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WATERGATE SPECIAL PROSECUTION

FORCE

DEPARTME~T

OF JUSTlCE

JVI.eraorandztm
TO

Leon Ja\.;orski

DATE:

Sept. 3, 1974

~-f;\

~~ ~-:
SUBJECT:

Henry Ruth

Nr. Nixon
The following matters are still ·under investigation
in this Office and may prove to have some direct
connection to activities in which Hr. Nixon is
personally involved: ·
1.
of

Tax deductions relating to the gift
papers.

pre~Presidential

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 Hhite
House.
4. The initiating of wire tapping of
John Sears.
5.

l-!isuse of IRS information.

6. Nisuse 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
Kleindienst confir1:1ation ·hearings as to
\·lhite House part i e) pation in Department
of Justice de~isions about ITT.
'l'he handling of campaign contributions
by Hr. Ht!bozo f or the personal benefit of
Hr. Nixon .

10.

•

2
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 re~otely connected to Mr. Nixon. Of course,
the Katergate cover-up is the subject of a separate
memorand~~.

cc:

Mr. Lacovara

)

•

•

•

Hemorandw'11 to the
Special Prosecutor
on behalf of
Richard M. Nixon

This memorandum is submitted on behalf of
Richard M. Nixon to bring to the attention of the Spec

1

Prosecutor facts and supporting legal authority 'l·.rhich, vle
stilimit, warrant a decision not to seek indictment of the
former President.

~ve

wish to emphasize that this memorandum

focuses specifically on issues of law rather than policy.
In so limiting this presentation we do not wish to imply that
all other considerations are irrelevant or inappropriate.
Indeed, we believe it is highly desirable and proper for the
Special Prosecutor to weigh in his judgment the

p~.~ssible

impact of such an indict.ment on the domestic spirit and on

-
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international relations, as well as the more traditional
policy considerations entrusted to prosecutorial discretion.
However, the purpose of this memorandun1 is solely to demonstrate that one -- and probably the most crucial -- legal prerequisite to indicting and prosecuting Mr. Nixon does not
exist:

the ability of this goverrunent to assure him a fair

trial in accordance with the demands of the Due Process Clause
of the Fifth Amendment and the right to trial by an impartial
jury guaranteed by the Sixth Amendment.

_v
Such intangible but none-the-less critical factors as
domestic and international relations certainly fall within the ambit of the prosecutor's discretion as expressed
in the Standards Relating to The Prosecution Function and
The D?fense Function, ABA Project on Standards for Criminal
Justice, March 1971, where i t is stated that
". • • The prosecutor m:-:1y _in some circumstances and for good cc:._l_!se consistent with
the public intere:-;t decline to prosecute,
notwithstanding that evidence exists wh :.ch
would support a conviction. ABA Standards
§ 3. 9 (b)-

A decision to forego prosecution because of overriding
concerns of the national interest is in keeping with
similar prosecutorial decisions to forego prosecution
rather than disclose confidential national security or
law-enforcement information required as evidence. United
St?tPs v. Andolc)1e~, 142 F.2d 503 (2d Cir. 1944); Unit_ed
Sta_!:e~ v. Bc.~]5:man, 155 F.2d 580 (2d Cir. 1946); Christoffel v. United States, 200 F.2d 734 (D.C. Cir. 1952).

-
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The Events and Publicity
Surrounding Watergate have
Destroyed the Possibi ty
of a Tria:' Con stent vli th
Due Process Requirements.

Recent events have completely and irrevoca:ly
eliminated, with respect to Richard 1"1. Nixon, the necessary
premise of our ?YStem of criminal justice -- that, in the
words of Justice Holmes, " • • . the conclusions to be reached
in a case will be induced only by evidence and argU!uent in
open court, not by any outside influence, whether of private
talk or public print."
462 (1907).
379

u.s.

Patterson v. Colorado, 205 U.S. 454,

As reiterated by the Court in Turner v. Louisiana,

466, 472 .(1965):

The requirement that a jury's verdict
'must be ba;: ;::d upon the evidence developed
at trial' goes to the fundamental integrit.:_
of all that is embraced in the co1.stitutional
concept of trial by jury."
11

Never before in the history of this country have a
person's activities relating to possible criminal violations
been subjec·ted to such massive public scrutiny, analysis and
debate.

The events of the past two years and the media

coverage they received need not be detailed l1ere, for we are
sure ti1e Special Prosec'.1tor is fully m·mre of the nature of
the media exposure gen1::-rated.

The simple fact is that the
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the media on Water-

national debate and tvm-year fixation
gate has

ft indelible imprt:::ssions on the citizenry, so

pervasive that the government can no longer assure Mr. Nixon
that any indictment sworn against him will produce

11

a charge

ly made and fairly tried in a public tribunal
prejudice, passion [and] excitement • •
Florida, 309 U.S. 227, 236-37,

Of all the events

II

of

Chambers v.

(1940).

prejud~_cial

to Mr. Nixon's right

to a fair trial, the most damaging have been the impeachment
proceedings of ·the House Judiciary Com."TTi ttee.

In those pro-

ceedings neither the definition of the "offense," the standard
of proof, the rules of evidence, nor the nature of the factfinding body, were compatible with our system of criminal
justice.

Yet the entire country witnessed the proceedings,

with their all-pervasive, multi-media coverage and commentary.
And all who vlatched were repeatedly made aware that a com.'Uittee
of their elected Representatives, all lawyers, had determined
upon solern.l'1 reflection to render an overwhelr;·ing verdict
a0ainst ·the President, a verdict on charges time and again
emphasized as constituting "high crimes and misdemeanors" for
which criminal indictments could be justi

ed.

-
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alone would have caused even

All of this stand

those most critical of Hr. Nixon to dm,bt. his chances of subf:com preconceived judgments

sequently receiving a Lrial
of guilt.

culmination

But the de?asta

eliminated whatever room
as the entire

cou~try

doubt might

the proceedings
have remained

viewed those among their own Represen-

tatives who had been the most avid and vociferou:; defenders
of the President (and who had insisted on the mos)c exacting
standards

proof) publicly abandon his de

those who would impeach him

None of this is to

and join

"high crimes and misdemeanors."

, or even to imply, that the

impeachment inquiry was improper, in either its inception or
its conduct.

The point here is that the impeachment process

having taken place in the manner in ·v1hich it did, the conditions necessary for a fair determination of the criroinal
responsibility of its subject under our principles of law no
--~......

longer exist, and cannot be restored.

Even ·though the unique televised congressional proceedings looking to the possib

impeachment of a President

leave us without close precedents to guide our judgments con-
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cerning

r impact on sub

court has

applcd

"~llith

criminal

ecutions, one

the issue on a much more limited
~;ubsequent

scale and concluded that

b. ial

must at minimum
media coverage

await the tempering of prejudice created by
of such events.

In Delaney v. United States, 199 F.2d 107 .(lst Cir.

1952), a District Collector of Internal Revenue was indicted
for receiving bribes.

Prior to the trial a

subco~mittee

of

the House of Representatives ·conducted public hearings into
his conduct and related matters.

The hearings generated mas-

sive publicity, particularly in the Boston area, including
motion picture films and sound recordings, all of which "afforded
the public a previe\v of the prosecution 1 s case against Delaney
without, however, the safeguards that: would attend a criminal
trial."

199 F.2d at 110.

Moreover, the publicized testimony

"ranged far beyo:1d matters relevant to the pending indict..'Tients."

199 F.2d at 110.

Delaney was tried ten weeks after the close

of these hearings and was convicted by a jury.

The Court of

Appeals reversed, holding that Delaney had been denied his
Sixth Am::mdment

:.~

ight to an impar

tl jury by being forced to

"stand trial while the damaging effect of all that hostile
publicity may reasonably be thought not to have been
from the public mind."

Id. 114.
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The Court of Appeals did not suggest that the hearings were themselves improper.
stated that ". . .

Indeed, the court emphatically

[ iJ ·t was for the Comrni ttee to decide whether
demanded at that time a full-

considerations of Euhlic
dress public investigation

II

Id. 114 (emphasis added).

