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Dean's Book, BLIND AMBITION

September 15, 1972: "The President recognized the
gravity of this possibility.* He informed Haldeman
that we would have to lean on Jerry Ford to block .
the hearings. 'This is the big play,' he observed
intently. 'I'm getting into this thing, so that he,
he's got to know that it comes from the top -- and
that he's got to get at this, and screw this thing
up while he can, right?'

"His subordinates agreed, and we discussed ways to
enlist Ford's aid. When our orders had been made
clear, business talk ended and the conversation again
meandered." (p. 139)

Succeeding days: "Herb Kalmbach called a few days
after my meeting with the President . . ..'"I'm coming
to Washington, and I'd like to see you and LaRue.'

.« . . A few days after the Kalmbach ceremony [when
me met Dean and LaRue in Washington to say he was
through, Haldeman] invited me into his office for a
chat . . . [and I said]:

- - - I want to check with you about these
Patman hearings. It's going to come to a
head pretty soon. Patman's got to get his
committee to vote him subpoena power, and it's
a close question whether we have the votes to
kill it. I've been talking to Bill Timmons*
and Stans and Petersen on this thing, and
Mitchell is working on it, too. We think we
can give our guys a leg to stand on by telling
- them that an investigation will cause a lot of
publicity that will jeopardize the defendants'
rights in the Liddy trial. But that may not
be enough. We really need to turn Patman off.

"'Call Connally, ' said Haldeman. 'He may know
SOme way to stop Patman. And tell Timmons to
keep on Jerry Ford's ass. He knows he's got to
produce on this one.'" (pp. 141-2)
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*The possibility that Maurice Stans would be calléelxwwwf

before the Patman Committee.

"*William E. Timmons was the new chief of White House
liaison with Congress."



[CONNALLY] :
"' . . .I believe I can think of something. I
understand from the grapevine down in Texas

that Patman might have a couple of weak spots,
and one of them is he might have some campaign
contributions he would not want exposed. Now,

I believe I heard the Congressman received

some contributions from an oil lobbyist up here.
I don't believe Mr. Patman has reported them
either.'

"'That's interesting,' I said. Connally was not
a man who needed to be led by the nose. 'Do you

have any idea how we might establish that for
the record?'

"'No, John, I don't believe I can help you there,’
he said, obviously not wanting to carry the matter
further himself. 'Why don't you just check into
that and see what you come up with?'" (p. 142)

"Timmons who met regularly with Jerry Ford, had explored
with him Connally's suggestions about Patman.. . . ‘Well,
how does your head count look?' . . . [Said Timmons]:
'It's gonna be close, but I think we can pull it off.
Jerry and Dick Cook [Timmons' aide] tell me they're

sure every one of the Republicans are lined up. They're
gonna march them into the committee room like cattle,
‘all together. Nobody's gonna be off playing golf that
day. . . .' (p. 143)

"More arm-twisting and back-room politics and Timmons
reported we were safe. On October 3, the Banking and
Currency Committee voted 20-15 to deny Chairman Patman
subpoena power for his Watergate investigation." (p. 144)
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

November 26, 1973

Dear Mr. Chairman:

In accordance with a request from counsel to the
Judiciary Committee of the House of Representatives,
I am submitting an affidavit which you may want to
include in the record of proceedings relative to the
hearings on the nomination of Honorable Gerald

R. Ford to be Vice President of the United States.

With cordial regard,

Sincerely,

William E. Timmons
Assistant to the President

Honorable Peter Rodino
Chairman

Judiciary Committee
House of Representatives
Washington, D. C. 20515
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WASHINGTON :
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

AFFIDAVIT

I, WILLIAM E. TIMMONS, being duly sworn according
to law, do hereby swear and affirm that during the Fall
of 1972 I had no communications, written or oral, with
Rep. Gerald R. Ford in regard to any proposal or
intention of the Banking and Currency Committee of

the House of Representatives to conduct an investigation
and/or hold hearings'on the Watergate break-in and

related issues.
L ] . z‘ L]
WILLIAM E. TIMMONS

Sworn to and subscribed
before me this 26th day of
November, 1973.
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

October 13, 1976
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MEMORANDUM FOR: BOB HARTMANN

FROM: PHIL BUCHEN ) )
Attached is a copy of a letter from
Garxy Brown's office about which

Jack Marsh talked to you.

It appears that Graham Northrop on the
Minority Staff of the House Banking and

Currency Committee is the author.

Please give me your comments.

Attachment
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" of March 16, 1983
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Some items in this folder were not digitized because it contains copyrighted
materials. Please contact the Gerald R. Ford Presidential Library for access to
these materials.






SUMMARY OF JOHN DEAN'S
OCTOBER 13, 1976, INTERVIEW ON NBC'S TODAY SHOW

With the exception of one detail, there is nothing new
in John Dean's interview. Dean restates his view that
then Minority Leader Ford cooperated with the White
House and acted to block Patman's proposed investigation
into the laundering of Republican Campaign funds through
Mexico.

