Pennzoil
U.S. Stae=l
Vesca, Rabert

-

W. R. Grace & Company
Warasr Communications, Insz.
tlarnar-Lambert
Veyarhauser, Ceorge H.
Whitney, C. V.

Winn-Dixie Stores

Wynne, Toddie
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g Y comnunloaitlon cheen Maurics Shkans, H. B,
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inldsman, John Barlicohman, JdJonn Mitchell, Herbery W. Kalmbzsh,
Bater i. Flanigan, Harxxy S. Dent, Rosz lary Woods, Chazles
0 5 - 2 $ : b) > 3
‘7. Colson and Richard M. Nixon concerning the solicitation,

conditions, making or use of

3 L . g e
contributinns as dascribed in

(9) Any plan, scheme, program, effort, organization
or committee which was to operate during the congressional
campaign leading up to the election héld on November 3, 1970,
to raise and distribute funds in support of céndidates for.
the United States House of Representatives or the United

States S=snate, and all rscords relating to the roles played
ig any such plan, scheme, program, organization or committees
by any of the following: Richard M. Nixon, Harry R. Haldeman,

Harry S. Dent, Herbert W. Kalmbach, Jack A. Gleason, Murray e

Chotiner, Robert Finch, Donald Rumsfeld, Charles Colsong:;——————-
Lawrence Higby, Jeremiah Milbahk, Bryce Harlcow, Jeb S.
Magruder, John A, ﬁulcahy, John Rollins, Thomas Evans, John
Ehrlichman, John Dz2an, and Maurice Stans.

{10) Actual or provoszad political conitributions by or

oreign nationals in connsction with Richard i#. Nixon's
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ential campaigns, including recoxds relating to the



ambassador of the United States of any person who aifered
or contributad $25,000 or more to Richaréd M. Nixon's 1958
or 1972 Presidential campaigns including, but not linited o,
Cornelius V. Whitney, Ruth Farkas, Vincant deRoulet, and
Fife Symington, Jr.
(12) The International Talephone and Telegraph Co.

or persons representing its interest including, but not limited
to:

a. Meetings between and among John Mitchell,
Es R. Haldsman, Robert Dole and Richard M. Nixon on June 3,
397k

. Meetings between Charles Colson and Richaxd
M. Nixon on March 18, 1972;

c. Meetings between and among Charles Colson,
H. R. Haldeman and Richarxd M. Nixon on March 30, 1972;

d. Meetings Between_and among.John.Miﬁchell,
H. R. Haldeman and Richérd M. Nixon on April 4, 1972;

e. A meetingtamong John Ehrlichman, John Mitensll,

CG=orge Shultz, John Connally and Richard M. Nixon on May 11,

b e
s
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W, A puvsical surveiilancse and zlacironis
ceillaace2 of S2ars conductaed by the FBLI £¥Xom in or abous
Tae July 1659, to in or about early Octobar 1559;
¢c. Allegations tnat Ssars was giving information
O nNewWsgapear reporters in ganaral and specifically, Massrs.
Henry Brandoan, Jules Witcover and/or Brucz Biossatb; and
d. The identification of S=ars as the "o0ld
canpaign chap" referred to in a July 18, 1569, letter to
President liixon from J. Egar Hoovar,
e. The termination of lMr. Sears' employment
at the White House.
All records which in any way relate to the

5, .
> a. plans of Richard M. Nixon to donate pre-
Presidential papers and/or other material to the United States
of America in 1958 and/or 1959;
b. The preparation and/or SLgnlng of joint

Federal income tax returns of Richard M.
and/or 1969;

Nixon for

c.
Mixon

The gifts of papsrs allagedly nada by
Richaxd M. to the United States in 1953 and/or 1959.

3. All records prgpared,
any time between July 15, 1872,
in any way relate to:

written oxr producad at
and ¥ovamba2r 15, 1972, which
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b. The iipaacial and/or
Charlas G. Fzbozo and/or any parsons
mich Mz, P23o20 has besn associatad,
to, Howard Hughsay .
4. Al]l rzcords which in any way relats to tha following
sgacific conversations and mestings: :
a. Telephona=s convsrsations on August 26, 1972,
bztween Mr. John Bnrlichman and Mr. Charles G. Rebozo, talaphone
.conversations on August 23, 1972, at approximataly 11 a.m. and
6:50 p.m. between Mr. Ehrlichman and Secretary of the Treasury
Geaorge Shultz, and a telephons conversation at 4:15 p.m.,
Septembar 5, 1972, bDestwea2n Messrs. Shultz and Ehrlichman;

s o

b. in the Oval Cffices at t
usa2 betwaan Richa: <on, Sscretary Shultz, and Mx _
rrlichman, from to 11:50 a.m. on Septembsr 7, 1872;
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» ¢. The mesting in the Oval Off
Hous2 betwean Richard M. Nixon, Mr. Ehrlichman, 5 13ax
and Mr. Rebozo, from 12:58 to 1:15 p.m. on August 29, 1372; and
meeting(s) betwzesn Richard M. Niwon and

d. The
tha Oval Office at the Whits Hous=2 on Septembar 15,

H.R. Haldaman in
AT

T

5. All records that reflect visits or admissions
to tha White Houses and/or Executive Office Building batiiean
July 15, 1972, and November 15, 1872, by any of the iollowing
individuals: Roger V. Barth, Mike DiMichele, Otha Hamer,

Clyds Wise. i : ;

= raflecting telephons calls which 4
rom July 15, 1972, to MNovembar 15, 1972, to or
a 4
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d. Paverand Billy Granham’s tax Droblsms wita ths
incarnal Reveanuz S=rvice;

f. John Caulfi
firm known as

g. The enemi=s and/or opponent’s list and/or =ffarts
of whatever tape re1ating to the comnencerbﬂt of pracsedings of
whatevar nature against so-cz2lled "enemies;”

h. Lawrence Yale Goldbsrg who was than undar
o

S

considaraticn for a job at tha Committee to Ra-Zl=ct th=a
Presidant.

8. All records written, prepared or producad betwean
Dacembar 1, 1971, and March 1, 1972, which in any way relate
to James Ray Polk, a raporter who was writing an article

regarding inter alia Eerbert Xalmbach.

All records which in any way relate to a m

8 =)
ccnversatlon concerning the Internal Revanus Sa2rvica on
Septembar 16, 1971, as set forth in item 26 of a White Housse
nemorandum dated Junzs 13, 1974, subject "Summazy of Omitted
It=ms Requ wsted by Defendant John Ehrlichman

JO. All records written, prepared or produced batween
March 1, 1973, and May 2, ‘1573, which in any way ralats to the
anpointment of Vernon Acraz as United States Commissicner of
Customs,

11. All records that ra2flasct visits or admissions to tha
Wwhite House and/or EZxecutive Office Building batwaen Jznuary 1,
1971, and May 2, 1372, by Vernoa Acrse.

12, ALL r=acods tisn 10 anyt way.ralabs to ths
~2arings ©E L. Paprick Oray TiT Dald b faore Eae San

=iEtes dn Panpruar snd Ma=sh FORS. Zhslidtae
5 I ssegsds il i3 an = lara O Ehs Tois 21 EStAsS iy
czations and S E T = )




e, Meeting of Richard M. Nixon with Mz, Klaindisnsk
=zom 10:08 to 10:32 a.m. on Febeuary 23, 1873;

£f. DMeeting of Richard M. Nixon with Mx. Ebrlichman
Zzom 2:48 ©o 3:40 p.m. on Februpary 27, 1973;

g. Meeting of Richard M. Nixon with Mz. Dean
2rom. 355 tg 4:20 p.m_ on Pebruzrv 27, 13793;

h. Meetings of Richard M. Nixon with Mr. Dean
aon Mareh 1, 1973, at (1) 5:18 t0.9%46 a.m., {(2) 10:38 to L0:42% a.m.,
{3 X206 Eo Lrld p.n.s

i. Telephons conversations cf Richard M. Nixon
with Mr. Klzindienst on March 1, 1973, at 9:36 a.m. and from
10:52 to 30:56 a.m-; ;
’ 4 j. Meesting of Richard M. Nixon with Mr. Dean cn
Mareh 7, 1973, from 8:53 to 9:16 a.m’

13. Any conversations of Richard M. Nixon with
William D. Ruckelshaus and/or Blliot T.. Richardsan in Eha
variod from April 26, 1973, to June 1, 1973, which relate in
any way to the nl‘sonrg prosecution and/or the seventesn
wirataps conducted by the FBI a2t the request of the White
House from May 1963 to February 1971, and/oxr the rscordsa of
thas2 wiretaps.

14. All records preparsd, written or produced at any
time bebtwzen May 2, 1972, and April 27, 197’ rz2lating to
conrarsations, correspondencs, or contacts babtwesn Mr. Ehrlichman
ané Mr, Gray, including, but not limited to, all racords which
in any way zelate to ths following specific convscssatioas:

2. Telephong convarsaktion batw=an . Eazxlichzag
g Hee Biay 8E 3 p.R. Bh JADLaTyY 9, LT3
Dy Talesnos o 5= tion RS SRl S St gl IR oy
o GrEny o ogb 3255 B L 55 zuary 2 ¢ 3
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the cou these seventesaen wiretaos.
17. All rescords which 1in any wav relate to the
following specific convarsations and mestings:

a. Meeting wit

Mitchall and Ehrlichman at
June 15, 1971;

b. Meeting of

Kissinger, Ehrlichmaa and Ha
5:20 p.m, on June 17, 1971;
B c. Tealephone

Ehrlicnhman and Mit coail at
June 29, 1971;

d. Telephone
Ehrlichman and Mitchell at
June 29, 1971;

e. Telephone
and Mr. Mitchell at approxi

f. Meetings of the President with Mr. Mitchal

the President with Messrs.
aldeman at approxinpataly

conversation betwsen Massrs.
approximately 9:55 a.m. on

convarsation between Msssrs.
avproximately 4:32 p.m. on

convarsation betwzsen ths Pr an
mately 5:50 p.m. on Juns 29, 7

I-‘ 4
e

from approximately 2:55 p.m. to 3:07 p.m. and from approxi-

mately 5:15 p.m. to 6:33 p

g. M ing of

ash e53
Haldsman, Ehrlichman and Colson at aporoximately 10

on July 1, 1971;

.. on dune 30, 1971;

the Presidsnt wikth P = {0
50 a.m.

h., Me=sting of the Presidant with Mr. Ehrlichman

on Jduly X, 197i:



Haldaman,

e > S
ween My, Ehrlichman and M=,

:15 a.m. on July 12, 1971;

Mardian a2t approximately

n. Meeting of the President with Mass
Haldeman, Ehrlichman and Mardian at approximately 1
on July 12, 1971;