But the court continued,
"If the United States, through its legislative deparG~ent, acting conscientiously
pursuant to its conception of the public
interest, chooses to hold a public hearing
inevitably resulting in such damaging
publicity prejudicial to a person awaiting
trial on a pending indictment, then the
United States must accept the c.- nsequence that
the judicial department, charged with the duty
of assuring the defendant a fair trial before
an impartial jury, may find it neces
to
postpone the trial until by lapse of time the
danger or the prejudice may reasonably be
thought to have been substantially removed."
The principle expounded by the court in Delaney is
applicable here.

Faced with allegations that the Watergate

events involved actions by the President, the House of Representatives determined that not only was an impeachment inquiry
required, but that the inquiry must be open to the public so
that the charges and evidence in support thereof could be
vie'l.ved and analyzed by the American people.
Congress in that decision.
country

Perhaps

there was no other choice.

..

We need no·t fault

in the intere:::'t of the
But having pursued a
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course purposely

d~;signed

to permit the \·lidest dissemination

of and exposure to the issuGs and evidencG involvGd, the
government must no'vl abide by that decision which produced the
very environment which forecloses a fair tr

1 for the subject

of their inquiry.

The foregoing view is not at all incompatible with
the Constitution, which permits the trial of a President following impeac1uaent -- and therefore, some might argue, condones his trial after his leaving office.
Constitution withholds from

t:~

vidual rights afforded o

s.

Nothing in the

fermer President the same indiTherefore, if developments

in means of cornmunication have reached a level at which their
use by Congress in the course of impeac1uuent proceedings forever taints the public's mind, then the choice must be to
forego their use or forego indictment follovJing impeachment.
Here, the choice has been made.

Further demonstration of the wholly unique nature
of this matter appears in the public discussion of a pardon
for the former President -- which discussion adds to the atmosphere in \vhich a trial consistent with due process is impossible.

-
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Since the resignation of r1r. Nixon, the news media
has been

lled with c _1rrL.'Tientary and debate on the issue of

whether the former President should be pardoned if charged
v1ith offens-2s relatin9 to Watergate.

As with nearly every other

controversial topic arising from the 'Vlater

events, the

media has sought out the opinions of both public officials and
private ci·tizens, even conducting public opinion polls on the
question.

A recurring theme expressed by many has been that

Nr. Nixon has suffen:.!d enough and should not be subjec·ted to
further punishment, certainly not imprisonment.
Without regard to the merits of that view, the fact
that there exid:s a pu.blic sentiment in favor of pardoning
the former President in itself prejudices the possibility of
Mr. Nixon's receiving a fair trial.

Despite the most ferven·t

disclaimers, any juror who is a-v1are of the general public • s
disposition will

undou1:~tedly

be influenced in his judgment,

thinking that it is highly probable that a vote of guilty will
not result in Hr. Nixon's imprisonment.

Indeed, the impact

of the public deb;: te on this issue \vill undoubtedly fall not
only on the jury but also on the grand jury and the Special
Prosecutor, lifting some of the· constraints which might otherwise have militated in favor of a decision not to
Human nature could not be othenvise.
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We raise this point not to suggest that the decision
of whether to prosecute in this case cannot be reached fairly,
but rathe:

to emphasize that this matter -- like none other

before it and probably a

it -- has been so thoroughly

subjected to extraneous and highly unusual forces that any
prosecution of Hr. Nixon could not fairly withstand detached
evaluation as complying with due process.

II.

The Nationwide Public
Exposure to Watergate
Precludes the Impaneling
of an Impart~ial Jury

The Sixth Amen&uent guarantees a defendant trial
by jury, a guara:,tee that has consistently been held to mean
that eacl juror impaneled -- in the often quoted language of
Lord Coke

will be "indifferent as he stands unsworn."

Litt. 155b.

See Irvin v. DO'I.vd, 366 U.S. 717 (1961): Turner v.

Louisiana, 379 U.S. 472 (1965).

Co.

The very nature of the

vlatergate events and the massive public discussion of Hr. Nixon's
relationship to them have made it impossible to find any
of

j~rymon

who can

me~t

Sixth Amendment standard.

On numerous occasions the Supreme Court has held
that the nature of the publicity surrounding a case \vas such
that jurors exposed to it could not possibly have rendered a

-

ll

verdict based on the evidence.
U.S. 333 (1966);

Ridea~1

-

See Sheppard v.

~a~vell,

384

v. Louisiana, 373 U.S. 723 (1963);

Irvin v. DO\Jd, supra; Marshall v. United States, 360 U.S. 310
(1959).

'l'he most memorab1:

of these was

~_pard

v. Maxviell,

in which the Court, describing the publicity in the Cleveland
metropolitan area, referred time and again_ to media techniques
employed there -- v1l1ich in the Watergate case have been
utilized on a natiomvide scale and for a much longer period
of time.

The follm·1ing excerpts from the Court • s opinion are

exemplary:
this period the newspapers
emphasized evidence that tended to inc 1 ~im
inate Sheppard and pointed out discrepancies in his statements to authoritiesQ"
•
p. 340.
"Throu~_hout

* * *
"On the sidewalk and steps in front of the
courthouse, television and newsreel camerc-s
were occasionally used to take motion
pictures of the participants in the trial,
including the jury and the judge. Indeed,
one television broadcast carried a staged
interview of the judge as he entered the
courthouse. In the corridors outside the
courtroom there \vas a host of photographers
and television personnel with flash cameras,
portuble lights and motion picture cameras.
'------/
This group photographed the prospective
jurors during selection of the jury. After the
trial opened, the witnesses, counsel, and
jurors were photographed u.nd televised \vhenever they entered or left the courtroom."
pp. 343-44.
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* * *
"The daily rc~cord of the proceedings \.~as
made available to the ne.vspapers and the
testimony of each witness was printed
verbatim in the local editions, along with
objections of counsel, and rulings by the
judge. Pictures
Sheppard,
judge,
counsel, pertinent ,_.li tnesses, and the jury
often accompanied the daily ne'i:lspaper and
television accounts. At times
newspapers published photographs of exhibits
in·troduced at the trial, and the rooms of
Sheppard's house were featured along with
relevant testimony." pp. 344-45.

* * *
"On the second day of voir s.U:E~ examination
a debate was staged and broadcast live
over w"11K radio.
participants, ne'vlspaper reporters, accused Sheppard's cow1sel
of throwing roadblocks in the way
the
prosecution and asserted that Sheppard conceded his guilt by hiring a prominent
criminal lmvyer." p. 346. *
The Sheppard murder was sensational news and the media reacted
accordingly.

In the course they destroyed the state's ability

to afford Sheppard a fair trial.
The sensation of \vatergate is a hundredfold that of
the Sheppard murder.

But the media techniques remain the

The prejudicial publicity in Sheooard com.-T.enced well before trial, even before
s were brough·t, and continued throucrhout the duration of the prosecution.
Although Nr. Nixon has not been criminally
, the
press coverage of the impeachment proceedings and Hatergate re
criminal tr ls reflect obvious simild1:ities
to the
coverage.
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same and the destruction of an environment for a tr
sistent with due process has been nationwide.
Court should not

1 con-

The Supreme

upon an appeal by Mr. Nixon --have to

recoun-1:: for history the unending litany of prejudicial
publicity Hhich served to deprive the President of the
afforded others.

The bar against prosecution raised by the
in this case defies remedy by the no\v common techniques of
delaying indictment or trial, changing venue, or scrupulously
screening

prospE~ctive

jurors.

Although the court in Delant:.Y.,

supra, could not envision a case in which the prejudice from
publicity would be "so permanent and irradicable" that as a
matter of lmv there could be no trial 1.-:ithin the foreseeable
future, 199 F.2d, at 112, it also could not have envisioned
the national Watergate saturation of the past two years.
Unlike others accused of involvement in the tvatergate events, Mr. Nixon has been the subject of unending public
efforts "to make the case" against him.

The question of

Mr. Nixon's responsibility for the events has been the central
political issue of the era.

As each piece of new evidence

became public it invariably was analyzed from the vie'.vpoint
of whether it brought the \'Vatergate events closer to "the
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Oval Office" or as to "what the President
knew it."

and when he

The focus on othc:r.s was at most indirGct.
In short, no de

in trial, no.change of venue,

and no screening of prospective jurors could assure that

ings, and the PresidctYt • s resignation wou.::..d dissipate to the
point where Mr. Nixon CO'..tld receive the fair trial to which
he is entitled.