Earlier Dean had asserted that Timmons conveyed the
White House's wishes to Ford. Timmons has denied

this, and in his interview, Dean has changed his story
and apparently now agrees with Timmons. In his new
version, Dean says that Dick Cook, one of Timmons'
assistants, acted as the conduit. In a statement
released today, Cook categorically denies Dean's latest

story. Cook said "...I never spoke with Mr. Ford abouf the
need to deny Mr. Patman's request for subpoena power."

Cook's statement receives support from Congressman Garry E.
Brown's statement to the Ervin Committee. Brown said that
his only contacts with the White House were insignificant
contacts with Cook who had merely inquired about how
things were going and whether those who opposed Patman’s
hearings would be successful.

Thus, Dean's latest interview appears to raise no new
issues.

Buchen, Hartmann, Marsh, and Schmults all agree that if
any statement is issued, you should limit yourself to the
attached answer.




What comment do you have on the John Dean interview
this morning on the Today Show?

The President has already testified to this matter

under ocath in the confirmation process before com-

mittees of both the House and the Senate. There is
nothing to be added to what he has already said.
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JOHM DEAN INTERVIEVW

ToM BROKAW: |If ever there was 2 contemporary author in

America, who needs no Introduction, it is John Dean who was counsel
to Presidenf Nixon, a man who served him during the Watergate
cverup, who subsequently testified against him, and in fact,

served time in prison, as a result of hls own role in Natergate.

" He is now the author of a book called "Blind Ambition

a book about the Watergate coverup, about the atmosphete in

the Vhite House at the time. . . | - .
-Mr. Dean is thh us here on "Today' this morning, with -

Carl Stern, MBC News Correspondent, who covers the Justic;ibepartment

for us on a ;egular basis, and covered, gave much of his life,

i fact to the coverage of Watergatg.
Mr. Dean, first of all, there are some new developments

in this book. You describe how President Mixon first raised

the possibility of blocking the initial Congressional investi-

gation, or |nitial.CongressIona1 hearings into Yatergate, hearings
that Congressman YWright Patman of Texas wanted to call, and

he raises the possibility of using Jerry Ford, who was then

House Minority Leader, to block those heartngs.

0id the White House think of Gerald Ford as a stooge’
JOHN DEAM: | don't think a stooge is the right word.
They certainly thought of Jerry Ford as somebody who woulé do

their bidding, when it needed to be done; and with the Patma
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hearings, it was something that concerned all of us at that
stage of the coverup very much, and as you will recall from the
book, the Prgsident says that he wants Ford to getvfn, and do
his part to glock those very untimely hearlngs at the time.

BROKANL_ One of the ways which‘you had hoped to put pressure
on Pétman was to detail some questionéb]e campaign contributions
that he may have receivéd and when you had a dlscussion about
this witg Bill T|mmons, who was then heading up the Congressnonal
liaison from the White-House, he said: That's a sensitive point,
because Ford may havé some problems in that area as Qell..

What were the problems that Gerald For@ may have had,
in campaign ;;ntributions?7 ) r.«- |

) DEAN;_ Bill dld not elaborate at the time. He knew thaf

! had sent one of the lawyers from Ehe re-election committee
to check the records of the members of the Patman conmittee; _ -
and 1 had those, in_fact the day ! was in the offlce, talking
‘with Bill about thfs; and.he said that, John, he said, | don't_
think this is a very good idea, becaﬁse some of our guys, and
Jerry, may have some problems along this l:ne; S0 he said don t
raise it; and.l agreed. "

CARL STERN: ‘Perhaps'thé most distﬁrbing matter raised,
though,“in_ydur discussion in the book,aboﬁt-cerala Ford, and

the efforts made to derail the Fatman hearings in October of

1972 is the thought that Mr. Ford did have very intimate
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contact with White House staff people, in planning precisely

how to do this. Mow, Hr. Ford testified during his ownvconfa;mation

heafings that he didn't have anyfguch‘contact, or at least,

he didn't re;all any.- Did Mr. Ford tell the tfuth about that?
DEAN: fWell, | don't recall,_tarl; precisely what Mr.

Ford said at the time of his confirmation hearings to become

Vice President. All I'm recalling are the facts as_| remember

them, ané l rgﬁember;very cléarly that Bill Ti@mons told me

on a number of occasions how he was working with Mr. Ford, and

Hf. Ford was.doing his part, aftgr_the_WhiteAHouse started thap

initiative. : - I C - IR
STERM:H fimmons has deﬁied having héd ény contacf w{f;
Ford. Who had contact with_Ford? |

DEAN: Well, | don't nece;sar} say it was Timmons himseif
‘that was bhaving the contact. But somébody on his_sfaff~-“.