0. Meeting of the President with Mr. Ehrlichman
at approximately 11:15 a.m. on July 20, 1971;

p. Me=ting of the President with Mr. Mitchall
at approximately 3:30 p.m. on August 9, 1971i;
>

g. Meeting of the Presidasnt with M
on August 11, 1971;
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r. Meeting of the President with Mr. Ehrlichman
at approximately 6:00 p.m. on August 19, 1571;

s. Meeting of the President with Mr. Ehrlichman
on September 16, 1971;

t. Meeting of the President with Messrs.
Mitchell, Haldeman and Ehrlichman at approximately 12:15 p.m.
on September 18, 1971; ‘

conversation of the Prasidani

u. Telephone c
with Mr. Mitchsll at approximately 3:30 p.m. on S=ptembar 18,
1971

v. Mesting of the President with Mr. Mitchell
at approximately 10:00 a.m. on September 30, 1971;

w, Talephon2 conversaticon cf thes Prasident
T et 23 Sl AR =y ST A~sImaEater PR A e - P i e e e S
with ¥Mr. Mirenall gt agororzirataly 172 neon o Detosas .
3.9 T



GE

X ey £ L & 3
- : 2 ' ks - s L3 .
L S X e 3 e e = . L Ses ! ‘ - F oF IRy 5 5 i e Al
i
el ettt ot PR B G
o ey o = '
V. Gl BREES ReiER L e B = S et
3 Ay =T T oo - - B YO . oy~ -, e
< 3 o LTI N s G048 A o 20 s S
2
b “ S R A i P | AR B o e e
Z. BMseting of ths Prasidant with Ma23srs.
_— A 3 T - . - — £ N
Zhriichman and Helms ak appromximatsly 11:60 a.m. on
N e oy < N =
Ochober 8, 19871;

aa. Meeting of ths President with Mx.
Earlichman at approximatelyv 12:00 noon on Octobzar 25, 1971;

Ce . ’9ec1ng of the President wi
at possibly at or about 4:00 p.m. on Naovember 1, 1871;
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ting of the President with Mr. Bhrlic:

dd. Mes
4:30 p.m. on NMovember 2, 1971.

at approximatel

18. All records raflec+ing neetings and/or
telsphone calls which the President had duering 1971, with
the following individuals:

o

a. H. R. Haldeman

b. Joha Ehrlichman

A Y

¢. Robert Mardian

d. J. Edgar Hoover

e. William C. Sullivan

£f. Richard é. Kleindienst
. All records prepared, writtén or procucsd at
etween April 24, 1972, and May 16, 1972, which

1
in any way relate to:

. A dernonstration, counter-demonstration

a
and/or assault which took place on the wast steps of the
Capitol on the evening of May 3, 1972;

b. The fun

([l

ral proc=edings

nt with Mr., Mitchell
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21. 2All recorxds przsared, written ox producad
at any tims betwesen March 1, 1572, and Novaxmbar 15, 1872,
which in any way relate to the so—-called "Rasponsivensss"”
or "CGrantsmanship" program, including particularly, but
not limited to, recoxrds prep parad, written or pcrcoducad
by Fred Malek, William Gi Lro*d and/or H. R. Haldeman.
g s

. All xzecords prepared, written or produced
at any time between January 1, 1972, and Decamber 31,
1972, including oar:zcularly, but not limits to, regords
preparad, written or produced by Llswellyn "Bud" Evans,
Charles Colson, Fred Malek, H. R. ade¢a1 and/oxr

22
im

William Gifford, which in any way relate to: the
Federation of Expariesnced Americans, the National Council
on Aging, andbrthe National Council of Sznior Citizens.

23. All racords which 1n any way relate to the treat-
ment and/or handling of demonstrators at Presidential
appearances, including specifically, but not limit=ad to,
records praparad, written or producaed by H. R. Haldeman,

Rhon Walkar, William Henkle, cor any White Housa advancaman
wnich in any way rslate to dononstrapors ac Presid=nt Nixoa's
visits to the following locations on the specifiad dates:

a. Bangor, Maine, Zugust

(w))
~
]
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e
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b. Springfield, Illinois, August 18, 1971;

c. Dayton, Ohio, Ssptember 3, 1971;

d. Charlotte, North Carolina, Octobazr 15, 1971:
2. Philadelpuia, Pennsylwanias, Aovril 6, 1972;:
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7. All records wnich relats in .any way *o ths
23tablishment, duties and oparation of the Intslligsnca
Evaluation Committee, which Committaee was £irst faormad in
tha Fall or Wintsar of 13970.

28. RAll records which rslate in any way to physical
or elactronic survaillance in the Summer and Fall of 1955 of
Joseph Kratft.

late in any w ay to physic
2 an

F"""

= 30.  All ypacor ich.relate in anf way to dis-—
cussions in 1971 of the possible replacement of J. Edgar
Hoover as Director of the FBI, including but not limitad
to discussions of possible corgressional investigations of
the FBI, conve rsations betwean Mr. Hoovaxr and Mr. Xleindienst
concerning such congressional 1nve>t1gat1opa and the
possibilit Ly that during the course of such congressional
investigations or at any other time Mr. Hoover mighkt reveal

artain matters = embarrassing to the Nixon administration.
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b At a2poroximately 12:44 p.m. on Boxil I8, 1371;
c. At aporoximately 5:33 p.m. on Juns 25, 1971:

d. At approximately 5:53 n.m. on July I, 1%71;

2. At approximately 5:35 p.m. on Novemger 22, lé?l

32. All records which relate in any way to the
investigation of the disclosures of ths Pentagon Pzap=ars, and
the investigation and prosecution of Daniel Ellsbharg.

33. All records written, prﬂﬁar°d or produced batwaar
June 1, 1871, and December 31, 1972, which in any way relats to
ths ass=31pah10p of Pramier Diem of South Vietnam or State
Department cabla(s) lndlc*hlng bOHO’lCTCY of thes Xennedy Ad-
ministration in Diem’'s assasination including, but not limited
to, all records which in any way relate to the following spacific
convarsations and mestings:

I-Ju

=
-

a. Meeting of Richard M. Nixoa, Mr. Kissin ger,
Mr% Ehrlichman and Mr. Haldsman at approximately 5 20 p.m. on

June 17, 1971.

b-  Me=L1ng of Richard M. Nixon, Mr. Kissinger, :
Mr. Haldsman and Mr. Ehrlichman at approximately 9:30 a.m. on
Junhe 23; 1971.

c. Meeting of Richard M. Nixon, Mr. Mitchell,
Mr. Haldeman and Mr. Enrlichman at approximately 12 15 p m.
on September 18, 1971.

d. Meeting of Richard M. Nixon and John Ehrlchman
on Octobsr 1, 1971. )
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35, All r=cords relating in any wayv to the
Pentagon Pagers, Danizl Ellsberg, Daniel Ellsberg’s pswchiatrist,
Dr. Lewis J. Fizlding, Bunt-Liddy Special Proijzct No. Ons,
Eunt-Liddy Project No. One, Special Project No. On=2, Proisct
Qdessa, LL03°ct 0, California Operation, Hunt and/or Lidéwv's
travel to California, E. Howard Hunt, Jr., G. Gozdon Liddy,
including, but not limited to, all writings initiated or
authorad by, addressed to or reczived by any of the Lollssirg
individuals: Richard M. Mixon, H.R. Haldexman, David R. Yourg,
Egil Xrogn, Jr., Charles W. Colson, John D. Enrlichman, E.

1

®
Howard Hunt, Jr., G. Gordon Liddy, and Todd Eul
36. All recoxds r=lating in any way to m=etings
between Richard M. Nixon and John Ehrlichman on Seotexbar 8,
1971, at approximately 3:30p.m., and September 10, 1971, at
aaorox’mat iy 3 p.m.
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WATERGATE SPECIAL PROSECUTION FORCE
United States Department of Justice
1425 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005
August 16, 1974

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

Dear Mr. Buchen:

In accordance with our telephone conversation this
morning, I am enclosing an extra copy of the motion of
H. R. Haldeman to suppress certain papers which he con-
tends are his personal property and which are part of
former President Nixon's White House files. Also en-
closed is a copy of the memorandum we intend to submit
in opposition to that motion, together with the support-
ing affidavit of Assistant Special Prosecutor Richard
Ben-~Veniste. You will note that on page two, at footnote
one of the memorandum, we state that your office concurs
in our view that the notes taken by Mr. Haldeman during
his government service cannot be considered his personal
property.

We appreciate your cooperation on this matter.

Sincerely,

=R

Philip”A. Lacovara
Counsel to the Special
Prosecutor

Enclosures




WATERGATE SPECIAL PROSECUTION FORCE
United States Department of Justice
1425 K Street, N.W,
Washington, D.C. 20005
August 16, 1974

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

Dear Mr. Buchen:

In accordance with our telephone conversation this
morning, I am enclosing an extra copy of the motion of
H. R. Haldeman to suppress certain papers which he con-
tends are his personal property and which are part of
former President Nixon's White Fouse files. Also en-
closed is a copy of the memorandum we intend to submit
in opposition to that motion, together with the support-
ing affidavit of Assistant Special Prosecutor Richard
Ben-Veniste, You will note that on page two, at footnote
one of the memorandum, we state that your office concurs
in our view that the notes taken by Mr. Haldeman during
his government service cannot be considered his personal
property.

We appreciate your cooperation on this matter.

Sincerely,

@%M

Philip A. Lacovara
Counsel to the Special
Prosecutor

Enclosures
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DRAFT 8/17/74
Letter to Philip A. Lacovara
This is in response to your letter dated August 15, 1974, captioned
United States v. John B, Connally, which requests that the White House
retain ''tapes not yet turned over to anyone'' pending further developments

in the Connally case.

As I indicated during the course of our August 15, 1974, meeting, all
files and other objects contained in the Presidential files of former
President Nixon determined to be arguable relevant to the schedule of
outstanding requests for documents and objects enclosed in your earlier
August 15, 1974, communication to Mr. Buzhardt, are retained and

secured in the White House complex.

The precise location of certain of the requested files and objects have been
located and secured. Specifically: approximately 900 reels of tape of
Presidential conversations along with the personal files of certain former
White House employees, including but not limited to Messrs. Dean, Haldeman,
Ehrlichman, Caulfield, Chapin, Colson, Krogh, and McGruder have been
located, centralized and secured. The location, present custodian and/or
existance of much of the other items contained in your schedule of outstanding
requests is unknown to me at present, nonetheless, I have directed that no
files or objects, other than the personal chattel of the former President and
his family, will be removed from the White House complex without appropriate
prior notice to your office. ) €

Sa &
Bincerely, é}

Philip Buchen
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Letter to Philip A, Lacovara

This is in response to your letter dated August 15, 1974, captioned
United States v. John B, Connally, which requests that the White House
retain "tapes not yet turned over to anyone' pending further developments

in the Connally case.