The reasons are clear.

Court stated in Rideau v.

Supreme

As

u.s.

373

717, 726 {1963):

For anyone who has ever watched te
sion
the conclusion cannot be avoided t ·tt this
Spt!ctacle, to the tens of thousc.;n(i of
people who sav.,r and heard it, in a very real
sense ~ . . • [
1 trial • • • Any su~ sequent court proceedings in a community so
pervasively exposed to such a spectacle
could be but a hollow formality.

-/

Not only has the media cove:cage of Watergate been
pervasive and oven·1helmingly adverse to .Hr. Nixon, but nearly
every member of Congress and po

tical cowmentator has rendered

a public opinion on his guilt or innocence.

Indeed for nearly

two years sophisticated public opinion polls have surveyed
the people as to their opinion on I<:lr. Nixon's involvement in
\vatcrgate and v1hether he should
ask whether Mr. Nixon should
tions, fe\v A:mericans can have

impcc:tched.
indicted.
led to

No\v the polls

Under such condi-

h~ve

formed an opinion

- 15 -

as to Nr. Nixon's guilt of

charges made against him. Few,

if any, could -- even under ·the most careful instructions
from a court -- expunge such an opinion from their minds so
as to serve as fair and impartial jurors.

"The influence

that lurks in an opinion once formed is so persistent that
it unconsciously fights detach ·:ent from the mental processes
of the average man."

Irvin v. Dowd, 366 U.S. 717·, 727 (1961).

And as Justice Robert Jackson once observed, "The naive
assumption that prejudicial effects can be overcome by instructions to the jury, • • . all prac·ticing lawyers know to
be unmitigated fiction.

u.s.

440,

3 (1949)

11

Krulc:i tch v. United States, 336

(concurring opinion).

See also Delaney v.

•
United States, 199 F.2d 107, 112-113 (lst Cir. 1952).

CONCLUSION

The media accounts of \vatergate, the political
columnists' debates, the daily televised proceedings of the
House Judiciary Com..1ittee, the public opinion polls, the
televised dramatizations of OVal Office conversations, the
newspaper cartoons, the "talk-show" discussions, the lettersto-the-editor, the privately placed conunercial ads, ·even
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bumper stickers, have totally saturated tJ1e American people
with \'latergu.te.

In the procc:s the citizens of this country

-- in unc2.lculable numbers -- from whom a jury would be
drawn have formulated o;-;inions as to the culpability of
Mr. Nixon.

Those opinions undoubtedly reflect both politi-

cal and philosophical judgments totally divorced from the
facts of Watergate.

Some are assuredly reaffirmations of

personal likes and dislikes.
only on the

ts.

But few inde8d are premised

And absolutely none rests solely on evidence

admissible at a criminal trial.

Consequently, any effort to

prosecute Mr. Nixon would requirE:! something no other trial
has ever requ..i.:ceu --

LIH::~

eradication from the conscious and

•
subconscious of every juror the opinions formulated over a
period of at least two years, during which time the juror
has been subjected to a day-by-day presentation of the Watergate case as it unfolded in both the judicial and political
arena.
Under the circumstances, it is inconceivable that
the government could produce a jury free from actual bias.
But the standard is higher than that, for the events of ·the
past two years have created such an ovenvhelrr 1g

1

ikelihood
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of prejudice that the ab:::;ence of due process would be in-

_y

herent in any trial of l'lr. Nixon.

It would be forever

regrettable if history were to record that this country -in i·ts desire to maintain the appE;arance of equality under
la'd -- sa\v fit to deny to the former President

right of

a fair trial so jealously preserved to others through the
constitutional requirements of due process of law and of
trial by impartial jury.

Herbert J. Miller, Jr •
.f\ULLER, CASSIDY,

LA.RROCA & LEWIN'

1320 19th Street, N.W., Suite 500
Washington, D. C. 20036
(202) 293-6400
Of Counsel
William H. Jeffress, Jr.
R. Stan Mortenson

It is true that in most cases involving
claims of due process deprivations we
require a shoc.1ing of identifiable prejudice to the accused. Nevertheless, at
times a [procedure] employed by the State
involves such a probability that prejudice
will result that it is deemed inherently
lacking in due process." Este,: v. Texas,
381 u.s. 532, (1965).
11
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GENTLEf·1EN,

Nl' 'l'HE OUTSET I

FIJ3ST,

I AM IN,

h'OUIJD LIKE TO MAKE SEVER.l\L POIN'l'S.

EVERYONE HeRE RECOGNIZES THE DIFFICULT POSITION

I P.H A PARTY IN INTEREST.

SECOND, NO ONE REGRETS BORE THAN I

TRAGIC EPISODE.

I

DO THIS 'VJHOLE

HAVE DEEP PERSONliL SYNPATHY FOR YOU

HR. PRESIDENT, AND YOUR FINE FAMILY.

THIRD,

I

vHSH TO EMPHASIZE THAT HAD I

-

KNOWN AND HAD

IT BEEN DISCLOSED TO HE WHA'l' HAS BEEN DISCLOSED IN REFERENCE

----------

TO THE WATERGATE AFFAIR IN THE LAST TWENTY-FOUR HOURS,

~vOULD
ttn

LW

I

NOT HAVE MADE A NUMBER OF THE STi'\TEI,mNTS THA'l' I lUNE
-~ CWIWJI.~~-,...S-.->0-U;::A%_•. . , . __ _ _ _, _ _

I'-1ADE, EITHER AS MINORITY LEl.>,.DER OR AS VICE PRESIDENT OF

THE UNITED STATES.

FOURTH,

I

DO NOT EXPECT TO MAKE 1\T:Y RECOMr·1END1\.TTON

-----------------TODAY TO THE PRESIDENT AS TO \\THAT HE SHOULD DO AND NEITHER

DO I

EXPI;C'r TO 1·1Z\1\E ANY SUCH RECOi'-1HENDA'l'ION TO ANY OF THE

OTHERS Nr THIS HEE'l'ING.

(MORE)

-2-

FIF'rH, WHETHI:R 'fHE FULL DISCLOSURES iVILL HEET 'l'HE

CONSTITUTIONAL DEFINITION OF AN IMPEACHABLE OFFENSE IS A

HATTER 'flll\T

Cl~N

ONLY BE FINALLY RESOLVED BY THE UNITED

STl~'fES

SENATE IN A PROCEEDING l\S PROVIDED FOR IN THE CONSTITUTION.

FINALLY, LET ME ASSURE YOU THAT I

EXPECT TO CONTINUE

------------------TO SUPPORT FULLY THE

ADHINISTRlc~.TION'

FIGHT AGAINST INFLATION.

S FOREIGN POLICY AND

•

STATEJiiEt'li' BY VICE PHESIDEr'IT GEPJ..T D H. FORD

\I!ASIIINGTO~J,

FOR

ll'~ll'•'IEDI/\"l'E

D. C,.

CO!I!'TACT:
Paul .r.liltich 456-2364

R.EL:' :;E

Monday, August 5, 1974

I have not listened to the tapes nor have I read the transcripts of the
President's conversations with l\lr'. Halde"T'.a.n.
and the context of it my

CQ~ent

\·lithout lmmving Y.lhat was said

would serve no useful purpose and I shall

have none.
Indeed, I have come to the conclusion that the public

irit~rest

is no

longer served by repetition of my previously expressed belief that on the basis
of all the evidence known to me and to the American people the President is

Jt guilty of an impeachable offense under the Constitutional definition of
"trease>n, bribery or other high crimes and misdemeanors."
•

Inasmuch as add:i , ioL-

al evidence is about to be forthcoming from the President, \•rhich he says mcy
be damaging, I :illtend to respectfully decline to discuss 1mpeach"nent matters in
public or in response to questions until the facts are more fully available . .
Tne \'Jhole tr-uth should be the objective of the trial before the Senate.
Under the Constitution the Vice President is relieved of his role as
Officer of the Senate when it

~:its

~~esidir -·

to try a President on impeacr.ment ch..a2:·ges.

1be wisdom of this provision is obvious, for the Vice President regardless of

his personal feelings is a party of interest as the Constitutional succe.ssor
if a

Pre.sid ,.~nt

hJ..ms~lr

is removed from office.