'STERN: Who? '

DEAN§>.—-and It was bfckbtook; the man who had once worked
with the Patman Cbmmigtee, before he had later'joined the.thte
House--with the individuals. | | )

STERM: How do youlkhow that?

DEAjI: Well, 1 télked tc.Dick about 1t. It ?amﬁ up in
Presidehtigl pohvcrsation that Dick was & man who had been working

on it. Bill Timmons, as you'll recall at the time was on the

witness list as'one who would be called before the Patman ‘. T;te&.

3
to block the hearings. chk Cook was the man who did the:
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legwork, and dealt Qith Mr. Ford, aﬁd the-other members of the
Committee.

STERMN:* Did he report back as to any of his conversatlons
with Gerald ford?

- DEAN: To me, or to the White--

STEﬁN: To any me?ting that you wére present at? -
DEAN: Well, of course. Yes. | -
STERﬁ: Give me an examplér
DEAMN: Heli { can recall Dick coming back, and telling,
for example, how Jerry was go:ng to call a meetlng'of the mihorit;
members in Les Aaron's offuce, off the House floor, and really
tell them what they should do on the day of the vote,. and how .
they should hold together, and thangs of thlS nature.'-
STERN: And what should they do? They should block those .
hearings from going forward? .
DEAN: Thét's correct.
BROKAW: VWell, now, let me read you, if | may, Tom, what -
the transcript of the Ford conf.rnatnon hearlngs sald. | won t
‘read the whole_thlng. But the question is from Senator Byrd.
“Yere you fn céntact with anyone ;t the White House during

the oersod of August to October, 1972, concerning ‘the Patman

Connlttee 's possnble nnvesttgatlon of the Watergaté break-in?
Answer, Mr. Ford: HNot.to my best recollection.'
Do you thlnk Hr. Ford would have recalled that? iIs that

Vikeiy, that he wouldn't have recalled 1t?
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DEAN: | would be surprised, If he didn't recall it. He
knew Dick Cook from a.number$bf years. He knew Dick Cook worked
at the White House. | viould be very-surprised, if he didn't
knog the Nhjte House's interest; in not having those hear!ngs.
go forward. | | 4

. STERN: 'So, do you believe that Mr. Ford did not téll-
the trﬁth, when he said to this committee under oath, that he
did not recall.aﬁy such cont;ct? |

DEAN: | believe not recollecting is a yery'safe answer
for him. . _

STERN: My question is: .Db.you believe he lied?- B ‘._ .

- "

ADEAN: ! don't want to say that. 1'11 stand on the ‘facts,
as | know them. . : ' ' S .
BROKAW: And what are the fact;, as.yéu know them;'about
the exteﬁt of Gerald‘Ford's knowledge of what had haﬁpened during
Uatergate? Did he percefve this as only a political problem,
.probably embarrassing to the White House, or did he understand
. the real nature of what was going on, what you were attempttng
to do? -
DEAN: Qell | don't think that anybody had briefediﬂr.-
Eord; or Mr. Ford had any |ntlmate knowledge as to, what was
.going én. R thlnL it was very clear that” the Whate House didn't )
- want this investigation going on, just before an election. 1

think that anybody who was in Washington during the days of

Wotergate and the cover-up didn't need nmuch to know that



LR S 18]

somothlng wrong had gone on, and there were efforts to keep
It quiet, but | don't know of any specific briefings that Hr.
Foro was givon; certainly‘l didn't give him any, nor do | know
of Timmons, or Cook, or anybody else giving him any.‘

BROKAW: This bus!ness about Gerald Ford possnb!y having
some problems in the campaign contrnbutton area has now recelved
some attention. 1It's well known as well that the Specna! Prosecutor
hosAbeen looking into campalign contrubut.on areas in President
Ford's political background. Has anyone from the Spec:al Prosecutor tg’

- .

Office talked to you?
DEAN: Mo. They have not: a | o o R
BROKAW: ‘Have you volunteered any information to th;o? -
DEAN: No. | have not.
BROXAW: Of any kind.
STERN: |If Hr. Ford dld not tell the truth ln this mattar,
'concerning'the contact with the Uhlte House, and | don't want
~to harp on that, but it! s an awfully nnportant point. !tfs
'perhaps‘the most lmportant point that emerged.from the conftrmat!on
proceedings from Mr. Ford. 1f he didn't tell the whole truth
on that occasfon, that's a pretty.big mottar. 4 L
DEAM: Yes, nndeed it is. , .
'STERN:: so | want you to undnrstand what you 're saying

to us here. It's important.

DEAN: Well, I'm reporting the facts, and they're reported

. . . , — ;
in my book, Just a5 the way they happened, the way recall /<ﬁr~3fok
. : : . : <« <)

’ . - . - ~
very vividly them ﬁappening, during those days. : L 59

i
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STERN: Mr. Ford was about the last of thg major,Reéub!Ican
figures to stick with%Hr. Nixon In 1974. Why do you think that
was so? -

1 méan‘ two weeks before the resignation, he was still

saying Mr. Nixon was innocent, will be proved so.