As I indicated during the course of our August 15, 1974, meeting, all
files and other objects contained in the Presidential files of former
President Nixon determined to be arguable relevant to the schedule of
outstanding requests for documents and objects enclosed in your earlier
August 1 5, 1974, comrnunication to Mr. Buzhardt, are retained and

secured in the White House complex.

The precise location of certain of the requested ﬁles and objects have been
located and secured. Specifically: approximately 900 reels of tape of
Presidential conversations along with the personal files of certain former
White House employees, including but not limited to Messrs. Dean, Haldeman,
Ehrlichman, Caulfield, Chapin, Colson, Krogh, and McGruder have been
located, centralized and secured. The location, present custodian and/or
existance of much of the other items contained in your schedule of outstanding
requests is unknown to me at present, nonetheless, I have directed that no
files or objects, other than the personal chattel of the former President and
his family, will be removed from the White House compleﬁc without appropriate

prior notice to your office. T,
o Eh,, TERES
Sincerely, ‘;'3\

Philip Buchen /
S



John M, Lawrence

Executive Secy., COMASFE INC.
57 W 10 Street

New York, N. Y. 10011

August 17, 1974
4 w'{}yg"é\

Mr. Leon Jaworski i ':f:.,
Special Prosecutor of the Justice Department e 3
Constitution Avenue & 9th St.

Halhington. De Co 20530

Re: !ou: unz:hioul conduct in violation
y {3

Copys Phillip Buchen, “pecial Attorney. to Prese. Ford

Dear Mr. Jaworski

The NEW YORK TIMES of August 17th, pp. 1 and 15, reports
that you have been, and are, engaged in illegal activities, of
asserting a general inquisition or general search and seizure
power in respect to private property, consisting of mpers, tapes
and other writings of former President Nixon left in limited
bailment, or safekeeping by him in the White House. 1t appears
from thias dispateh that you have proocured the acts of Mr. Phillip
Buchen, an attorney for President Gerald Ford, in doing these
illegal acts. They are acts that appear to be oriminal violation
of Title 18, Secs. 242, a Misdemeanor, and of Title 18, Sec. 241,
a F.lon,g‘ U. S. Codes

You are not unfamiliar with the histories showing that
one of the central purposes of the 4th Amendment was to disallow
and general seizures, or any general searches, of the property
or papers or writings of any person. Indeed, the general seizure
and search of the papers triggered the fight both in England and
by John Otis in America, leading to the specifics of the 4th
Anendment requiring (a) showing of probable causge and (b) a
necessity to specify the particular thing to be seized for search.
The case of MAFP V, OHIO, 367 U.3. 643 was indeed a case of
a government making a general seizure and search of a trunk full
of papers in limited ballment. You are now delibsrately scorruptly
acting, with the atetment of the President?s attorney, Mr. Buchen,
1s accomplishing a lawless general seizure, or restraint upon
the property of another, as you violate the 4th Amendment by
oriminality.

The sooperation in this venture rendered by Mr.
Buzhardt is not at all voluntary, but done under a duress, as
you go to the newspaper reporters to coerce such an agreement
to allow you to put a 'hold' or general seizure upon such property
by threats and innuendos. In this respsct you are obviously
unethically resorting to prejudicial appeals against the interests
of those acocused under the present indictment, including the
non-indicted but accused former Pregident Nixon, to imply or
by innuendo smear him and them in public discussion, as a terror=-



istie wav, in concert with M». Buchen, of ecercing the general
gelzure or go=callad "temporary hold®™ that you have had Prssident
Ford execute in paspect %o such rroparties under lirited, safe~
keeDing ballment,

You have utterly no demonstrable probable cause Justifi-
cztion, unfer any theory of subpoena or discovery, for any
particuler paper. You are exactly aware of the fact of the
Iinited, safe-keeping of property only, nature of the bzailment
of the property of Mr, Nixon to liy. Ford. FMr, Buchen has net
made any ropresentation ag te bDailment rights te search in such
propertien, and he asserts, and has asserted to you, according
t o the news digpatches, a full position that such matters are
colely the rroperty of Lichard M. Nixon, You have full knowledge
of the whercaboutk ~f Mr, Nixon, and are awvars that Fr. Buzhardt
is his =ole attorney, hut llkaewipe without authority tc¢c search
such proparties.

What yon erc eriminzlly engegine in is a conduet of
oriminally going tc & limited bailes, not in respect ba any
contraband or instrumentalities of eriminality, but solsly to
papers not known or believed by you to bs particularly any
evidencss of angthing ovar whisch you might have judloial leavs
to search upon probable cause shown, and having that bailee
eriminally coact with you to perfesct a gensral sgeizure,

This 18 conduct by you in violation of your Constitutional
Oath of Office, undsr Article Vi, Seec, 3, ac ¥Mr, Buchen similarly
cormits that kind of erime, with you, in violation of his Oath
and the mandates of the 4th Amendment and T. 18, Sec, 241,
You do this conduct to explieitly ald your attempts to prosecute,
but do go only by innuendoly seeking to inflame publie opinion
againsgt Mr. Nixon, and the defendante in the tris)l now pending,
gsuch as Mr. Hitehell, Mr. Haldeman ané Mr. Shrlichman, but gsupply
a sleagy suzgestion that Mr. Nixon or his agents endanger the
geourity of thoss papers, respecting which you show not a scine
tilla of probable cause interest. Thiz 1s dirty, unhderhanded
eonduct in deliherate vioclation by you of the Canons of Profes-
sional Ethies for Lawyersy and in violation of the Due Process
mandates of the 5th Amendwent, as you carry on such tactiocs in
the District of Colunmbia to inflame prejudice in the populace
from which a jury pancl may be drawn. It 1s really criminal
conduet to pervert the process of Justice, or tauper with the
Judicial processes now underwey.

WHERSFCORE, I do request and demand you desist your
lawlesns conduct forthwith, 1 do not here deal with a separats
ineident where a Judge out-State hes nede a void order in re=
spect to certaln unidentified papers of Mr. Nixon, at the
request of Willlam Kunstler, which neither shows probable cause
nor eny particularity. Under your jurisdietion to proscecute,
that has nothing to do with you.

, E Sipperely yours,
JOHN M. LAWRENCE ﬁ&‘_m o
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Bxecutive
57 W 10 Street
L ]

New York, I

August 17, 1974

/’/:;\.
¥r. Leon Jaworski & - %

Spacial Prosacutor of the Justice Lepartment
Constitution Avenue & 9th St,
Nashington, De Co» 20530

Ra: Your unethical conduct in violation
of the 4th Amendment, and T. 18, U.S. Code

Copys Philllp Buchan, Special attorresy to Pres. Ford

Dear Mr. Jaworskls

The NEW YORK TIMES of August 17th, pp. 1 and 15, reports.
that you have been, and are, engaged in illegal activitiles, of
asserting a general inquisition or general search and seizure
power in respect to private property, consisting of mpers, tapes
and other writings of former President Nixon left in limited
ballment, or safekeeping by him in the White House. It appears
from this dispatech that you have procured the acts of Mr. Phillip
Buchen, an attorney for President Gerald Pord, in doi these
1llegal acts. They are acts that appear to be criminal violation
of Title 18, Secse. 242, a Misdemeanor, and of Title 18, Sec. 241,
a Felony, U. 3. Code. ‘

You are not unfamiliar with the histories showing that
one of the central purposes of the 4th Amendment was to dlsallow
and general selzures, or any general searches, of the property
or papers or writings of any person. Indeed, the gsesneral seizure
and search of the papers triggered the fight both in England and
by John Otils in Amrerica, leading to the specifics of the 4th
Arendrment rsquiring (a) showing of probable cause and (b) a
necessity to specify the particular thing to be selzed for searche
The case of MAFP V., OHIO, 367 U.S. 643 was indeed a cass of
a government making a general selzure and search of a trunk full
of papers in limited ballment. You ars now deliberately corruptly
acting, with the atetment of the President's attorney, Mr. Buchen,
is accomplishing a lawlsess genaral seizure, or restraint upon
the property of another, as you violate thes 4th Arendrment by
criminality.

The cooperation in this venture rendered by lre.
Buzhardt is not at all voluntary, but done under a duress, as
you go to the newspaper reporters to coerce such an agreement
to allow you to put a *hold? or general selzure upon such property
by threats and innuendos. In this respect you are obviously
unethically resorting to prejudicial appeals azalnst the interests
of those accused under the present indictment, including the
non-indicted but accused former Pr:sident Nixon, to imply or
by innuendo smear him and them in public discussion, as a terror=
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1stie var, In ecomeart with . Zuchen, 67 ccsreing the renaral
gelzure or go=cillad ®t2mporary heldé® that you have hued FPrazsident
Ford exsenta in ragpect to guch rroparilies under liviteld, safe-

kzebdire balloeant,

Touz havre utterly no dermonztrable prebabls csuse Justifi-
eztion, unrnier any theorr of subposna or discovsesry, for any
particul:y papers. You ars exactly avare cf the fact of ths
1imiged, znfe-kezping of property only, nsturs of the bzilment
»f the property of Ir. Nixon to Mr.« Ford. IMr. Buchan has not
made any roprasentatlion as to dDailment rights te ssarch in such
rropertlise, and he asserts, and has asserted tc jyou, cording
t o tha news dlspatches,, a iull positlon that such mattars are :
volely tho rropert; of hichard K. dizcn. You havs full knowledga
of the wrercabouts ~f Fr. Nlxon, ard are aware that Fr. Buczhardt
is his solae attornsy, but llkawilse without authority to search
such proprerties,

vhat yon ars eriminzlly ergesinz in 1s a ennduet of
rizirnally golng te e Limlted ballass, nct in resvect ba any
ontraband or insgtrumsentalities of eriminallty, hut s-laly to
pape=s not !mown or believad by wou %o bz particularly any
evidancer of anything ovar whish you misht have judlcial lesave
to search upon drobatle causs shown, and having that balles
criminelly coact with you to perfeet a zensrel s2izure,

Thip 45 connuct by you in violation of your Constitutional
Cath ot Office, und=r Article VI, Ssc, 3, 28 ¥, Buchen similarly
cormlts that kXind of crime, with ycu, in violation of his Oath
end the 'uncdates of the &th Amsndment and T. 18, Sec, 241,
You do this conduct to explicitly ald your attemnts to prosecute,
but de so cnly by immuendely scexing to infiame public opinlion
agaln:t ‘. Hixon, and the defandantes in the trlal now pending,
guch as “r. Fitchell, iir. Halderan and ¥r. Zhrlichman, btut supply
a sleazy suigestlon that Mr. Nixzon or his agents sndanger the ‘
gecurlty of thoss papars, respecting which you show not s seine= -
tilla of orobable causa intarest. 7This 1s dirty, unhderhanded
conduct in deliherate vioclatinn by you of the Canong of Profeg-
slonal 2Zthlog for Lawyers, and in violation of tho Due Process
mardatos of £he 5th Arandment, aa you carry on such tacties in
thz District of Colunrbia to Anflame prejudics in the porulace
from which o Jury panzl may ba drawn. It is really criminal
conduect to parvert tha procass of Justlce, or tapper with the
Judicinl processes now .ndarwey.