Since President Andre·,;r Johnse>n

:·::~s

a Vice President who succeeded to the Presidency u_;:-on the death , '

..

.

1ITl

L:iJ

·1, and no prov.ision then existed for filling

a

vacatl<~Y

in tfR

, ..:..--: · 'Tcslr.l · '":1, there are no precedents to guide me except my o:m ccrrrrnon

,; · se and my conscience.
peach11ent issue stand

R::lth tell me to let

Uil\..~1

my

wid2ly known views on the im-

I have reason to change them and to refuse further

conment at this time .
There is another compelling reason for my decision.

vJhen I was nominated

by the President to be Vice President ten months ago , I promised the Congress
that confirmed me that I would do my very best to be a calm corrmunicator and
ready conciliator betv.reen the Executive and Legislative branches of our Federal
government .

I have done so .

But in the impeachment process the President and

the Congress are now in an adversary relationship which as deeply divides the
legislators as it does the people they represent .
Tnere are many urgent matters on Pmerica ' s agenda in which I hope to conti.'1ue to serve this great country as a communicator and conciliator .

The busi-

ness of government must go on and the genuine needs of the people must be served .
I believe I cm1 make a better contribution to this end by not involving myself
daily in the

~peachment

debate, in which I have no Constitutional role.

###

•

•

VICE PRESIDENT FOHD'S PI, ,.;s CONFERENCE, AUGUST 3, 1974
N~W ORLEANS FAIHM(JNT HOTEL
Ques: Inaudible .
Vice President: I'll simply repeat what I've said.

I think the

has ·roded and the possibility is that the vote will be unfavorable to the
Pre ident.
Q

Inaudible .

..

Vice Pr

--------.

id..., t: In none of the m.eetings was there any discussion of the

resignation of the President.

I did me

th

Mr. Simo·n·s,

Secretary of

the Treasury, because the day after he got back from his trip to the Middle
East he called and wanted to fully brief me on what he observed and what his
views were on the oil problem and relatec1 matters.
up schedule I didn't have a chance to see Mr . Ash.
think, either Jonday or Tuesday.
on the legislative programs.

•

the other were so th

We scheduled him, I

I met vith B:ill Ti 1.r.ppns q.nd the others

Unf

m€ etings

Because of the jammed

rtun~

11er

tely, Bill

uld

no~.

be there but

----

than the . one with .Al

Ita~g

were the

routine meetings that I have with the President's legislative representatives,

-

cabinet officers , who whenever they think they have a message to give me,
they call and we get together .

Yes .

Ques: Inaudible.
Vice President: I think the strategy is wbat it has always been; that the

-

fad

should get out, be debated and on the basis of the fac s the President

a nd his ad•dsors feel that h< is not guii
it's

•

Out'S:

-

m · npeachable offense.

.. traightforv ard strat gy now as it has been in the past.
Inaudible .

-------..

Viet' President: My trips out were planned some months ago and just
happcm·d to coincide with the Prcsidt nt' s situation in the House of

•

I h.

1

Representatives.

There was no coordination between this trip and the current

situation in the House of Representatives.
Ques: Inaudible.
·vice President: Well, the full discussion of the evidence before the committee,
the full discussion of any and all evidence that's available and to get through
Chuck Wiggins, Dave Dennis, Charlie Sandman (sp) and others
on the President's point of view.
Ques: Inaudible.
Vice President: No, there was no discussion of my travels.
House gets a copy of my travel schedule.

The Wh1

They know where I'm going and there

was no discussion of any change in that regard.

There was no discussion of

any change in my role in the program to try and get the best foot forward as
far as the President's concerned.
Ques: Inaudible.
Vice President: Well, we're a long way from any final action in the Congress
on matters now or to be presently before the House.

I can only repeat under

these circumstances my oft-said statement that I have no intention of running
for any political office in 1976.

Yes.

Ques: Inaudible.
Vice President: Number 1, Mr. Treen had nothing to do whatsoever with
Watergate.

So, what's happened as far as individuals are concerned, Mr.

Treen has no connection whatsoever with Watergate.
on his fine service to his constituents.

Mr. Treen can run

He can be a candidate in support

of what I think are the sound policies of the Nixon Administration in
achieving peace, maintaining it and building for peace in the future and
2

•

•

Mr. Treen stands for the policies which I think are sound for peace and a
solid economy and if he continues the fine service to his constituents
personal interest in their problems, I think Mr. Treen has a good record

Ques: Inaudible.
Vice President: I don't understand.
Ques:

(Inaudible)

on
Vice President: Well, I think that Mr. Treen running/his own of a record
of fine service with no connection whatsoever with people involved in
Watergate, I'm delighted to be here to speak up on his behalf.

Well, I

don' t think the American people are going to blame every republican just
because of the misdeeds of a few.

Just for example, there are some members

of Congress on the democratic side who in one way or another, appear to be
involved in some illegal, unethical (whichever you want to call it) campaign
funding. · I don't blame every democrat just because some seem to have made
a mistake.

I don't think the American people will either.

Yes.

Ques: Inaudible.

~'"'~~.~~...:__:::~et rather frequeri.tly \ ith General Haig.

Vice President:

f

I

"M

h

re

( a nuinoer of matt'ers, a number of things, that we frequently discuss· legislation, the situation as far as Watergate is concerned~
ordinary meeting, if that's what you want me to say.

C llOns.

Ques: Inaudible.

..

•

-

_

It was not an extra-

..

It was an ordinary

Vice President: I'm not going to speculate on that.

That's too far down the

road.
Ques: Inaudible.

--

Vice President: Well I got a telephone call from Senator Bob Griffin con-

--.

cerning a local Michigan matter.

Yes.

Ques: Inaudible.
Vice President: Well, I think it would be a tragedy because of the fine job
that Dave Treen's done.

Mr. Treen ran in a district that has been held by

a democrat for almost a century or more.
55 per cent.

He won by, as I recall, 54- or

That's not what you would call a big margin, but having won

and having done a good job, I'm not going to speculate on whether it's backlash.

I just think it would be a tragedy because he's been on one of the most

important committees, the Committee on Armed Services, that has a great
•
connection with this area and having done a good job I juft think it would be
most unfortunate.
Ques: Inaudible.
Vice President: It is because cf
that he was elected in 1972 as the only republican in this area.

I think

Dave Treen is an extraordinarily able member of the Congress and I'm
delighted to come down here to participate in any way I can to be helpful.
Ques: Inaudible.
Vice President: I can't say for sure on that because the circumstances may
vary but today, becaus e ci the 1 ilnited time in the thre e areas whe r e I spoke
there were other things that I thought were more important.
a decision on the particular question that you asked.
1

•

•

I haven't made

Ques: Inaudible.
Vice President: I have read most if not all of it and on the basis of what I
'have read and what I have heard, It
many

....__

time~>

t.bat I , 'nk '

l

:1

ion as I've saJ.d

Pre ·den' 's innocent of an impeachable offense .

Ques: Inaudible.
Vice President; Let me say· thos r transcripts don't confer. sainthood on

---

anybody and I dt>ri't like some of the ~:higs that were done and some of the
things that happen·e a but that's quite different from an impeachable offense.
I don't like some of the things that were done under previous democratic
as well as republican presidential administrations, but despite my disapproval
of those things, that doesn't mean that that president should have been impeached.

There's a very severe and serious difference between what I don't

like as to an administration whether it's Johnson or Truman or Eisenhower
or Kennedy.

There's some things I didn't like.

And I don't like some things

that happened as reflected in the tapes, but that's quite different.
different from an impeachable offense.
Ques: Inaudible.
Vice Pres . d ,. n:t: My view. is that censure is less serious.
alternative was presented and if I were in the House I would favor it, but I
can't tell you how it's going to turn out because it's something that I have no
part of not being in the House.
Ques: Inaudible.
Vice President: Well, I think some of the comments that have been made in
the co:irnnittees, some of the news media observations, some of the public
5

•

expression.