DEAN: Vell, he was fhen Vice'P;esident, as you recall,
and lt seems that vas a rather natural thing for a wan's Vice
President to do, would be to stéy with his Pres!dgnt; and 1

" would think that would be more a political explanation that
anything as to involvement, or intimate knowledge, or anything
of that nature, Carl. : | .

BROKAN: Can you think of anybother role that Gerald-Ford‘

may have played in beha]f of the Vhite House, during the course
of VYatergate, apart fron this attempt to bloc? the erght Patman
Investngatlon? . |

DEAN; Not to my knowledge; it's possiSIe tﬁat came up
in leadership meetings, when Mr. Ford vas still the minority
leader in the H;use, and wa$ asked questions aboq: what's the
impact of the'politics of Uatergate_havfng on the Congress,
and things of that nature. But-specific roles? This was one

that came up, and as l;report-fn the booki and is on a tape.

N _
The President wanted Mr. Ford to get involved, and to help to

stop those hearings.
BROKAY: And there was no quéstion that somebody did m
contact with him, and that he dijd subsequently have meetings

in an effort to block the Patman hearing?
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Tom.

DEAN: There's no question in my mind,

BROKAW: John Dean, author of a new book called "Blind

Amb‘ti::;:k ;ou ;ery mu;h. ff f:] | . ;;T_T
) . . % UEJM:><9 Tif:ﬁﬁﬂ”i

*

- BROKAW: John Dean, one of the principal flgures In watergate,

the man who testified against Richard Hixon,‘after ggrv!ng him

as counsel, and subsequently serVed time himself, now the author’

of a book called "Blind Ambitlon"

We're here on "Today" this morning with Carl Stern and e

Mr. Dean to talk about some of his reflections on the time that

. he served not in prison, so much as he served in the Whute

House as counsel to the Presndené _

Do you think that had there ndt been’a John Dean, had

you not come forward, in the fash:on that you subsequently were

forced to come forward, that the country would have found out

about Wa;efgata_ln any event?:

DEAN: Tom,‘l_don*t really know. ft's a tough question. -

ft's a, you know, ‘what if' question, and it's hard to say-. .

1 think that much might have come out in some time. 1'm not

as quickly as it d;d méybe nof

But | really. qan t, | can't g!ve

sure it would have come out,

as completely, as it did.

crystal ball answer on that one.

e who followed Watergate

you a good,

STERM: |n the book, even for thos

gs in here that 1 never knew before; /3. Fo,.
°

closely, there are thin
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Statemeint By Richard K. Cook / October 12, 1976 / 6:00 p.m.

- -

There are countless 1ies and only one fact in Mr. Dean's statement.

Since the original Wé:tergate hearings, at no time has Mr. Dean or
anyone else ever hinted that I played such a role in éonnectiqn with the Patman
Jinvestigation. Nor have I ever beeg qﬁestioned by the several Watergate
investigaﬁve Committees or the Special Prosecutor. Now in order to sell
books, he has remembered something that he has never befdre chosen to
recite. My family and I deeply resent this cheap huckstering a.f. our expense.

Specifically, the one fact that rings true is that John Dean was the
only person who ever suggested that I commun;cate with the then Minority
Leader of the House, Gerald Ford. *L:‘ormer President Nixon never did.
Haldeman never did. Ehrlichma_ﬁ did not. Bill Timmdns never did. Despite
John Dean's repeated and frantic requests, Inever spoke with Mr. Ford about
the ﬁeed to denj Mr. Patman's request for subpoena power. With the gift
of hié own testimony and hindsight, I now know why John Dean was so worried,
for he has admitted fo being present at plamﬁng meetings that led to the
Watergate break-in.

Moreover, anyone who knew Mr. Ford aﬁd his style of leadership as

ﬁouse Minority Leader would agree that such intrusion by the White House would

have been most unwelcome and shunned. Even on political issues -~ which

the Patman hearings were thought to be at the time -~ Mr. Ford would have

deeply resented suggestions that he assert his dominance over th énﬁfng\
< A

~ o

- &

Mingrity Member of a-standing Committee at a President's requ
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. " If there is one single reason vzhy the late Chairman Patman Wés den’ied
his subpoena authority by a bipartis;::m majority of his own committee it is
because John Dean lied to me in the presence of witnesses.