HWHFERIFCRL, 1 do requast and darand you desist your
larlarne conduct forthwlith. 1 do not hzre deal with g szrarats
incident where a Judro out-Stats hzas nads a void order in re-
spect to certaln u icdentified papers of Mr. Nixon, at the
request of ¥William Xunstlsr, which neithar shows probabls causs
nor eny particularlity. Under your Jurlsdiction to prosscute,

- that has nothling to do with you.
Singerely yours,

JOHN k. LAWRANCS TG ARy
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‘WRTERGATESPECUV,PRGSECUTK”@FORCE
United Suates Department of Justice
1425 K Sirezt, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20005
August 19, 1974

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

Dear Mr. Buchen:

I have earlier sent you copies of H. R. Haldeman's
moticn to suppress certain materials in the Presidential
files of former President Nixon on the ground that they
are Mr, Haldeman's personal property and were illegally
seized from him, together with a copy of the govern-
ment's opposition to that motion. At a hearing this.
morning before Judge Sirica, counsel for Mr. Haldeman
withdrew the suppression motion without further explan-

ation. o

- Sincerely,

‘Philip A. covara
Counsel to the Special
"Prosecutor
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WATERGATE SPECIAL PROSECUTION FORCE
United States Department of Justice
1425 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005
August 19, 1974

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

Dear Mr. Buchen:

I have earlier sent you copies of H. R. Haldeman's
motion to suppress certain materials in the Presidential
files of former President Nixon on the ground that they
are Mr. Haldeman's personal property and were illegally
seized from him, together with a copy of the govern-
ment's opposition to that motion. At a hearing this
morning before Judge Sirica, counsel for Mr. Haldeman
withdrew the suppression motion without further explan-
ation.

Sincerely,

Philip A. covara
Counsel to the Special
Prosecutor
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WATERGATE SPECIAL PROSECUTION FORCE
United States Department of Justice
1425 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005

August 27, 1974

Honorable John J. Sirica

Judge, United States District Court
United States Courthouse

3rd and Constitution Avenue NW.
Washington, D.C.

Re: Tape Recorded Telephone
Conversation Between President
Nixon and Charles Colson on
January 5, 1973,

Dear Judge Sirica:

After having been briefed by Mr. Ben-Veniste who has
listened to a segment lasting approximately three minutes
of the above-described subpoenaed tape recorded conversation,
it is my opinion that while this segment is totally unrelated
to the case of United States v. Mitchell, et al., 73 Cr. 110,
it does appear to be relevant to one of our ongoing grand
jury investigations. As it is my understanding that the
White House has withdrawn its claim of privilege for this
portion of the conversation, I hereby request that the Court
order that a copy of this segment be made available to our
office. :

Respectfully,

LEON JAWORSKI
Special Prosecutor

cc: Philip Buchen, Esqg.

Counsel to the President fA§T§$?%
A
i %
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Fred Bushardt

To:

From: Phil Buchen
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WATERGATE SPECIAL PROSECUTION FORCE
United States Department of Justice
1425 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005

August 27, 1974

Honorable John J. Sirica

Judge, United States District Court
United States Courthouse

3rd and Constitution Avenue NW.
Washington, D.C.

Re: Tape Recorded Telephone
Conversation Between President
Nixon and Charles Colson on
January 5, 1973.

Dear Judge Sirica:

After having been briefed by Mr. Ben-Veniste who has
listened to a segment lasting approximately three minutes
of the above-described subpoenaed tape recorded conversation,
it is my opinion that while this segment is totally unrelated
to the case of United States v. Mitchell, et al., 73 Cr. 110,
it does appear to be relevant to one of our ongoing grand
jury investigations. As it is my understanding that the
white House has withdrawn its claim of privilege for this
portion of the conversation, I hereby request that the Court
order that a copy of this segment be made available to our
office.

Respectfully,

LEON JAWORSKI
Special Prosecutor

cc: Philip Buchen, Esq.
Counsel to the President
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Chapter |—Department of Justice

§0.31 Designating officials to perform
the functions of the Director.

(2) In.case of a vacancy in the Office
of the Director of the Community Re-
lations Service, the Deputy Director of
ihe. Service shall perform the functions
and duties of the Director.

(b) The Director is authorized, in case
of absence from his office or in case of
his insbility or disqualification to sact,
to designate the Deputy Director to act
in his stead. In unusugal circumstances,
or in the absence of the Deputy Director,
a person other than the Deputy Direcfor
may be so designated by the Director. *

§0.32 Applicability .of existing depart-
mental regulations. -. <o 341

Departmental regulations which’ “Rre
generally applicable to units or persannel
of the Department “of Justice shall be
applicable with respect to the Commu-
nity Relations Service and to the Direc-
tor and personnel thereof, except to the
extent, if any, that such regulations may
be inconsistent with the intent and pur-
poses of section 1003(b) of the Clvtl
Rights Act of 1964.

Subpart G—Office of the Pcrdon
: Attorney ks
- Cross RevenENncE: For regulations pertun-

dng to the office of Pardon Attomey, ses Pl.rt
1 of this chapter.

'§ 0.35 Applications for clemency. .

Subject to the general supervision of
the Attorney General, and under‘the di-
rection of the Deputy Aftorney General,
the Pardon Attorney .shall have charge
of the receipt, investigation, and disposi-~
tion of applications to the President for
‘pardon and other forms of Executive
clemency, and shall perform any other
duties assigned by the Attorney General
or the Deputy Attorney General. .. -
[Q‘der No. 548-73, 38 FR 295M. Oct 26, 19'78]

8 0.36 Becommdahon‘. b

{TThe Pardon Attorney shall submit- all‘

-all recommendations "in clemency cases
10 ‘the Attorney ‘General through - <the
‘Deputy Attorney General. - - %

*[Order No. 543-73, 38 FR 20584, Oct 26, 1973]

Subpart G-1—Office of Watergate Special
Prosecution Force

§ 0.37 General functions.

p—

l Se /i 1974 7{
§0.38

torney General. The duties and respon-

sibilities of the Special Prosecutor are set

forth in the attached appendix below

which is incorporated and made a part
hereof.

..|Order 55173, 38 FR 30738, Nov. 7, 1873]
‘§ 0.38 Specific functions. :

The Special Prosecutor is assigned and

‘delegated .the following specific func-

tions with respect to matters specified in
this-subpart:

* (a) Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 515(a), to
.conduct any kind of legal proceeding,
civil or criminal, including grand jury
proceedings, which United States attor-
neys are authorized by law to.conduct,

-‘and:to designate attomeys “to ‘conduct

isuchilegal proceedings. - & %y 708 U
i%-(h)''To approve or d.\sﬁpqu the bro-
“duction or disclosure of m!ormaﬁon
“files. relating to matiers. within his cog-
nizance in response to-a subpoena, order,
or other demand of a court or other au-
thority. (See Part 16(B) of this chapter.)

(c) To apply for and te exercise the
‘authority vested in the Attorney General
under 18 U.S.C. 6005 relating to immu-
ity of witnesses in Congressional pro-
ceedings

Anmx&mmim Rnsronm.u'm or
THE SPECIAL . PROSECUTOR

The Spec{al Prosecutor. There is appolnted
by the Attorney Genersl, within the Depart-
‘ment of Justice, a Special Prosecutor to whom
the Attorney General shall delegate the au-
thorities and provide the staff and ot.hcr re-
sources described below.

. The Special Prosecutor shall have" tull au-
thunty for mmttgutms =nd prosecuting of~
.fenses against-the United States arising out
jof . the. unauthorized -entry into .Democratic
‘Natlonal - Committee ;s Headquarters at:the
‘Watergate,; all ,offenses..arising. out -of - the
;1972 Presidential. -Election. for. which. the
Special Prosecutor -deems it necessary -.and
appropriate.to assume responsibility,. allega-~
tions involving the President, members; of

.4he White House. staff, or Presidential &p-.

mm;, and -any:other .matters ,whk:h ‘he
:eonsents to have nsigned"to him’ b‘y«:tho
My General.-

‘In partlcnhr the Bpedﬁ Pm-ecutor shall
“have full aut.hoﬂty wnhﬂspect w the above

‘and any other investigations he deems
B :a -

« Reviewing all documentary evidence avail-
able’ from any.source, &s to which he shall

The Office of Watergate Special Per. full access;

ecution Force shall be under the direc-

tion of & Director who shall be the
Special Prosecutor appointed by the At~

- _,z,j.“ka.?\/\

Determining whether ormt to contest the
assertion of “Executive Privilege! 'or any
other testimonial privilege;

] AN




§0.40

Determining: whether : or not “application
should be masade.to any Federal court for a
grant of ,immunity to _any .witness, con-
sistently with - :ppncsble statutory require-
ments, or for warrants, subpoenas, or other
court orders;

Deciding -whether or not'to prosecute my
individual, firm, . corpmtion or. group of
individuals;

Initiating “and ™ conducting . prosecutions; -

framing indictments, filing informations, and
handling all aspects of any cases-within his
jurisdiction. (whether initiated -before or
after his nlumption. oL dutles),. mcludmg
any appeals; ',
coordmatlng and- directing ‘the activities
of all Department of Justice peraonnel m-
-cluding United States Attorneys; - .0
Dealing with and appearing before COn-
gressional: commitiees having jurisdiction
over any aspect of the above .matters. and
_determining what - -documents, .information,.
mdanhhwuhﬂlbopmﬂdedtomhm-
mitteos; p v A ) S aotei
exercMng this authonty, t.he-Spocm
Proseeutor-will have the greatest degree of
independence that is consistent with the At~
torney General's statutory accountability for
all matters falling: within:-the jurisdiction
of the Department of Justice, The Attorney
General will not countermand or interfere
with the Special Prosecutor’s decisions or
actions. The Specizl Prosecutor will deter-
mine whether and to what extent he will in-
form or consult with the- Attorney General
about the conduct of his duties and respon-
sibilities. In accordance with assurances
given by the President to the Attorney Gen-
eral that the President will not exercise his
Constitutional powers to effect the dischargs
of ths Special Prosecutor or to limit the inde~
pendence that he is hereby given, (1) the
Special Prosecutor will not be removed from
his duties except for extiraordinary impro-
prieties on his part and without the Presi-
dent’s first consulting the Majority and the
Minority Leaders and Chairmen and ranking
Minority Members of the Judiciary Commit-
tees of the Senate and House of Representa-
tives and ascertaining that their consensus is
in accord with his proposed action, and (2)
the jurisdiction of the Special Prosecutor will
not be limited without the President’s first
‘consulting with such Members of Congress
and ascertaining that their consensus is in
accord with his proposed action.