I think that the President has been well informed that some of

the things that took place, some of the comments in the transcripts, were
.not to the public 1 s liking I think the message has ••.•••.•.•••• {could be
"has gotten there'').
Ques: Inaudible.
Vice President: You mean the 64 that are being ..••• Well, I have read or
heard or heard about all the evidence that went to the committee.
not heard of th

o4

I 1 ve
-

tba"t are in the proc

s of

b~d:gg

>

delivered fo Ju.dge

!!{ --------------------·---------------------------------------/
Sirica.
Ques:

Inaudible.

Vice President: If that was the alternative to impeachment,
I {unfinished)
Ques: Inaudible.
Vice President: No,

I would prefer that over the other because I think that

does reflect some of the things that the public don't approve of the way the
office was run.
Ques: Inaudible.
Vice President: Well, you so surprised me by the fact that we are getting
off a one-track mind here that I'm hardly prepared ••.•••.••. thank you

very much . .............. .

6
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•

•

VICE PRESIDENT FOHD'S l1~ESS CONFERENCE, AUGUST 3,
HATTIESBURG, M SISSIPPI

•

Vice President: .••••.••.• people here and I welcome the old folks back
again.

Thank you; it's an opportunity that I lool, forward to to answer any

questions.
Ques:

Yes.

Mr. Vice President.

This morning in the local news here, there

was a comment about the resolution introduced by Republican Paul Finley
calling for a censure measure rather than impeachment.

Have you ever

seen anything like this happen ••••••••. tha1 go through the long ordeal
of the impeachment process 'for· the nation?
Tf I had my druthers, I would rather have the House of

-)(-

Representatives vote as I think the facts justify which is acquittal.

But

if you have no alternative, except a vote for impeachment or censure,
certainly I would prefer th
•
Ques: Mr. Vice President.

censur •
In the past weeks there have been numerous

editorials and news stories suggesting very politely that it's time for you
to shut up.

You have now been to three cities here in Mississippi today.

On all of the occasions you did not talk about the President's
problems.

impeachm~nt

Have you decided to heed this advice and retire to the sidelines?

Vice President: Well, as you have noticed, I'm sure, on each of the three
. places I spoke in Mississippi: Golden Triangle, Jackson and here in
Hattiesburg and Laurel I have spoken out very strongly on behalf of the
President as the architect of peace and that he has achieved something
that no other President has accomplished.

In the limited tirne that I have

in these engagements, I think that it i, vitally important to speak about the

..

•

affirmative things which I have done.
wrong impression .
days ago.

My views are just a

strong today as they were two

I believe the President is iimocent of any ) n

and I haven't

a habl

offense

ha':_}ged my mind.

Ques: Are you going to continue saying this or are you going to retire to
the sidelines at their suggestion?
Vice President: Well, I am going to do as I have done here in Mississippito come and talk with people or listen to people .

If I'm asked as you have

asked me, I will answer the questions on tJ is occasion as I have
that I think the

m the past

resident i,s innocent but in the limited time {and I think they

gave me five minutes or maybe six minutes) I had to decide what was the
more important thing to say.

But, I d6n 1t

a:rif

ny ip1p

s sion created that

I have changed my mind about the President's i:hiiocence.
Ques: Mr. Vice President.

In May of this year you stated that you thought

the vote of the House would be about fifty-fifty for or against impeachment.

Hov;•

do you feel about it today?
Vice P1 esident: I think the situation in the House has eroded considerably.
The odds are significantly changed.
Ques: Mr. Vice President.

In spite of the strategy of our own Cott5 ressmen,

the Southern strategy has definitely been drastically damaged by Watergate.
A good example is the pro-impeachment vote of Representative Walter Flowers
of Alabama.

If the President is convicted in the Senate, do you feel that you

can regain this loss to Southern support and if so, how will you do it?
Vice President: I ' ve always had a great many friends in the south and the

..

•

House,

~oth

democratic as well as republican.

During the period that I

served in the House, we went from no republicans in the ten or eleven states
to, I think, 33 or 34 at the present time.
in this process.

I like to believe that maybe I helped

I can assure you that I'm going to maximize my efforts as

I think I've done today to work to elect and reelect republican members of the

House.

I think it's important, I think it's vital, that we have some balance

in every state between democrats and republicans

in the Congress.

I

t hink it's good; I think it's healthy for America.
Ques:

You stated that you think the President had eroded, had lost his

strength, as I understood it, in the House.
Vice President:
Ques:
Vic

Do you

That's right.

now think he will be impea\:hed?

p·residerit: I su.·pect tha

the odds are such, unless there's some change,

the:alie r -•Y be.
Ques: You had a meetin:g the other day_with General Haig.
Press Secret

Afterwards your

r_y, Mr. Miltich said that you had discussed impeachment and so

forth and he also said that you had been

doing a lot

of thin'king with regard to

your position on -impeachJ 1.ent and when the proper time comes you're going
to make your views known.

Has the· PE~_E_~r fime come?

Vice President: I have met with Al Haig.
I meet with him
occasion

I would say, at least twiCe a week ev l ry we k.

We did on this

as we have in the past, met to discuss our impressions on what

the situation

s i

the House, wh; t conld b .. done if

mE-mbers of the House that the
Now

I don' think this is unusual because

Prcsid t ~nt

1 don't thinl'" that what you

•

E1

h·

1

a~ything

o con ince the

was innoce t as both of u

feel.

on<· of tny staff rnembcrs said was

accu
was

). f ·<·Engs .

t

ch~nging

In

c

told a sta "'member on my part that I

my po ition as to the innoc

1c

o

1ilt of the President.

I

still believe the President is innocent of any impeachable offense and anybo -.y on my staff who thinks I've

char , ed is

wrong.

Nm

perhap::; there comes

a time when it is advisable under the circumstances for me to say I have this
viewpoint; I'm not gbing to· say, a.ny more but don't come to the conclusion,
by my lack of speaking, that I have backed off.

I have not.

Ques: You have come to that time where .••••.•••..•.
Vice President: No, I don't think I've come to that time.
Ques: When was the last time you saw the President?
Vice President: About ten days ago.
Ques: In San Clemente?
Vice President:

Yes.

Ques: Governor Wctllace said he couldn't be here because he had a prior
engagement that could have been broken if this had been an official visit
rather than a political visit.

What do you feel about this?

Vice President: I would never under any circumstances criticize any local
public official or state public official.

I understand very well the problem

of commitments, speaking commitments, or other commitments that somebody in public life has and let

n~e

assure you and the Governor that I would be

delighted to see him eithe r in Washington or when I come back.

I just

understand the practical problems that he has.
Ques: In the eyent that you are elevated to
ment proc
Ans:

th<~

Presidency through impeach-

s , ,_, wha • are · mr plans fo.r the Cabinet?

Well. I l.hink H' s i '

pp1·op
.d.

..

•

1.h for me to talk nbou tho c , peotll s .

Ques: Now that your political struggle was recently used to describe the
impeachment proceedings against President Nixon, with the President
"being the underdog, do you believe that this is adequate description of what
is happening in Washington at the present.
Vice President: I think the President is being attacked in a partisan way by
a segment of the members of the Congress.

I've said it before and I reiterate

it here. The eight members on the committee on judiciary th· t voted against
me had no moral or ethical' or other reasons for voting against me except
that they didn't agr e with my political Eh:g~sophy.

The thirty-five in the

House who voted against me had the same reasons.

They '1ad no other reason.

Tliey're sort of the hard core of this element, and I think it's partisan.
Ques: You stated that this trip would be both a political visit to Mississippi
and recreational.

Do you plan to take off some time after your visit to our

State?
Vice President: Well, I'm going on from here to New Orleans.

I'm going to

make a speech there this evening and I hope to play, maybe,
tomorrow.
Ques: Monday, House Miriorily Leader J 61iii' Rh'ode s ••.•..•..•.

·,

.•.•.•.•• he was going to hold a press conference presumably to offerms
thoughts on the impeachment question.
i~peachmel1t,

Do' you view this, if he does go for

as a serious setbach to the White house strategy?

Vice President: Since I don1 t know what John Rho.de·s is going to say, I
don't think I should speculate.

What he says are his words and I don't

think I should forecast or speculate as to the impact of them so with that
observation, I think 11 11 wait to hea

•

•

what John says •

Ques: Today in your address you noted the efforts of the President in
Foreign relations.
some hat

f£

D

u f

1 that the i!?J?..eachment proc ·edings have

ted our foreign r·elations?