In August or Septemb,er, 1972, when it appeared that Chairman Patman
was serious in his pursuit of the funding of the Watergate break-in, virtually
everyone in Washington thought his action was politically motivated. I sﬁared
that opiﬁion, but having been employed by the Banking'Commi{teg for the five
years 1964-1969, I had a high respect for his investigative staff. For that
reason, I asked two Minority staff members of the Committee to join me in
a private meeting in the Executive Office Building with John Dean and Maurice
Stans. At the outset of that one-hour meeting I asked Dean and Stans, "Is there
any substance whatsoever to Mr. Patman's charges?" Dean assureci us that '

: \
there was none. He ligd to me. He lied to two former colleagues of mine who
were and are universally trusted by Democrats and Republicans alike in the
Congress. |

From that day forward, despite Mr. Dean's frantic pleas, I stayéd
in contact with just two people, one staff man and a Republican member of the
Committee -- and then only to check on the status and schedule of the Committee
deliberations. At the time, I had far more important legislative matters to
attend to, as strange as that i:nay seem today.

" But there is no need to take my word for it. " All the press has to do,

or the Congress for that matter, is to interrogate or seek sworn testimony

from some 40 or 50 members and staff of the House Banking and Currency

Committee. Surely, even John Dean's vicious lies and clever

would be hard presAs"ed to explain a four-year conspiracy of silce on tie
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charge Gerald Ford prevented a full investigation by the House Committee
on Banking and Curi'ency. If that's not.good enough, then we should ask the
members and staffs of the Ervin Subcommittee, together with the Rodino
and Eastland Committees, what their investigations of the Patman episode
revealed. It seems to me that should settle once and for all that Mr. Dean
has lied. -

A:Eter.all of that, if the public still believes John Deanbove’r the
word of three Committees of the Congress, then he has brought off the stunt
of the century.

The key question remains: is John Dean telling the truth when he |
insinuates that President Ford distorted the truth ﬁnder oath before the
Judici:;ry C;mmittees of the Senate apd House ?

There is no question in my mind that the President told the truth.
And several score Democratic and Republican members of Congress and

staff, I am confident, would confirm this.







MEMORANDUM

THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

October 14, 1976

TO MR. BUCHEN

FROM Ruth Kiln/:%

At 10:30 a.m. I received a return call from Bill McNitt at the U/M archives.
He has located the file on the September 28, 1972 mailing you asked about.

The file does not indicate to whom any of the letters will go, but it does
have a draft, dated September 27, on which in a corner Mr. Ford wrote:
"0O.K. When do they want it sent out? "

At the bottom of the draft page is a notation: Mr. Northrup 2258

(Mr. Graham Northrup was one of the minority counsels, under Orm Fink,
in the B/C Committee, and his telephone extension was 2258 -- according
to Dottie Cavanaugh's personal Hill phone directory.)

As to the 2-page November 5, 1973 letter from Garry Brown,
Mr. McNitt reminded me that the cut-off date for congressional files
was 10-12-73., Will now search in the VP files in the next building.




VATERGATE SPECIAL PROSECUTION FORCE
_ United States Department of Justice

815 9th Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20530 -

. October 15, 1976

Honorable Elizabeth Holtzman
House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congresswoman:

. This is in reply to your letters‘of October 8'ahd_
October 13, 1976. S e

You inquire whether this Office has either obtained
tapes of conversations or sought other testimony concerning
‘urhe obstruction of justice involved in blocking [the
Banking and Currency Committee] investigation” during the
fall of 1972 and, particularly, concerning the role
_played by then-Minority Leader Ford “in the effort to
stop the...investigation." 1In response, I can tell you
that those members of the staff responsible for the investi- g
gation of the “"Watergate cover-up" did give some consideration -
to the implications of White House efforts to prevent the .
issuance of subpoenas by the Committee. They determined,
however, that there was insufficient likelihood that , ;
political and legislative efforts to influence the votes of
-the members of the Comittee could be. established to be .
%gcorrupt” (18 U.S.C. 1503 and 1505) attempts to obstruct
justice so as to justify further pursuit of that inquiry.

-~ For that reason, no effort was made to obtain presidential

tapes directed specifically at the issue of the Committee's
investigation, although, as you are aware, the tape of B
September 15, 1972, obtained in connection with the general
Watergate investigation, is relevant to that issue. '

Without commenting on any specific factual situation,
I should point out, as I am sure you are awvare, that an
obstruction of justice is not established rerely by proof that
one or more individuals took steps directed toward a goal '

§ought by those who did have an intent corruptly to i ence
judicial or legislative procedures. Tne offense wou 0Q;
been committed only if such’ individuals themselves such?,



\J!

criminal intent. In my judgment, neither
previously available nor tne information
public warrants renewed investigation by
activities of those who were involved in
the legislative judgment of the Members

served on the Banking and Currency Commi

" po the extent that the thrust 6f yo
at the -questions which have arisen conce

the information -
recently made

this Office into the
efforts to influence
of the House wno
ttee. '

ur inquiry is directed
rning the accuracy

of President Ford's testimony at the time of his confirmation
hearings in 1973, I would suggest that any possible offense

- involved in that testimony would not be
_of this Office, but would, rather, fall

authority of the Department of Justice.
- . Sincerely,

[y

CHARLES F.

within the jurisdiction
within the general

C. RUFF

20 0tf

= - .. special Prosecutor




WATERGATE SPECIAL PROSECUTION FORCE
United States Department of Justice

315 9th Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20530

October 15, 1976

flonorable John Conyers, Jr.
House of Representatives
Washington, D. C. 20515

Dear Congressman.