STAFF AND RESOURCE SUPPORT

1. Selection of Staff. The Special Prosecutor
shall have full authority to organize, select,
and hire his own staff of attorneys, investi-
gators, and supporting personuel, on a full or
part-time basis, in such numbers and with
such qualifications as he may reasonably
require. He may request the Assistant At-
torneys General and other officers of the De-
partment of Justice to assign such person-
nel and to provide such other assistance as
he may reasonably require. All personnel in

Title- 28— Judicial SAdministration
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the Department.of Justice, including United
States Attorneys, shall cooperate to-the full-

est extent possible with the.Special Prose-

~ 2. Budget. The Special Prosecutor will be
provided with such- funds-and facilities to
carry out his responsibilities as he may rea-
sonably require. He shall have the-right.to
submit budget requests for funds, positions,
and other assistance, and such requests shall
receive the highest priority..

" 3. Designation and responsibility. The per-
sonnel acting as the staff and assistants of
thaSpeciaIProsacuwrshnu be known as the
Watergate Special Prosecution Forcer and
shall be responsible on.!y to- the Spechl
Prosecutor.

Continued re.vpomib‘llttm of Axststant At-
-forney General, Criminal Division. Except for

‘ the specific investigative and prosecutorial

duties assigned to - the.Special Prosecutor,
the Assistant Attorney General in chargs of
the Criminal Division will continue to exer-
ci.ura.noltho dunacumnnyasaigned to

? ‘Applwable deparimental pouctes. Except as

'otherwlse herein specified .or  as mutually

agreed between the Special Prosecutor. and
the Attorney General, the Watergate Special
Prosecution Force will be subject to the ad-
ministrative regulations and policies of the
Department of Justice.’

Public reports. The Speclal Prosecutor may
from time to time make public such state-
ments or reports- as he deems appropriate
and shall upon completion of his sssign-
ment submit & final report o the appropri-
ate persons or entities of the Congress.

Duration of assignment. The Special Prose-
cutor will carry out these responsibilities,
with the full support of the Department of
Justice, until such time as, in his judgment,
he has completed them or until a date mu-
tually agreed upon between the Attorney
General and himself.

{Order 551-73, 38 FR 30738, Nov. 7, 1973, as
amended by Order 554-73, 38 FR 32805
Nov. 28, 1973}

Subpart H—Antitrust Division

§ 0.40 General functions.

Subject to the general supervision of
the Attorney General, and under the di-
rection of the Deputy Attorney General,
the following-described matters are as-
signed to and shall be conducted, han-
dled, or supervised by, the Assistant
Attorney General in charge of the Anti-
trust Division:

(a) General enforcement, by criminal
and civil proceedings, of the Federal
antitrust laws and other laws relating
to the protection of competition and the
prohibition of restraints of trade and
moenopolization, including conduct of
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§ 16.10 Title 28—Judicial

(d) Form of payment. Payment should
be made by check or money order pay-
able to the Treasury of the United States.
JOrder No. 50273, 38 FR 4391, Feb. 14, 1973,
as amended by Order 502-73, 38 FR 9666,
Apr. 19, 1973}

§ 16.10 Exemptions.

(a) 5 U.S.C. 552 exempts from all of
its publication and disclosure require-
ments nine categories of records which
are described in subsection (b) of that
section. These categories include such
matters as national defense and foreign
policy information; investigatory files;
internal procedures and communica-
tions; materials exempted from dis-
closure by other statutes; information
given in confidence; and matters involv-
ing personal privacy. The scope of the
exemptions is discussed generally in the
Attorney General’s memorandum re-
ferred toin § 16.1.

(b) The Attorney General will not
withhold any records of the Department
over 10 years old on the ground that they
are classified pursuant to Executive Or-
der No. 11652 or its predecessors without
notification from the Department review
committee established in accordance
with the Executive order and Subpart G
of Part 17 of this chapter, by its Chair-
man, that continued classification is re-
quired by the Executive order.

Subpart B—Preduction or Disclosure
in Response to Subpenas or De-
mands of Courts or Other Authori-
ties
Source: Order No. 501-73, 38 FR. 1741,

Jan. 18, 1973, unless otherwise noted.

§ 16.21 Purpose and scope. -

(a) This subpart sets forth the pro-
cedures to be followed when a subpena,
order, or other demand (hereinafter re-
ferred to as a “demand”) of a court or
other authority is issued for the produc-
tion or disclosure of (1) any material
contained in the files of the Department,.
(2) any information relating to material
contained in the files of the Department,
or (3) any information or material
acquired by any person while such per-
son was an employee of the Department
as a part of the performance of his of-
ficial duties or because of his official
status.

(b) For purposes of this subpart, the
term “employee of the Department” in-
cludes all officers and employees of the
United States appointed by, or subject

1

" in the files of the Department or disclose

.of his official status without prior ap-
- proval of the appropriate Department of%

- Department for the production of ma--

- appropriate Department official, as desig~-

+

Administration

to the supervision, jurisdiction, or controf
of, the Attorney General of the United
States, including U.S. attorneys, U.S.
marshals, and members of the staffs ofy
those officials. e

§ 16.22 Production or disclosure proh b3
ited unless approved by appropriafg:
Department-official. %

~ No employee of former employee of the™

Department of Justice shall, in response.

to a demand of a court or other aus

thority, produce any material contnme@

any information relating to material con=~#
tained in the iles of the Department, or;
disclose any information or produce any;L
material acquired as part of the per-
formance of his official duties or beca

ficial or the Attorney General in accord:
ance with § 16.24.

§16.23 Procedure in the event of a de--
" mand for production or disclosu

(a) Whenever a demand is made upon.g
an employee or former employee of they.

terial or the disclosure of information
described in § 16.21(a), he shall im-
mediately notify the U.S. attorney for.
the district where the issuing authority -
is located. The U.S. attorney shall im--
mediately request instructions from the,

nated in paragraph (b) of this section. =

(b) The Department officials author--
ized to approve production or disclosure
under this subpart are:

(1) In the event that the case or other:
matter which gave rise to the dema.nded_r
madterial or information is or, if closed, &
was within the cognizance of a division:
of the Department, the Assistant At-#
torney General in charge of that divi- -
sion. This authority may be redelegated =
to Deputy Assistant Attorneys General. !

(2) In instances of demands that ares
not covered by paragraph (b) (1) of this i
section: &

(i) The Director of the Federal Bu- &
reaun of Investigation, if the demand is
one made on an employee or farmer em-
ployee of that Bureau for information
or if the demand calls for the produection .
of material from the files of that Bu-*
reau,

(i) The Director of the Bureau of =
Prisons, if the demand is one made on -
an employee or former employee of that ¢
Bureau for information or if the de-

XY “‘.

mand calls for the p
terial from the files oi

(}ii) The Commissi
gration and Naturali
the demand is one ma
or former employee !
information or if the
the production of mat
of the Service.

(3) In instances of
not covered by parag:
of this section, the
General.

(c) If oral testimo
demand, an affidavit
feasible, a statement
ing the testimony or
forth a summary of
sired, must be furni
by the U.S. attorne
Department official.

[Order No. 501-73, 38 ¥

as amended by Order I

Feb. 23, 1973)
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the demand is one made on an employee
.or former employee of the Service for
information or if the demand calls for

. the production of material from the files

+: of the Service.
(3) In instances of demands that are

© not covered by paragraph (b) (1) or (2)

of this section, the Deputy Attorney
General.

{¢c) If oral testimony is sought by the
demand, an affidavit, or, if that is not

- feasible, a statement by the party seek-
. ing the testimony or his attorney, setting
~ forth a summary of the testimony de-
* sired, must be furnished for submission

by the U.S. attorney to the appropriate
Department official.

{Order No. 50173, 38 P.R. 1741, Jan, 18, 1973,
as amended by Order No. 503-73, 38 F.R. 48562,
Feb. 23, 1973]

§ 16.24 Final action by the appropriate
Depariment official or the Attorney
General.

(2) If the appropriate Department of-
ficial, as designated in § 16.23(b), ap-

proves & demand for the production of

material or disclosure of information,

¢ he shall so notify the U.S. attorney and

>
%
J-

such other persons as circumstances may
warrant.

(b) If the appropriste Department
official, as designated in § 16.23(b),

. decides not to approve a demand for the

37* production of material or disclosure of

h

¥

information, he shall immediately refer
the demand to the Attorney General for

. decision. Upon such referral, the Attor-

i
}n

S

-ney General shall make the final decision

and give notice thereof to the U.S. attor-
““ney and such other persons as circum-

ﬁfsta.nces may warrant.
5{{ §16.25 Procedure where a Deparlment
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decision eoncernmg a demand is not
made prior to the time a response to
the demand is required.

If response to the demand is required
«-before the instructions from the appro-
. priate Department official or the Attor-
ney General are received, the U.S. attor-

. ney or other Department attorney des-

T H vy o

Lot ey

~ ignated for the purpose shall appear with
- the employee or former employee of the
_ Department upon whom the demand has

been made, and shall furnish the court
or other authority with a copy of the
regulations contained in this subpart and

‘inform the court or other authority that
125
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. §16.31 Definition

§ 16.31

the demand has been, or is being, as
the case may be, referred for the
prompt consideration of the appropriate
Department official and shall respect-
fully request the court or authority to
stay the demand pending receipt of the
requested instructions.

§ 16.26 Procedure in the event of an ad-
verse ruling.

If the court or other authority declines
to stay the effect of the demand in re-
sponse to a request made in accordance
with § 16.25 pending receipt of instruc-
tions, or if the court or other authority
rules that the demand must be com-
plied with irrespective of instructions
not to produce the material or disclose
the information sought, in accordance
with § 16.24, the employee or former em-
ployee upon whom the demand has been
made shall respectfully decline to comply
with the demand. “United States ex rel
Touhy v. Ragen,” 340 U.S. 462.

. Subpart C—Production of FBI Identifica-

tion Records ip Response to Written Re-

quests by Subjects Thereof

Source: Order 556-73, 38 FR 32806, Nov. 28,
1973, unless otherwise noted.

§ 16.30 Purpose and scope.