Vice President: I don't t..1rink the impeachment proceedings thus far have
had an adverse impact on the conduct of our foreign affairs.
have been extrerr:ely successful.

After all we

The President ended a war, brought

back our POWs got involved in and successfully ended the war in the
Middle East.

I can't se

any evidence of

~n,y,

adverse

l~p_a_ct

so far.

But,

it is conceivable and it is possible that the prolongation of this pro cess could
have an adverse impact on our problems both ove-rseas as well as at home.
'

I hope not

but it is

conceivable.

Ques: Why is it that when supporters of the President go around talking,
are seen on television, •.••••••••••••••••.• they always totally skirt the
domestic side.

We 'know the President's forte is foreign policy, what is

going on here?

The President came to Jackson to .••.••••.••••.• measure

up ••••.••.••••.••••.• economy in the second ••••••••••• and everybody who

Vice President: Let me ask this question.

I understand that unemployment in

the state of Mississippi is the lowest of almost any state and that you're very
proud of it.

I understand that you're moving into an industrial development

here in Mis sis sipp:i; that you're very proud of it.

Are you saying that

Mississippi is unhappy?
Answer: No, I'm not saying that Mississippi is unhappy.

I'n~

not saying

that the Federal Govermnent deserves credit for that either.

'

.

6
\

..

•

\(

':

Vice President: Well, I happen to believe fromwhat I hear that Mississippi
is just going like mad and I'm proud of them.
Answer: Inaudible.
Vice President: I would rather have, and I think the country would rather
have, jobs rather than a Federal program.

I think it's far better for a

person to work for either the local Government or private enterprise than
for some progra:n.

There's nothing sacrosanct about a Federal program.

The quicker we get rid of them all the better off we'll be.

And, the point

I try to make is I want people who used to work for Federal programs to have
a job in private enterprise and that's what we need and that's what I understand you're doing in Mississippi.
Ques: Inaudible.
Answer: Well, my words today ar

the same as they were from October 12th .

•
I have no intention of being a candidate for any political office in 1976 and I
can't look down the road that far.
Ques:

I'll just repeat what I've said in the past.

Thank you Mr. Vice President.

Vice President: Thank you very much.

7

•

See you all later.

•

FOR lMMEDL\T'E RELEASE

AUGUST 5, 1974

Office of the White House Press Secretary

----------------------------------------------------··-------------~
THE WHITE HOUSE
STATEMENT BY THE PRESIDENT

1 have today instructed my attorneys to make available to the House
Judiciary Committee, and 1 am making public, the transcripts of three
conversations with H. R. Haldeman on June 23, 1972. I have also turned
over the tapes of these conversations to Judge Sirica, as part of the
process of my compliance with the Supreme Court ruling.
On April 29, in announcing my decision to make public the original set of
White House transcripts, 1 stated that ''as far as what the President personal!~
knew and did with regard to Watergate and the cover-up is concerned, these,
materials ..... together with those already made available .... will tell it all. "
Shortly after that, in May, I made a preliminary review of some of the 64
taped c~nversations subpoenaed by the Special Prosecutor.
Among the cor1versations I listened to at that time were two of those of
June 23. Although !'recognized that these presented potential problems, I
did not info:rm my staff or my Counsel of it, or those arguing my case, nor
did 1 amend my submission to the Judiciary Committee in order to include
and reflect it. At the time, 1 did not realize the extent of the implications
which these conversations might now appear to have. As a result, those
arguing my case, as well as those passing judgment on the case, did so with
information that was incomplete and in some respects erroneous •. This was
a serious act of omission for which I take full responsibility and which 1
deeply regret.
Since the Supreme Court's decision twelve days ago, 1 have ordered my.
Counsel to analyze the 64 tapes. and I have listened to a number of them
myself. This process has made it clear that portions of the tapes of these
June 23 conversations are at variance with certain of my previous statements.
Therefore, I have ordered the transcripts made available immediately to
the Judiciary Committee so that they can be reflected in the Committee's
report, and included in the record to be considered by the House and Senate.
In a formal written statement on May Z2 of last year, I said that shortly
after the Watergate break-in I became concerned about the possibility that
the FBI investigation might lead to the exposure either of unrelated covert
activities of the CIA, or of sensitive national security matters that the
so-called "plumbers" unit at the White House had been working on, because
of the CIA and plumbers connections of some of those involved. I said that
I therefore gave instructions that the FBI should be alerted to coordinate
with the CIA, and to ensure that the investigation not expose these sensitive
national security matters.
That statement was based on my recollection at the time
some eleven
months later ~-plus documentary materials and relevant public testimony
of those involved.
·

MORE

- z ..
The June Z3 tapes clearly show, however, that at the time 1 gave those
instructions I also discussed the political aspects of the situation, and that
I was aware of the advantages this course of action would have with respect
to limiting possible public exposure of involvement by persons connected
with the re-election committee.
. ..
.
My review of the additional tapes has, so far, shown no other major inconsistencies with what I have previously submitted. While I have no way
at this stage of being certain that there will not be others, I have no reason
to believe that there will be. In any case, the tapes in their entirety are
now in the process of being furnished to Judge Sirica •. He has begun what may
be a rather lengthy process of reviewing the tapes, pass_ing on specific claims
of executive privilege on portions of them, and forwarding to the Special
Prosecutor those tapes or those portions that are relevant to the Watergate
investigation.
.

It is highly unlikely that this review will be completed in time for the House
debate. It appears at this stage, however, tha.t a House vote ·of impeachment
ie, as .a practical matter, virtually a foregone conclusion, and that the issue
will therefore go to trial in the Senate. In order to ensure that no other
significant relevant materials are withheld, I shall voluntarily furnish to the
Senate everything from these tapes that Judge Sirica rules should go to the
Special Prosecutor.

I recogni~.e that this additional material I am now furnishing may further
damage my case 1 especially because attention will be dJ"awn:_separately to
it rather than to the evidence in its entirety. In considering its implications,
therefore, I urge that two points be borne in mind.
The first of these points is to remember what adually happ~ned .~s a result
of the instructions I gave on June Z3. Acting Director Gray' of the FBI did
coordinate with Director Helms and Deputy Director Walters of the CIA. The
CIA did undertake an extensive check to see whether any of its covert acti•
vities would be compromised by a full FBI investigation of Watergate. Deputy
Director .Walters then reported back to Mr. Gray that they would not be
compromised. On July 6, when I called Mr. Gray, and when he expressed
concern about improper attempts to limit his investigation, as the record
shows, I told him to press ahead vigorously with his investigation -- which he
did.
The second point I· would urge is that the evidence be looked at in its entirety,
and the events be looked at in perspective. Whatever mistake_s I made in the
handling of Watergate, the basic truth remains that when all the facts were
brought to my attention I insisted on a full investigation and prosecution of
those guilty. I am firmly convinced th4t .the record, in its entirety, does not
justify the extreme step of impeachtnent and.removal of a President. I trust
that as the Constitutional process goes forward, this perspective will prevail.

•
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THE PRESIDENT:

Please sit down.

Good afternoon.

At the outset, I have a very important and a
very serious announcement. There was a little confusion
about the date of this press conference. My wife, Betty, had
scheduled her first press conference for the same day.
Obviously, I had scheduled my first press conference for
this occasion. So, Betty's was postponed.
We worked this out between us in a calm and
orderly way. She will postpone her press conference
until next week, and until then, I will be making my own
breakfast, my own lunch and my own dinner. (Laughter)
Helen.
QUESTION: Mr. President, aside from the Special
Prosecutor's role, do you agree with the Bar Association
that the law applies equally to all men, or do you
agree with Governor Rockefeller that former President Nixon
should have immunity from prosecution, and specifically,
would you use your pardon authority,if necessary?
THE PRESIDENT: Well, let me say at the outset
that I made a statement in this room in the few moments
after the swearing-in, and on that occasion I said
the following: That I had hoped that our former President,
who brought peace to millions, would find it for himself.
Now, the expression made by Governor Rockefeller,
I think, coincides with the general view and the point of
view of the American people. I subscribe to that point of
view. But let me ad~ in the last ten days or two weeks I
have asked for prayers for guidance on this very important
point.
In this situation, I am the final authority.
There have been no charges made, there has been no action
by the courts, there has been no action by any jury, and
until any legal process has been undertaken, I think it is
unwise and untimely for me to make any commitment.
MORE
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Q
Mr. President, you have been in office 19
days now, and already some of your naturally conservative
allies are grumbling that you are moving too far to the left.
Does this trouble you?
THE PRESIDENT: I don't think I have deviated
from my basic philosophy nor have I deviated from what I
think is the right action. I have selected an outstanding
person to be the Vice President. I have made a decision
concerning amnesty, which I think is right and proper -no amnesty, no revenge -- and that individuals who have
violated either the draft laws or have evaded Selective
Service or deserted can earn their way, or work their
way, back. I don't think these are views that fall in the
political spectrum right or left.
I intend to make the same kind of judgments in other
matters because I think they are right and I think they are
for the good of the country.