‘This is in reply to your letter of October 8 1976
in which you request this Office."to investigate the
efforts to block and obstruct Congressional inquiry into
Watergate crimes -— in particular, past and current _
allegations that the then Minority Leader of the House of
Representatives, Gerald R. Ford, acted under White House
directives to block an investigation by the House Comnlttee
on Banklng, Currency and Hous1ng...."-

Without commenting on any specific factual situation,
I should point out, as I am sure you are aware, that action
by any person which may serve the purposes of others who
- have the intent "corruptly" (18 U.S.C. 1503 and 1505) to. .-
- influence judicial or legislative proceedings does not, in ~
and of itself, establish an obstruction of justice. An
offense would have been committed only if the person who so

" “acted himself had such criminal intent. In my judgment,

neither the information previously available nor recent
statements concerning White House efforts to block the
~Patman Committee's investigation in the fall of 1972 would
justify this Office's initiation ¢of an investigation into
attempts by any individuals to influence -the polltlcal and
legislative judgment of the Members of the House who served
on that Committee. I must, therefore, decline your request

to seek access to the presidential tapes for the September
1972-May 1973 perlod.

With respect to that portion of your letter in which’
you note discrepancies in President Ford i
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confirmation hearings in 1973, I must advise you that any
offense which might be involved in that testimony would
not be within the jurisdiction of this Office, but would,
rather, be a matter within the géneral authority of the

Department of Justice.

ey f% N

Sincerely,

'CHARLES F. C. RUFF
Special Prosecutor

R‘£0
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. . . WATERG ATESPmCUHJPaOSLCUTKﬁxFO?CL
T ‘ . United Siates Departinent of Justice
315 9th Street, N.V.
Washington, D.C. 20530

. October 15, 1976

llonorable Elizabeth Holtzman
House of Rapresentatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congresswoman:

. This is in reply to your letters of October 8 and
October 13, 197s. -

You inquire whether this Office has elther ob ained
- tapes of conversations or sought other testimony concerning

""the obstruction of justice involved in blocklng [the
Banking and Currency Committee] 1nvest19at10n" during the
fall of 1972 and, particularly, concerning the role -

.played by then-Minority Leader Ford "in the effort to
stop the...investigation." In response, I can tell you
that those members of the staff responsible for the investi- |
gation of the "Watergate cover—-up” did give some consideration -
to the implications of White House efforts to prevent the
issuance of subpoenas by the Committee. They determined,
however, that there was insufficient likelihood that
political and legislative efforts to influence the votes of

- the members of the Comittee could be established to be .

““corrupt” (18 U.S.C. 1503 and 1505) attempts to obstruct
justice so as to justify further pursuit of that inquiry.

- For that reason, no effort was made to obtain presidential
tapes directed specifically at the issue of the Committee’ S
investigation, although, as you are aware, the tape of
September 15, 1972, obtained in connection with the general
_Watergate 1nvest1gat10n,_1s ralevant to that 1ssue.

Wlthout commentlng on any specific factual 31tuation;'
I should point out, as I am sure you are aware, that an
obstruction of jU°t1ce is not established merely by proof that
one or more individuals took steps directed toward a
sought by those who did have an intent corruptly to ;g%?lk
judicial er legislative procedures. The offense woyxd havaw
baen committed only if such individuals thoﬂselveo %a

d such:
. \k ‘.{C‘
""“"x ) L f .
FRA . ) -
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criminal intent. In my judgment, neither the information
previously available nor the information recently made’
public warrants reneved investigation by this Office into the
activities of those who were involved in efforts to influence
the legislative judgment of the Members of the House wh
served on the Banking and Currency Committee. )

- To the extent that the thrust of your inquiry is directed
at the questions which have arisen concerning the accuracy
of President Ford's testimony at the time of his confirmation
hearings in 1973, I would suggest that any possible offense
~ involved in that testimony would not be within the jurisdiction
. 0f this Office, but would, rather, fall within the general
authority of the Department of Justice. . - -

. Sincerely,

.~ .. CHARLES F. C. RUFF . .- .
Lo AR Special Prosecutor e

e e



Washington, D.C. 20515

WATERGATE SPECIAL PROSECUTION FORCE
. United Siates Depattinent of Justice
815 9th Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20530 °

. October 15, 1976

llonorable Elizabeth Holtzman
House of Respresentatives

Dear Congresswoman:

. This is in reply to your 1etters of October 8 and
October 13, 1976. : IR i

You inquire whether this Office has elther ob alned
tapes of conversations or sought other testimony concerning

‘"the obstruction of justice involved in blocking [the

Banking and Currency Committee] 1nvest1gat10n" during the
fall of 1972 and, particularly, concerning the role

.played by then-Minority Leader Ford “in the effort to

stop the...investigation."” 1In response, I can tell you

that those members of the staff responsible for the investi-
gation of the "Watergate cover—up" did give some consideration -
to the lnpllcatlons of White House efforts to prevent the .
issuance of subpoenas by the Committee. They determlned
however, that there was 1nsuff1c1e1t likelihood that
political and legislative efforts to influence the votes of

;the members of the Comittee could be established to be

*corrupt” (18 U.S.C. 1503 and 1505) attempts to obstruct

~justice so as to justify further pursuit of that inquiry.

For that reason, no effort was made to obtain presidential

tapes directed specifically at the issue of the Committee's
investigation, although, as you are aware, the -tape of - =
September 15, 1972, obtained in connection with’ the general

.,Watergﬂte 1nvestlgat10n, is relevant_ to that 1ssue.

Wlthout commentlng on any speczflc factual 51tuation;
I should point out, as I am sure you are aware, that an
obstruction of JUgtlce is not established merely by proof thah
one or more individuals took steps directed toward a goal
sought by those who did have an intent corruptly to uf&qence
judicial or legislative procedures. The offense wofld hat
been committed only if such’ individuals themselves’dad suca



criminal intent. In my judgment, neither the information
previously available nor the information recently made
public warrants renewed investigation by this Office into the
activities of those who were involved in efforts to influence
the leqgislative judgment of the Menbers of the House who
served on the Banking and Currency Committee. -

" po the extent that the thrust of your ingquiry is directed
at the questions which have arisen concerning the accuracy
of President Ford's testimony at the time of his confirmation
hearings in 1973, I would suggest that any possible offense
- involved in that testimony would not be within the jurisdiction
_oF this Office, but would, rather, fall within the general
authority of the Department of Justice. . - g

S ~ Sincerely, - o - _;;'

o W)?‘-K@/ﬁ,'

| . CHARLES F. C. RUFF .
- R ' Special Prosecutor
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Wasmineron, B.C.. 20313 Washington, B.E. 20515

PHOME (202) 223-6616

October 21, 1976

The President
The White House
Washington, D. C. 20500

Dear Mr. President:

As you know, Attorney General Levi has refused to ask
the Special Prosecutor to conduct an investigation into the
accuracy of your testimony, during the Vice Presidential
confirmation hearings, about the role you played in blocking
the House Banking and Currency Committee's 1972 investiga-
tion of Watergate. As a result, the questions of whether
you acted to block that investigation at the behest of the
White House, and whether you testified truthfully before
the House Judiciary and Senate Rules Committees remaln un-
answered

The only way in which these questions can now be
resolved is if you, as the Attorney General's superior,
direct him to request an investigation by the Special
Prosecutor.

While I can fully appreciate the reluctance of a
President -- or any other person =-- to order an investiga-
tion of his own actions, you have promised to run an open
and candid administration which claims to respect rather
than fear the truth. Your action to authorize an investi-
gation would help reassure the public that you do not wish
to be part of a cover-up.

An investigation into this matter is clearly justified.
The reasons include:

1. Contradictions in your own testimony during the
original hearings about whether you discussed blocklng
the Patman investigation with William Timmons.

2. Contradictions between your testimony and Mr.
Timmons' affidavit of 1973.

THIS STATIONERY PRINTED ON PAPER MADE WITH RECYCLED FIBERS



The President
Page 2

3. The September 15, 1972 tape transcript in which
Richard Nixon ordered his staff to have you take the "lead"
in blocking the investigations, and in which Richard Cook
is named as the contact with you. :

4. The statements by John Dean that both Cook and
Timmons reported to him conversations with you about blocking
the Patman investigation.

5. The leading role you played —- taking the approach
suggested in the September 15th tape -- in blocking the
Patman investigation.

6. Despite recent questions, your own refusal speci-
fically to deny Dean's allegations that you spoke with
Cook and Timmons about blocking the Patman investigation.

In light of these circumstances, grave and substantial
questions exist as to the accuracy of your testimony during
the confirmation hearings. I therefore requested that the
Attorney General ask the Special Prosecutor to conduct an .
investigation which would include (1) questioning Dean, Cook
~and Timmons under oath and (2) listening to relevant White
House tapes. :

The Attorney General has concluded that there is "no
credible evidence" to justify an investigation. In order
to have reached this conclusion, however, he would have had
to determine that: '

*John Dean, whose credibility has been demonstrated
time and time again throughout the course of the Watergate
and impeachment proceedings, is lying -- and was lying when
he first identified Cook and Timmons as the contacts three
years ago, under oath, before the Ervin Committee.