This subpart contains the regulations
of the Federal Bureau of Investigation,
hereafier referred to as the FBI, con-
cerning procedures to be followed when
the subject of an identification record
requests production thereof. It also con-
tains the procedures for obtaining any
change, correction or updating of such
record.

of

identification
record.

An FBI identification record, often
referred to as a “rap sheet,” is a listing
of fingerprints submitted to and retained
by the FBI in connection with arrests
and, in certain instances, fingerprints
submitted in connection with employ-
ment, naturalization or military service.
The identification record includes the
name of the agency or instifution which
submitted the fingerprints to the FBI. If
the fingerprints submitted to the FBI
concern & criminal offense, the identifi-
cation record includes the date arrested
or received, arrest charge information
and disposition data concerning the ar-
rest if known to the FBI. All such data
included in an identification record are
obtained from the contributing local,
State and Federal agencies. The FBI




§ 16.10

(d» Form of payment. Payment should
be made by check or money order pay-
able to the Treasury of the United States.
‘[Order No. 502-73, 38 FR 4391, Feb. 14, 1973,
as amended by Order 502-73, 383 FR 9666,
Apr. 18, 1973]

§ 16.10 Exemptions.

(a) 5 U.S.C. 552 exempts from all of
its pubiication and disclosure require-
ments pine categories of records which
are described in subsection (b) of that
section. These categories include such

matters as national defense and foreign =

policy information; investigatory files;
internal .procedures and communica=-
tions; materials exempted from dis-
closure by other statutes; information
given in confidence; and matters involy-
ing personal privacy. The scope of the
exemptions is discussed generally in the
Attorney General’s memorandum re-
ferred toin § 16.1.

(b) The Attorney General will not
withhold any records of the Department
over 10 years old on the ground that they
are classified pursuant to Executive Or-
der No. 11652 or its predecessors without
notification from the Department review
committee established in accordance
with the Executive order and Subpart G
of Part 17 of this chapter, by ils Chair-
man, that continued classification is re-
quired by the Executive order.

Subpart B—Produciion or Disclosure
in Response to Subpenas or De-
mands of Courts or Orher Authori-
ties 5

Source: Order No. 501-73, 38 F.R. 1741,
Jan. 18, 1973, unless otherwise noted.

§ 16.21 ° Purpose and scope. -

(a) This subpart sets forth the pro-
cedures to be followed when a subpena,
order, or other demand (hereinafter re-
ferred to as a “demand”) of a court or
other authority is issued for the produc-
tion or disclosure of (1) any material

contained in the files of the Department,.

(2) any information relating to material
contained in the files of the Department,
or (3) any information or material
acquired by any person while such per-
son was an employee of the Department
as a part of the performance of his of-
ficial duties or because of his official
status.

(b) For purposes of this subpart, the
term “employee of the Department” in-
cludes all officers and employees of the
United States appointed by, or subject

124 %6
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- proval of the appropriate Department of-

- appropriate Department official, as desig--

_ized to approve production or dlsclosu.re
“under this subpart are:

- material or information is or, if closed, .
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to the supervision, jurisdiction, or control
of, the Attorney General of the United
States, including U.S. attornsys, US.
marshals, and members of the staffs of
‘those oificials.

§ 16,22 Production or disclosure prohib.:
ned unless approved by apprepriate.
" Department official.

No employee or Iormer employes of the
Department of Justice shall, in response
to a demand of a court or other au-
thority, produce any materiai contained-
in the files of the Department or disclose »
any information relating to material con-
taired in the files of the Department, or=
disclose any information or produce any .
material acquired as part of the per--
formance of his oficial duties or becauses
of his official status without prior ap<:

ficial or the Attorney General in accord<
ance with § 16.24. E _‘};

§ 16.23 Procedure in the event of a de-.
mand for production or disclosure.

(a) Whenever a demand is made upon.
an employee or former employee of the-,
Depariment for the production of ma--
terial or the disclosure of information
described in §16.21(a), he shall im-.
mediately notify the US. attorney for
the district where the issuing authonty
is located. The U.S. attorney shall im-.
mediately request instructions from the..

nated in paragraph (b) of this section.
(b) The Department officials author--:

sho M6

(1) In the event that the case or other
maftter which gave rise to the demanded -

was within the cognizance of a division -
of the Department, the Assistant At-«
torney General in charge of that divi- -
sion. This authority may be redelegated -
to Depuly Assistart Attorneys General. :

(2) In instances of demands that are:=
not covered by paragraph (b) (1) of thls
section:

(i) The Director of the Federal Bu— -
reau of Investigation, if the demand is
one made on an employee or former em-
ployee of that Bureau for information
or if the demand calls for the production
of madterial from the files of that Bu- -
reau,

(ii) The Director of the Bureau of -
Prisons, if the demand is one made on
an employee or former employee of that
Bureau for information or if the de-
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mand cglls for the production of ma-
terial from the files of that Bureau, and
(iii) The Commissioner of the Immi-

« gration and Naturalization Service, if

. the demand is one made on an employee
-or former employee of the Service for
information or if the demand calls for

. the production of material from the files
of the Service.

. (3) In instances of demands that are
not covered by paragraph (b) (1) or (2)
of this section, ithe Deputy Atitorney
General.

> (¢) If oral testimony is sought by the

*- demand, an affidavit, or, if that is not
feasible, a statement by the party seek-

% ing the testimony or his attorney, setting

*tort.h a summary of the testimony de-

‘W sired, must be furnished for submission
- by the U.S. attorney to the appropriate

j Department official.

. |Order No. 501-73, 38 F.R. 1741, Jan. 18, 1973,

I+ as amended by Order No. 503-73, 38 F.R. 4952,
. Feb. 283, 1873]

§ 16.24 Final action by the appropriate

Department official or the Attorney
General.

x (2) If the appropriate Department of-
- ficial, as designated in § 16.23(b), ap-
proves & demandé for the production of
material or disclosure of information,
* he shall so notify the U.S. attorney and
such other persons as circumstances may
warrant.
(b) If the appropriate Depariment
- official, as designated in § 16.23(b),
- decides not to approve a demand for the
X~ production of material or disclosure of
'ﬁ‘*mformaticn. he shall immediately refer
= the demand to the Attorney General for
< decision. Upon such referral, the Attor-
ney General shall make the final decision
© and give notice thereof to the U.S. attor-
- ney and such other persons as circum-
“ii-stances may warrant.

%.§16.25 Procedure where a Departmcnt
b decision concerning a demand is not
Z made prior 1o the time a response to
. the demand is required.

' If response to the demand is required
“~before the instructions from the appro-
- priate Department official or the Attor-
ney Generzl are received, the U.S. atior-

ney or other Department attorney des-
ignated for the purpose shall appear with.
the employee or former employee of the
Department upon whom the demand has
» been made, and shall furnish the court
or other authority with a copy of the
regulations contained in this subpart and
inform the court or other authority that

- §16.31 Definition

§ 16.31

the demand has been, or is being, as
the case may be, referred for the
prompt consideration of the appropriate
Department official and shall respect-
fully request the court or authority to
stay the demand pending receipt of the
requested instructions.

§ 16.26 Procedure in the event of an ad-
verse ruling.

If the court or other authority declines
to stay the effect of the demand in re-
sponse to a request made in accordance
with § 16.25 pending receipt of instruc-
tions, or if the court or other authority
rules that the demand must be com-
plied with irrespective of instructions
not to produce the material or disclose
the information sought, in accordance
with § 16.24, the employee or former em-
ployee upon whom the demand has been
made shall respectfully decline to comply
with the demand. “United States ex rel
Touhy v. Ragen,” 340 U.S. 462.

Subpart C—Production of FBI ldentifica-
tion Records in Response to Written Re-
quests by Subjects Thereof

Sovurce: Order 556-73, 38 FR 32806, Nov. 28,
1973, unless otherwise noted.

§ 16.30 Purpose and scope. 5

This subpart contzins the regulations
of the Federal Bureau of Investigation,
hereafter referred to as the FBI, con-
cerning procedures to be followed when
the subject of an identification record
requests production thereof, It also con~
tains the procedures for obtaining any
change, correction or updating of such
record.

of idemtification

record.

An FBI identification record, often
referred to as a “rap sheet,” is a listing
of fingerprints submitted to and retained
by the FBI in connection with arrests
and, in certzin instances, fingerprints
submitted in connection with employ-
ment, naturalization or military service.
The identification record includes the
name of the agency or institution which
submitted the fingerprints to the FBI. If
the fingerprints submitted to the FBI
concern g criminal offense, the identifi-
cation record includes the date arrested
or received, arrest charge information
and disposition data concerning the ar-
rest if known to the FBI. All such data
included in an identification record are
obtained from the contributing local,
State and Federal agencies. The FBI
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Chapter |—Department of Justice § 0.38

§0.31 Designating officials to perform torney General. The duties and respon-
the functions of the Director. sibilities of the Special Prosecutor are set
(a) In . in the Off forth m the attached appendix below
of :'Ize Dig:ggogfosi t;?%%ymliumtyoggf which is incorporated and made a part
lations Service, the Deputy Director of B1ereof. =yt 3
the Service shell perform the functions - [Order 551-73,38 FR 30738, Nov. 7, 1973]

and duties of the Director. -§ 0.38 Specific functions.
(B) The Director is authorized, in case c . o
of absence from his office or in case of The Special Prosecutor is assigned and

3 PR ; delegated -the following specific func-
his inability or disgualification to act,
to designate the Deputy Director to act ?hi?ssmt;aitesm‘; to matlers specified in
in his siead. In unusueal circumstances, :
or in the absence of the Deputy Director, (a) Pursuant to 28 usc. 515(a), to
a person other than the Deputy Director c0nduct any.kind of.legal proceeding,
may be so designated by the Director, -~ -CiVil or criminal, including grand jury
proceedings, which United States attor-
§0.32 Applicability .of e:ustxng depart- = neys -are authorized by law to.conduct,
mental regulations. - - - 33t *..and to‘designate attcrneys-te co‘xduct
Departmental™ regu.latmns whickiTare ’such legal proceedings. - 3 =
generally applicable to units or personnel - = (b)-To approve or disapprove thé pro-
‘0f the Department “of Justice shall be “duction”or disclosure of information or
applicable with respect to the Commu- - fles relating to matters. within his cog-
nity Relations Service and to the Direc- - Xizance in response to.a subpoena, order,
tor and personnel thereof, except to the -0 other demand of a court or other au-
extent if any, that such reg-u]at]ons may :thonty. (See Part 16(B) of this cha.pter.
be inconsistent with the intent and pur- ~~ (¢) To'apply for -and -to -exercise the
poses of section 1003(b) of the Civil authority vested in the Attorney General
Rights Act of 1964. . ~-  under 18 U.S.C. 60C5 relating to immu-

e - witn: in Congressio: -
Subpnﬂ G—Oﬁce -of ihe ?urdon~;. “c;?mgcs_ y ﬂesses 0:,‘ e nal ‘pf‘?