Q
Mr. President, may I follow that with one
more example, possibly, that is there is a report the
Administration is considering a $4 billion public works
program in case the inflation rate gets higher than it is,
say six percent. Is that under consideration?
THE PRESIDENT: I think most of you
we have a public service employment program on
books which is funded right today, not for any
program,but to take care of those areas in our
there are limited areas of unemployment caused
crisis or any other reason.

do know that
the statute
major
country where
by the energy

There is a recommendation from some of my advisers
saying that if the economy gets any more serious, that this
ought to be a program, a broader, more expensive public
service program. We will approach this problem with compassion
and action if
there is a need for it.

Q
Si~, two political question$.
Do you definitely plan to run for President
in 1976, and if so, would you choose Governor Rockefeller
as your running mate, or would you leave that choice up to the
Convention's free choice?
THE PRESIDENT: I will repeat what has been said on
my behalf, that I will probably be a candidate in 1976. I
think Governor Rockefeller and myself are a good team,
but of course, the final judgment in this matter will be
that of the delegates to the national Convention.
MORE
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QUESTION: May I just follow up on Helen's
question: Are you saying, sir, that the option of a
pardon for former President Nixon is still an option that
you will consider,depending on what the courts will do.
THE PRESIDENT:
Of course, I make the final decision. And until it gets to me,I make no commitment one
~vay or
another.
But I do have the right as President
of the United States to make that decision.
QUESTION:

And you are not ruling it out?

THE PRESIDENT:
I am not ruling it out.
an option and a proper option for any President.

It is

QUESTION: Do you feel the Special Prosecutor
can in good conscience pursue cases against former top Nixon
aides as long as there is the possibility that the former
President may not also be pursued in the courts?
THE PRESIDENT: I think the Special Prosecutor,
Mr. Jaworski, has an obligation to take whatever action
he sees fit in conformity with his oath of office, and
that should include any and all individuals.
QUESTION: What do you plan to do as President
to see to it that we have no further Watergates?
THE PRESIDENT: Well, I indicated that, one,
we would have an open Administration. I will be 9s candid
and as forthright as I possibly can. I will expect
any individuals in my Administration to be exactly the same.
There will be no tightly controlled operation of the White
House staff. I have a policy of seeking advice from a
number of top members of my staff. There will be no one
person, nor any limited number of individuals, who make
decisions. I will make the decisions and take the blame
for them or whatever benefit might be the case.
I said in one of my speeches after the swearing
in, there would be no illegal wiretaps or there would be
none of the other things that to a degree helped to
precipitate the Watergate crisis.
QUESTION: Do you plan to set up a code of ethics
for the Executive Branch?
THE PRESIDENT: The code of ethics that will be
followed will be the example that I set.
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QUESTION: Mr. President, do you have any plans
now for immediate ste.ps to control and curtail inflation~
even before your summit conference on the economy?
THE PRESIDENT: We have announced that as far
as fiscal control is concerned, we will spend less in
the Federal Government in the current fiscal year than
$300 billion. That is a reduction of $5 billion 500 million
at a minimum.
This, I think, will have two effects: Number
one, it will be substantively beneficial, it will make our
borrowing from the money market less, freeing more money
for housing, for the utilities to borrow, and in addition,
I think it will convince people who might have some doubts
that we mean business.
But in the meantime, we are collecting other
ideas from labor, from management, from agriculture,
from a wide variety of the segments of our population to
see if they have any better ideas for us to win the battle
against inflation.
QUESTION: Mr. President, as you know, a number
of people have questioned your opposition to a return to
wage and price controls. Gardiner Ackley, a University of
Michigan economist that you have listened to in the past,
recently testified before Congress that if we are really
frightened about inflation, we ought to think about
returning to wage and price controls.
-.
Can you foresee any circumstances under which
you would be willing to do that and make them work?
THE PRESIDENT: I foresee no circumstances under
which I can see the reimposition of wage and price
controls. The situation is precisely this: This past
week I had a meeting with the Democratic and Republican
leadership, plus my own advisers in the field of our national
economy.
There was an agreement, number one, that I would
not ask for any wage and price control legislation. There
was agreement by the leadership on both sides of the
ffisle that there was no possibility whatsoever that this
Congress in 1974 would approve any such legislation.
Number three, labor and management almost unanimously
agree that wage and price controls at the present
time or any foreseeable circumstances were unwise.
Under all tnose circumstances, it means that
wage and price controls are out, period.
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Q
Can you give us your present thinking on how
best you might use Mr. Rockefeller as Vice President once
he is confirmed?
THE PRESIDENT: I have a lot of ideas. Until Congress confirms Mr. Rockefeller, we are sort of in a honeymoon
period. I really shouldn't make any commitments until we
actually get married.
But to be serious, if I might, I think Governor
Rockefeller can be extremely important in the new Administration as my teammate in doing effective work in the area of the
Domestic Council. We have to prepare legislative proposals
that will go to the Congress when the new Congress comes
back in January.
I believe that Governor Rockefeller will take
over my responsibilities heading the subcommittee of the
Domestic Council on privacy. Governor Rockefeller, with
his vast experience in foreign policy, can make a significant
contribution to some of our decision-making in the area of
foreign policy. Obviously, in addition, he can be helpful,
I think, in the political arena under certain guidelines
and some restrictions.

Q
Mr. President, you just ruled out wage and
price controls, but I just would like to ask you why
Mr. Nixon, when he was President, felt he was compelled
to go back to them because the situation was getting out of
hand? Can you just reinforce what you told Mr. Brokaw,
why you think the situation is that much out of hand yet?
THE PRESIDENT: I can only refer you to the circumstances and the decision of President Nixon in August
of 1971. That was a decision he made under quite different
curcumstances. We are in totally different circumstances
today. We have gone through a 3-year period, more or less.
I think we have learned a few economic lessons that wage
and price controls in the current circumstances didn't
work, probably created more dislocations and inequities.
I see no justification today, regardless of the rightness
or wrongness of the decision in 1971, to reimpose wage
and price controls today.

Q

Mr. President, you are still working with the
same team of economic advisers who advised your predecessor.
As a matter of putting your own stamp on your own Administration,
perhaps spurring
confidence, do you plan to change the
cast of characters?
THE PRESIDENT: There is one significant change.
Just within the last 48 hours, Herb Stein, who did a superb
job for President Nixon, is going back to the University
of Virginia, and Alan Greenspan is taking over and he has
been on board, I think two days.
MORE
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That is a distinct change.
I think Mr. Greenspan
will do an excellent job. We are soliciting, through the
economic summit, the views of a great many people from the
total spectrum of the American society. Their ideas will be
vitally important in any new, innovative approaches that
we take. So, I think,between now and the 28th of September,
when I think the second day of the summit ends, we will have
the benefit of a great many wise, experienced individuals
in labor, management, agriculture, et cetera, and this
will give us, I hope, any new approaches that are wise
and beneficial.