_ *Timmons and Cook, who apparently were never questioned
or cross-examined under oath, are telling the truth. (Cook
“was most recently reported saying "I can't categorically

deny I didn't tell John Dean I had talked to Ford. Dean

might have a memo of the conversation. I can't remember

that well.")

*BEven though President Nixon ordered his staff t
get you to play a key role in blocking the Patman Co




The President
Page 3

investigation, his staff disobeyed these orders, and you
played the key role Nixon requested purely by coincidence.

*Your recent refusal to deny that you spoke with
Cook is irrelevant.

For the Attorney General to accept all of these propo-
sitions without an investigation clearly flies in the face
of common sense and logic. Mr. Levi's conclusions therefore
can only be explained by an unwillingness to have the truth
revealed.

If there is nothing to hide, however, you have no
reason to be afraid of what an investigation would disclose.
If Timmons and Cook never spoke with you about blocking the
Banking and Currency Committee investigation, then you have
no reason to be afraid of having them questioned under oath.
If the White House tapes will show your innocence, then you
have no reason to be afraid of having them heard.

I therefore most respectfully request that you direct
the Attorney General to ask the Special Prosecutor to under-
take an immediate and thorough investigation of these gquestions.
Such an investigation can be concluded promptly. In the
interest of protecting your own good name and of reassuring
the American people of the integrity of their government you
should, therefore, act quickly and affirmatively.

Since at this time you alone have the power to compel
an investigation, your failure to order one will, as a o
practical matter, ensure that the full truth will remain
hidden until after the election. Mr. President, we cannot
endure another long national nightmare.

Respectfully youys,

L A

E)lizabeth Holtzman
Member of Congress
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

October 21, 1976

TO: PHILIP W. BUCHEN
FROM: SUSAN D. YOWEllg%

Margaret Earl asked that I forward a
copy of this pool report directly to
you.

I am also attaching a copy of the passenger
manifest which lists the members of the
press who were on the flight.
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October 27, 1976

MEMORANDUM FOR: ROBERT VISSER

FROM: PHILIP W. BUCHEN I .

Attached is a copy of a telegram addressed to the
President at the White House which was received
today.

Inasmuch as it appears to involve an election
campaign effort by Congressman Henry S. Reuss,
I recommend that a reply be sent by Jim Baker
and hand delivered to the office of Congressman
Reuss in Washington.

An appropriate reply, I believe, would be as
follows:

"Your telegram of October 26 addressed
to the President at the White House
appears to be an effort on your part
to use statements made by John Dean
as a campaign issue in the current
campaign. Consequently, it was
referred to me for reply. Contrary
to your assertion, statements by
John Dean raised no new questions

that have not already been disposed
H '_'} Of.

I refer you specifically to the text
of answers given by President Ford

as recently as October 22 to questions
by Mr. Nelson of the Los Angeles Times.
The questions ar¥d answers appear on
pages 8-9 of the enclosed transcript.”

I attach a copy of the October 22 transcript to be
used for this purpose.

Attachments










October 27, 1976
MEMORANDUM FOR: ROBERT VISSER

FROM: PHILIP W. BUCHEN I .

Attached is a copy of a telegram addressed to the
President at the White House which was received
today.

Inasmuch as it appears to involve an election
campaign effort by Congressman Henry S. Reuss,
I recommend that a reply be sent by Jim Baker
and hand delivered to the office of Congressman
Reuss in Washington.

An appropriate reply, I believe, would be as
follows: _

"Your telegram of October 26 addressed
to the President at the White House
~appears to be an effort on your part
to use statements made by John Dean
as a campaign issue in the current
campaign. Consequently, it was
referred to me for reply. Contrary
to your assertion, statements by
John Dean raised no new questions
that have not already been disposed
.- of.

I refer you specifically to the text
of answers given by President Ford

as recently as October 22 to questions
by Mr. Nelson of the Los Angeles Times.
The questions arfd answers appear on
pages 8-9 of the enclosed transcript.”

I attach a copy of the October 22 transcript to be
used for this purpose.

Attachments
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

10/28
TO: Phil Buchen

FROM: Max Friedersdorf's office

for appropriate handling

(we have not acknowledged receipt)

(_;t\s: sent phevidus Letier
ot I°'?~l whiab o3 Fovwarded
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The President
October 28, 1976
Page Two

I urge you, in the interest of simple honesty, to retract
these statements and set the record straight. In addition,

I reiterate my request that you order the Attorney General
to ask Special Prosecutor Ruff to conduct an inquiry into
the matter. Such an investigation is clearly in the public
interest, and, if you are innocent, you have noghing to fear.

R¢spectfully,

o b=

13zabeth Holtzman
Member of Congress
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