A"m'“ey © . APPENDIX~DUTIES “AND stponsmmms or
- Cross REIVERENCE: F'Oor regulatxons perta.m- & S Yo THE Sncx.n. Pxosncm'ol =
4ng to the office of Pardon Attumey, see Part -~ gy, spemz memiw“nm 1s appointed
1 of this chapter, - - - ~ by the Attorney General, within the Depart-

- ment of Justice, a-Special Prosecutor to whom
§035 Ap phcnnons for clemency. _ the Attorney Generil shall delegate the au-
Subject to the general supervision of thorities and provide the staff and othet re-
the Attorney General, and under‘the di~ sources.described below. . . - - .
rection of the Deputy Attorney General, ..-.The Special Prosecutor- shall have full au-
the Pardon Attorney:shall have charge : “thority for. investigating end prosecuting of-
of the receipt, investigation, and disposi-.. :fenses against.the United States arising out
‘tion of applications to the President for :
‘pardon and other forms of Executive %ﬁ;ﬁumﬂggsﬁ“:ﬁg};ﬁ;‘t zti g:
clemency, and shall perform any other 1g972_ Presidential. Election .for. which.: the
duties assigned by the Atiorney General Special Prosecutor -deems it necessary-and
or the Deputy Attorney General. _appropriate-to assume. responsibility,. allega-

s

[Order No: 543__73 samggm Oct 25 1973] “tions involving the . President, members.of -

Al W& the White House- staf,’ or- Presidential ap-
§ 0.36 - Recommendations. - St pointees, and -any: other mstters which” he
“TThe Pardon Attorney-shall submit all -consents to have ‘5“‘3“‘1 to h‘m-g\by the
-all Tecommendations in clemency cases f“""’m"y General.- e
10 ‘the ~Attorney General through -“the . In particuls.r the’ Spec!al Proaecutor shall
Deputy -Attorney General. gggﬂ{::@o@ty ‘_ﬂ‘m Tespect “tm byl
‘[Order No. 543-73, 38 FR 20584, 00&26 1973] ~Cons ductlng pmc eed!ngs be tore gran: d. j unes -
Subpart G~1—Office of Watergate Specxal and eny other investigations - he ' deems
~ Prosecution Force necessa.ry- . i
; - d¥e Renewlng all docmnentary evidence avail-
§ 0'37 General functions. = ‘able .from any. source, 2s to which he shall
The Office of Watergate Special Pros~-_have full access; - .
ecution Force shall be under the direc- = . Determining whether or not to contest the
tion of a Director who shall be the- ‘assertlon’ of > “Executive : Privilege’” or- any
Special Prosecutor appointed by the At- other testimonial privilege;

a1

“of . the unautherized ~entry :into .Democratic .



§0.40

Detarmining: whether or not appiication
stould be made to any Federal court for=a
grant of . immunity to any witness, con-
sistenily with appilcable statuiory reguire-
‘ments, or for warranis, subpoenas, or other
court orders;

Declding whether or not to prosecute -any
individual, firm,  corporation or group of
individuals;

Initiating ~and - conducting . prosecutions,
framling indictments, filing informations, and
handling all aspects of any cases-within his
Jurisdiction. {whether iInitiated before or
after his assumption of dut.l.es), including
any appesals;

Coordinating a.nd'd.:ect:.ng the activities
of all Department of Justice- personnel; ln-
-cluding United States Attorneysy - « «—udti

.Dealing with and appearing befors Con-
gressional: committees - having: 1urndtc'don
over any aspect. of the above.mabters.and °

determining. whas - .documeants, .information,
and asslsbanceshaubeproﬂdadtos\wheomL

.._.‘

mittees. — .27

In exerc!sing ‘this sm:horlty. tho Spacm
Proseeutor-will have the greatest dagree of
independence that is consistent with-the At~
torney General's statutory accountability for
all matters-falling: within-the jurisdiction
of the Department of Justice. The Attorney
Geéneral .will not countermand or interfere
with the Speclal Prosecutor’s decisions or
actions. Ths “Specizl Prosecutor will deter-
mine whether and to what extent he will in-
form or consult with the- Attorney General
about the conduct of his duties and respon-
sibilities. In accordance with assurances
given by the Presidert to the Attorney Gen-
eral that the Presideni will not exercise his
Constitutional powers to effect the discharge
of the Special Prosscutor or tolimit the inde-
‘pendence that he is hereby given, (1) tke
Speclal Presecutor will not be removed from
his duties except for extraordinary Imopro-
prieties on his pari and without the Presi-
dent's first consulting the Majority and the
Minority Leaders and Ckrairmen and ranking
Minority Members of the Judiciary Commit-
tees of the Senate and Bouse of Representa-
tives and ascertaining that their consensus is
in accord with his proposed action, and (2)
the jurisdiction of the Spacial Prosecutor will
not be limited without the President’s first
‘consulting with such Aembers of Congress
and ascertaining that their consensus is in
accord with hls proposed action.

STAaFF AND RESOURCE SUPPORT

1. Selection of Stajf. The Special Prosecutor
shall have full authority to organize, select,
and hire his own siail of attorneys, invesii-
gators, and supporting personnel, on a full or
part-time basis, in such numbers and with
such qualifications as he may reasonably
require. He may request the Assistant At
torneys General and other oficers of the De~
partmernt of Justice to assign such person-
nel and to provide such other assistance as
he may reasonably require. All personnel in

12

Title- 28=Judicial “Adminisiration

the Department of Justlce, including United
States Attoraeys, shall cooperate to the full-
est extant possidble with the Special Prose-
cutor.

- 2. Budget. The Special "rosecutor will be
provided with such funds-and facilities to
carry out his responsibilities as he may ree-
sonably require. He shall have the .right to
submit budget requesis for funds, positions,

~ and other a2ssistance, azd such requests shall

receive the nighest priortty..

3. Designation and responsibility. The per-
sonnel acting as the staf and assistants of
the Special Prosecuter shall be known 23 the
Watergata Speclal Prosecution -Porce acd
shall. be responsible only to- the Special
Prosecutor.

= Continued respmm‘buities o[ Ass{atant At—
~torney General, Criminal Division: Except for
the specific investigative- and' prosecutorial
- dutles assigned to the.Speclal Prosecutor,
the Assistant Attorney General in chargs ol
the Criminal Division will continus to exer-
Cise all of tha duties curzamnr mgnad to
him. w of

Apphcabtc departmental pol:ctes. Exceptas
atherw:so herein specified .or as mutually
agreed between the Special Prosecutor and
the Attorney Gereral, the Watergate Special
Prosecution Force will be subject to the ad-
ministrative regulations and policies of the
Department of Justice. -

Pubdlic reports. The Bpocm Prosecutor may
from time to time maXke public such state-
ments or reports as he deems appropriate
and shall upon completion of his assizn-
ment submit 3 final report to the appropri-
ate persons or entities of the Congress.

Duration of essignment, The Speclal Prose-
cutor will carry out these responsibilities,
with the full support of the Department of
Justice, until such time as, in his judgment,
he has completed them or until a date mu-
tually agreed upon between the Attorney
General and himself.

[Order 551-73, 38 FR 30738, Nov. 7, 1973, as
amended by Order 554-73, 38 FR 32805
Nov. 28, 1873}

Subpart H—Antitrust Division
§0.40 General functions, :

Subject to the general supervision of
the Attorney General, and under the di-
rection of the Deputy Attorney General,
the following-described matters are as-
signed to and shall be conducted, han-
dled, or supervised by, the Assistant
Attorney General in charge of the Anti-
trust Division:

(a) Generzl enforcement, by criminal
and civil proceedings, of the Federal
entitrust laws and other laws relating
to the protection of competition and the
prohibition of restraints of trade and
monopolization, including conduct of

L ,‘”b:gﬂ,ﬂwl i R TSI e
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WATERGATE SPECIAL PROSECUTION FORCE - DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Memorandum

Leon Jaworski DATE: Sept. 3, 1974

Henry Ruth

Mr. Nixon

The following matters are still under investigation
in this Office and may prove to have some direct
connection to activities in which Mr. leon is
personally involved:

1. Tax deductions relating to the glft
of pre-Presidential papers.

2. The Colson obstruction of justice plea
" in the Ellsberg matter.

3. The transfer of the national security
wire tap records from the FBI to the White
House.

4. The initiating of wire tapping of
John Sears.

5. Misuse of IRS information.

6. Misuse of IRS through attempted initiation
of audits as to "enemies."” '

7. The dairy industry pledge and its
relationship to the price support change.

8. Filing of a challenge to the Washington
Post ownershlp of two Florida television

stations.

9. False and evasive testimony at the AR
Kleindienst confirmation hearings as to e T ¢;
White House participation in Department i E
of Justice decisions about ITT. U

10. The handling of campaign contrlbutlcns \\\,
by Mr. Rebozo for the personal benefit of
Mr. Nixon.



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. Of course,
the Watergate cover-up is the subject of a separate

memorandum.

cC: Mr. Lacovara




WATERGATE SPECIAL PROSECUTION FORCE
United States Department of Justice
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 inguired 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 ingquiry 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 begun,
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




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
precisely 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

TR
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W._ ERGATE SPECIAL PROSECUTION Fo.cCE
United States Department of Justice
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.

ﬂ%he 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 begun,
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




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
precisely 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 o
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



WA-<RGATE SPECIAL PROSECUTION FORTE
United States Department of Justice
1425 K Street, NW,
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 inguiry 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 bequn,
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




coverags given thereto, are factors emphasized by

the Courts in weighing the time a trial can be had.
The complexities invelved 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
1itchell 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
precisely 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
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WATERGATE SPECIA _ ROSECUTION FORCE

Memorandum

. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

TO :  Leon Jaworski DATE: Sept. 3, 1974
Henry Ruth

Mr. Nixon

The following matters are still under investigation
in this Office and may prove to have some direct
connection to activities in which Mr. leon is
personally involved:

1. Tax deductions relating to the gift
of pre-Presidential papers.

2. 'The Colson cbstruction of justice plea
“in the Ellsberg matter.

3. The transfer of the national security
wire tap records from the FBI to the White
House.

4. The initiating of wire tapping of
John Sears.

5. Misuse of IRS information.

6. Misuse of IRS through attempted initiation
of audits as to "enemies.’

7. The dairy industry pledge and its
relationship to the price support change.

8. Filing of a challenge to the Washington
Post ownership of two Florida television
stations.

"9, False and evasive testimony at the A 4
Kleindienst confirmation hearings as to 5
White House participation in Department
of Justice decisions about ITT. %\\M

10. The handling of campaign contributions

by Mr. Rebozo for the personal benefit of
Mr. Nixon.