MORE
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QUESTION:
Some oil governments and some commercial
cartels, notably Aramco in Saudi Arabia are restricting
oil production in order to keep oil prices artifically
high.
Now the U.S. can't do anything about Venezuela, but
it can conceivably vis a vis cartels like Aramco. What
steps and actions do you plan to take in this regard?
THE PRESIDENT:
I think this points up veryvividly the need
and
necessity for us to accelerate every aspect of
Project independence, I think it highlights the need
and necessity for us to proceed with more oil and gas drilling,
a greater supply domestically.
I believe it points up the requirements that we expedite the licensing processes for new nuclear reactors.
I think it points up very dramatically the need that we expand
our geothermal, our solar research and development in the
field: of energy.
In the meantime, it seems to me that the effort
that ~,ras made several months ago to put together a group
of consumer-industrial nations requires that this group
meet frequently and act as much as possible in concert,
because if we have any economic adverse repercussions because of
high oil prices and poor investment policies, it could create
serious economic problems throughout the industrial world.
So it does require, I believe, the short-term action by
consumer nations and the long-term actions under Project
Independence.
QUESTION: Mr. President, ·to further pursue Helen's inquiry,
havethere been any communicationsbetween the Special Prosecutor's
office and anyone on your staff regarding President Nixon?
THE PRESIDENT:

Not to my knowledge.

QUESTION: Mr. President, the beneficial effects
of bl,ldget cutting ori inf-lation will take some time. to·:
dribble down to the wage earner. What advice would you give
the wage earner today who is having trouble stretching his
dollar over his needs.
THE PRESIDENT:
I think every wage earner has to
realize we are going through a serious economic problem with
inflation in double digits, not as bad as people in many
Western European countries, but it will require him or her to
follow the example of their Federal Government which is going
to tighten its belt and likewise for an interim period of
time watch every penny.
QUESTION: Mr. President, you said last March in an
interview, I think in Seapower magazine,that you came down
quite strongly in favor of establishing a U.S.-Indian Ocean
fleet with the necessary bases to support it. Do you still stand
by
that and do you favor the development of Diego Garcia?
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THE PRESIDENT: I favor the limited expansion of
our base at Diego Garcia. I don't view this as any challenge
to the Soviet Union. The Soviet Union already has three
major naval operating bases in the Indian Ocean. This
particular proposed construction, I think, is a wise
policy and it ought not to ignite any escalation of
problems in the Middle East.
Yes, Sarah.
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QUESTION: I want to ask about this new veterans
benefits bill which Congress passed in the last hours. I
understand this is a bill that you favored and maybe
spurred the Congress to pass. It saves $200 million.
My question is: Is that a real savings when it gives
the disabled man less money than an able man and disrupts
completely the veterans going to college in September?
THE PRESIDENT: I had no part in just how
that House action was taken. I did discuss,'coming back
from the VFW meeting in Chicago, with a number of Uembers
of the House and Senate, the problem that I faced with the
bill that came out of conference, which would have added
$780-some million over and above the budget for this year and
a substantial increase for a number of succeeding years.
But that particular compromise was put together
and brought to the Floor of the House without any
participation by me. I think there are some good provisions
in that particular House action. It does tend to equalize
the benefits for Vietnam veterans with the benefits
that were given to World War II and to Korean veterans.
There are some, I think, inequities, and you
probably pointed out one. I hope when the Congress
reconvenes within a week or so that they will go back
to conference, take a good look and hopefully el~~inate
any inequities and keep the price down because it is
inflationary the way it was and it may be the way it was
proposed by the House.
QUESTION: Mr. President, concerning the Federal
budget, will domestic social programs have to bear the
whole brunt of theanti-inflation fight or can
some money come OUt of the defense bUdget, and if SO,
how much?
THE PRESIDENT: No budget for any department is
sacrosanct~ and that includes the defense budget.
I
insist, however, that sufficient money be made available
to the Army, the Navy and the Air Force so that we are
strong militarily for the purpose of deterring war or
meeting any challenge by any adversary. But if there
is any fat in the defense budget, it ought to be cut out
by Congress or eliminated by the Secretary of Defense.
In the meantime, all other departments must be
scrutinized carefully so that they don't have any fat
and marginal programs are eliminated.
Mrs. Tufty?
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QUESTION: Mr. President, you have given top
priority to inflation. Do you have a list of priorities
and if so, what is number two?
THE PRESIDENT: Well, of course, public enemy
number one, and that is the one whe have to lick, is
inflation. If we take care of inflation and get our economy
back on the road to a healthy future, I think most of our
other domestic programs or problems will be solved.
We won't have high unemployment. We will have
ample job opportinuties. We will, I believe, give greater
opportunities to minorities to have jobs. If we can lick
inflation, and we are going to try, and I think we are going
to have a good program, most of our other domestic programs
will be solved~
QUESTION: Do you have any plans to revive the
Office of Economic Opportunity, and if so, in what areas?
THE PRESIDENT: As I am sure you know, the old
poverty program has been significantly changed over
the last sever-;1.1 years. The Headstart program has been
taken out of OEO and turned over to the Department of
HEW. The healthaspects of the old poverty program are
also over in HEW.
The Congress just approved, and Mr. Nixon
approved, a Legal services corporation, which was another
up really
part of the old poverty program. So, we end
with just CAP, the Community Action Program.
I think most people who have objectively looked
at the Community Action Program and the model cities
program and maybe some of the other similar programs,
there is duplication, there is overlapping.
And under the new housing and urban development
bill, local communities are given substantial sums to
take a look at the model cities programs and related
programs, and they may be able to take up the slack of the
ending of the Community Action Programs.
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QUESTION: Mr. President, my question applies to
a 1972 statement in which you said that an impediment
to a regional peace settlement is an impediment to
preserve the fiction that Jerusalem is not the capital of
Israel. My ~uestion, sir, is would you, now that you set
foreign policy,request that the Embassy be shifted from
Tel Aviv to Jerusalem along with 17 other national Embassies?
THE PRESIDENT: Under the current circumstance
and the importance of getting a just and lasting peace in the
Middle East, I think that particular proposal ought to stand
aside. We must come up with some answers between Israel
and the Arab nations in order to achieve a peace that is both
fair and durable.
QUESTION: Mr. President, do you contemplate any
changes in our policy with Cuba?
THE PRESIDENT: The policy that we have toward Cuba
today is determined by the sanctions voted by the Organization
of American States and we abide by those actions that were
taken by the members of that organization.
Now if Cuba changes its policy toward us and toward
its Latin neighbors, we, of course, would exercise the option
depending on what the changes were to change our policy. But
before we made any change, we would certainly act in concert
with the other members of the Organization of American States.
QUESTION: Mr. President, you have emphasized
here your option of granting a pardon to the former President.
THE PRESIDENT: I intend to.
QUESTION: You intend to have that option. If an
indictment is brought, would you grant a pardon before any
trial took place?
THE PRESIDENT: I said at the outset that until the
matter reaches me, I am not going to make any comment during
the process of whatever charges are made.
QUESTION: Mr. President, two questions related,
how long will the transition last, in your opinion, and,
secondly, how soon would it be proper and fair for Democrats
on the campaign trail this fall to hold you accountable for
the economic policy and · the economic problems the country
faces?
THE PRESIDENT: I cantt judge what the Democrats
are going to say about my policies. They have been very
friendly so far and very cooperative. I think it is a fair
statement that our problems domestically, our economic
problems,are the joint responsibility of Government. As
a matter of fact, I think the last poll indicated that most
Americans felt that our difficulties were caused by Government
action and that, of course, includes the President and
the Democratic Congress.
So we are all in this boat together along
with labor and management and everybody else. I don't think
making partisan politics out of a serious domestic problem is
good politics.
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QUESTION: Mr. President, in your fight against
inflation, what, if anything, do you intend to do about the next
Federal pay raise?
THE PRESIDENT: I have made no judgment on that yet,
the recommendation has not come to my desk.
QUESTION: Mr. President, when do you expect the
SALT talks to resume? Is there disagreement over our position
in the Pentagon and the State Department and other agencies?
THE PRESIDENT: At the present time, there is an
effort being made to bring the Department of Defense, the
State Department and any others together for a resolution of
our, the United States position regarding SALT 2. This
decision will be made in the relatively near future. I
don't think there is any basic difficulties that cannot be
resolved internally within our Government. I believe that
Secretary Kissinger is going to be meeting with representatives
from the Soviet Union in the near future, I think in October,
if my memory is correct, and we, of course, will then proceed
on a timetable to try and negotiate SALT 2. I think a
properly negotiated effective strategic arms limitation
agreement is in the best interests of ourselves, the Soviet
Union and a stable international situation.
~

THE PRESS:

Thank you, Mr. President.
END
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