N’

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

cc: Mr. Lacovara
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WATERGATE SPECIAL PROSECUTION FORCE
United States Department of Justice
1425 K Street, N.W.
.Washington, D.C. 20005

September 9, 1974

PRESS RELEASE

For Immediate Release

A spokesman for Special Prosecutor Leon Jaworski today
issued the following statement:

"In view of the approaching‘trial of U.S. v Mitéhell et al
and the order 6f the court regarding pre-trial éublicity
entered on March 1, the Special Prosecutor will not discuss
the subject of the pardon granted former President Nixon.
There will be no further comment on that subject from this

. ¥,
office.’
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WATERGATE SPECIAL PROSECUTION FORCE
United States Department of Justice
1425 K Street, N.W.
‘Washington, D.C. 20005

September 9, 1974

PRESS RELEASE

For Immediate Release

A spokesman for Special Prosecutor Leon Jaworski today
issued the following statement:

"In view of the approachingvtrial of U.8. v Mitéhell et al
and the orxder of“the court regarding pre-trial bublicity
entered on March 1, the Special Prosecutor will not discuss
the subject of the pardon granted former President Nixon.
There will be no further comment on that subject from this

office.”’:




Tuesday 9/9/75

4:10 I called Bill Gulley.
Sgt. Booher has talked about a lot of things that he really
has no knowledge of. He indicated he has knowledge of
tapes, taping, etc., and he did not.

WHCA did not perform any taping functions in the Nixon years.

He has talked so much tlat the Special Prosecutor's Office
wants to interview him.

General Adams thinks WHCA should make no comment;
just let them ask him anything they want.

Therefore, they recommended to Defense that they go ahead
and let him be interviewed.

0/

RORD ™



Tuesday 9/2/75

9:50 Bill Gulley called to give you some information, 2150

Sgt. Booher, who used to be with WHCA, has talked himself
into a considerable amuunt of trouble,

The Special Prosecutor's Office requested that this guy be
interviewed by them relative to the taping system and/or
systems that he has knowledge of in the White House,

Mzr, Gulley said that they told Defense they had notified them
as a matter of awurtesy, and unless they heard differently
they would go ahead and let him be interviewed. Gulley
said they're quite sure he knows nothing,

It was handled by the FBIL Said if they want to talk about
previous administrations, he was not here at that time.

e g s
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WATERGATE SPECIAL PROSECUTION FORCE
United States Department of Justice
1425 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005

September 10, 1974

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

Dear Mr. Buchen:

Although the copy of the memorandum from
Henry Ruth to me, dated September 3, 1974,
"Subject: Mr. Nixon", was sent you in confidence,
if you are willing to assume the responsibility
for its release, I shall raise no objection to
your doing so.

In the event of its release, we would
expect of course that it be made available in
its entirety, including the first and last
paragraphs of the memorandum. I emphasize this
because news media references have been made to
a list without pointing to other significant
portions of the memorandum. The reported state-
ment of Senator Scott this morning also falls in
this category.

Sincerely yours,

LEON JAWORSKI
Special Prosecutor



September 10, 1974

To: Phil Lacovara

From: Phil Buchen

As we discussed, I am attaching
a copy of the Ehrlichman

subpoena,




MeEw 12/71

Svbppenz lo l_'l_ldgc_e__lg»{{r_'gm' e “"Jc'l _.Cr. Foum Ko, 21 {lev. 10-51)
'T} ' :'\,". c’“‘ ‘
IhEen Stafes oisirict (mm"
FOR TIIE
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA "
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA No.  74-110

v.
JOHN M. MITCHELL, et al,

To H. S. KNIGHT, Director, United States Secret Service,
as Custodian of Presidential Papers (Wlnte House Files),
The White House

Washington, D. C.
You are hereby commanded to appear in the United States District Court for the

District of = Columbia at John Marshall and Constitution jn the city of
Washington, D.C. on the 16th day of Seﬁtember 19 74 at 10:00 o'clock A. M.
to iestify in the case of United States v. Mitchell, et al and bring with you

(SEE ATTACHED)

This subposna is issued upon application of the! Defendant."Ehrlichman,

August 29 _, 1974
ANDREW C. HALL .77 o0 7 XL JAMES E. DAVEY
Attorzey for John D. Ehrlichman sork.
« 66 W, Flagler Street 3 By.- /5’/{’62// 7{6 Ayt K
Miagmis Florida 33130 Dcputv Clerke.

' Jnusert “United States,” or “defendant” as the case may be. : -

RETURN

Received this subpoena at _on \
and on S S RS SR N o
served it on the within named ; ' -
by delivering acopy to h and tendering to h the fee for one day’s attendance and the mile-

age allowed by law.2

Dztced: : j : . : .

1 ' By ' §%) P !

Carmrien Tane



2.

s T e el

AT, CIIMENT TO SUBPOENA TO RODUCE

Notes of Presidential conversations of John D. Ehrlichman from
June 17, 1972 to and including May 1, 1973, which are stored in
reddish-brown binders." :

Thd chronological file of correspondence and memoranda of John D.
Ehrlichman from June 17, 1972 to and including May 1, 1973.

All personal’ papers of John D. Ehrlichman prepared or received
from June 17, 1972 to and including May 1, 1973 which refer to or
relate to the following: 4

(2)
(®)

(c)

(d)

(e)

(f)

(g)

(h)

(i)

)]

(k)

@)

The Watergate burglary.

The proposal for the development of and the implementation
of intelligence gathering activities for the Committee for
the Re-election of the President.

The activities of Donald Segretti.

The investigation and activities in connection therewith
of the "Watergate affair',

All tape recordings of Presidential conversations involving
a discussion-of the "Watergate matter''.

The logs of telephone calls received or placed by Richard M.
Nixon from June 17, 1972 to and'including May 1, 1973.

The logs of telephone calls received or placed by H. R.
Haldeman from June 17, 1972 to and including May 1, 1973.

The logs of telephone calls received or placed by John D.
Ehrlichman from June 17, 1972 to and including May 1, 1973.

The visitors ' logs and/or appointment logs of Richard M. Nixon
from June 17,1972 to and mcluchng May 1, 1973. ‘

The visitors' logs and/or a.ppomtment logs of H. R. Haldeman

from June 17, 1972 to and including May 1, 1973,

The visitors logs and/or appointment logs of John D.
Ehrlichman from June 17, 197 and including May 1, 1973.

Any and all records of any person, maintained at the White
House, which refer to or relate to the ""Watergate matter"

from June 17, 1972 to and including May 1, 1973.



September 10, 1974

To: Phil Lacovara
From: Phil Buchen

As we discussed, I am attaching
a copy of the Ehrlichman

subpoena,
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FOR TIIE
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA :
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA by No. = 74-110

¥,
JOHN M, MITCHELL, et al,
To H. S. KNIGHT, Director, United Statés Secret Service,
as Custodian of Presidential Papers (Wlute House Files),

The White House
Washington, D. C.

You are hercby commanded to appear in the United States Disirict Court for the ”
District of = Columbia at John Marshall and Constitution in the city of
Washington, D. C. on the 16th day of Sefwtember 19 74 at 10:00 o'clock A. M.
to testify in the case of United States v. Mitchell, et al and bring with you

(SEE ATTACHED)

This subpoena is issued upon application of the! Defendant, Ehrlichman,

August 29 _, 10174
' ANDREW C. HALL /:../ ' 4 )%Z/ JAMES F. DAVEY

Attorrey for John D. Ehrlichman /6 ;/ ; ;
* 66 W, Flagler Street : By. "l/ 2// e

......

Mix'miss Florida 33130 Dcputy Clerk.

* Insert “United States,” or “defendant” as the case may be.

RETURN 57T

Received this subpoena at A "~ on : ' /
and on - at - o ey i
served it on the within named : . IR
by delivering a copy to h and tendering to h the fee for one day’s attendance and the mile-

ageallowed by law.?

~ Dzted: . : | -

e . By ' S5 3

Cavvina Tanes

-~ e . W




1.

2.

ATT  CIIMNENT TO SUBPOENA TO " RODUCE

Notes of Presidential conversations of John D. Ehrlichman from
June 17, 1972 to and including May 1, 1973, which are stored in
reddish-brown binders.’ .

Thd chronological file of correspondence and memoranda of John D.
Ehrlichman from June 17, 1972 to and including May 1, 1973,

All personél'papers of John D. Ehrlichman prepared or received
from June 17, 1972 to and including May 1, 1973 which refer to or
relate to the following:

(2)
(b)

(c)
(a)
(e)
(f)
(2)
(h)
(1)
(3)
(k)

(1)

The Watergate burglary.

The proposal for the development of and the implementation
of intelligence gathering activities for the Committee for
the Re-election of the President.

The activities of Donald Segretti.

The investigation and activities in connection therewith
of the "Watergate affair''.

All tape recordings of Presidential conversations involving
a discussion-of the ""Watergate matter'’,

The logs of telephone calls received or placed by Richard M.
Nixon from June 17, 1972 to and'including May 1, 1973.

The logs of telephone calls received or placed by H. R.
Haldeman from June 17, 1972 to and including May 1, 1973.

The logs of telephone calls received or placed by John D.
Ehrlichman from June 17, 1972 to and including May 1, 1973.

The visitors' logs and/or appointment logs of Richard M. NJ.xon

from June 17, 1972 to and .mcludxng May 1, 1973.

The visitors' logs and/or appointment logs of H. R. Haldeman

from June 17, 1972 to and including May 1, 1973.

The visitors logs and/or appox tment logs of John D.
Ehrlichman from June 17, 197 and mcludxng May 1, 1973.

Any and all records of any person, maintained at the White
House, which refer to or relate to the ""Watergate mattier"
from June 17, 1972 to and including May-1, 1973,



WATERGATE SPECIAL PROSECUTION FORCE
United States Department of Justice
25 K Street, N W,
Washington, D.C. 20005

September 10, 1974

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

Dear Mr. Buchen:

Although the copy of the memorandum from
Henry Ruth to me, dated September 3, 1974,
"Subject: Mr. Nixon", was sent you in confidence,
if you are willing to assume the responsibility
for its release, I shall raise no objection to
your doing so.

In the event of its release, we would
expect of course that it be made available in
its entirety, including the first and last
paragraphs of the memorandum. I emphasize this
because news media references have been made to
a list without pointing to other significant
portions of the memorandum. The reported state-
ment of Senator Scott this morning also. falls in
this category.

Sincerely yours,

LEON JAWORSKI
Special Prosecutor



1:35

Tuesday 9/10/74

Leon Jaworski would appreciate a call,
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