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INTRODUCTORY NOTE

This is a chronological compilation of Presidential statements on the
Watergate break-in excerpted from Volumes 8, 9 and 10 of The Weekly

Compilation of Presidential Documents.

Statements which were made as part of Presidential News Conferences or
other question and answer sessions are reproduced in their entirety, along with
the questions responded to. The remaining questions and answers are not
included. Letters, Statements and Addresses to the Cation are included in their
entirety, with the single exception of the President's State of the Union
Address of January 30, 1974. Only the last portion of that address, the part

dealing with Watergate, has been included.

At the end of each document is a citation showing the volume and page

numbers of The Weekly Compilation of Presidential Documents from which the

document was
reproduced.

The impeachment inquiry staff library has available for reference a

complete set of The Weekly Compilation of Presidential Documents from 1969

to the present.
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THE PRESIDENT'S
NEWS CONFERENCE OF
JUNE 22, 1972

Q Atr. O'Brien has said that the people who bugged
his headquarters had a direct link to the White House
Have you had any sort of investigation made to determine
whether thisistrue?

THE PRESIDENT. Mr. Ziegler and also Mr.. Mitchell.
speaking for the campaign committee, have responded to
questions on thisin great detail. They have stated my
position and have al so stated the facts accurately.

Thiskind of activity, as Mr. Ziegler has indicated has no
place whatever in our electoral;~~~| process, or in our
governmental process. And. as Afr. Ziegler has stated, the
White House has had no involvement whatever in this
particular incident.

As far as the matter now. is concerned(3, it is under
investigation, asit should be. by the proper legal authorities
by the District of Columbia police, and by the FBI. | will
not comment on those matters. particularly since possible
criminal charges arc involved.

s Presidential Documents, 1078-79
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THE PRESIDENT
NEWS CONFERENCE OF
AUGUST 29, 1972

THE PRESIDENT We will go right ahead with your
questions, because | know you want to cover perhaps some
international as well as domestic matters, including, |
understand, for the first time, political matters.

Q Sir. President, are you personally investigating the
mishandling of some of your campaign funds, and do you
agree with former Secretary- Connally that these charges
are harmful to your reelection?

THE PRESIDENT. Well, | commented upon this on
other occasions, and | will repeat my position now.

With regard to the matter of the handling of campaign
funds, we have a new law here in which technical
violations have occurred and are occurring, apparently, on
both sides. As far as we are concerned, we have in charge,
in Secretary Stans, a man who is an honest man and one
who is very meticulous, as | have learned from having him
as my treasurer and finance chairman in two previous
campaigns, in the handling of matters of this sort.

Whatever technical violations have occurred, certainly
he will correct them and will thoroughly comply with the
law. He is conducting any investigation on this matter, and
co. conducting it very, very thoroughly, because he doesn't
want any evidence at all to be outstanding, indicating th at
we have not complied with the law.

Q Mr. President, wouldn't it be a good idea for a special
prosecutor, even from your standpoint, to be appointed to
investigate the contribution situation and also the
Watergate case?

THE PRESIDENT. With regard to who is investigating it
now, | think it would be well to notice that the FBI is
conducting a full field investigation. The Department of
Justice, of course, isin charge of the prosecution and
presentin;, the matter to the grand jury The Senate Banking
and Currency Committee is conducting an investigation The
Government Accounting Office, an independent agency, is
conducting an ins estigation of those aspects which involve
the campaign spending law. Now, with all of these inv
estigations that are being conducted, | don't believe that
adding another special prosecutor would serve any useful
pu,pose

8 Presidential Documents, 1306-07

The other point that | should make is that these invest
tigations, the investigation by the GAO, the investigation by
the FBI, by the Department of Justice, have, at my had the
total cooperation of the—not only- the White House—but
also of al agencies of the Government In addition to that,
within our own staff, under my direction, Counsel to the
President, Mr. Dean, has conducted a complete investigation
of all leads which might involve any present members of the
White House Staff or anybody in the Government. | can say
categorically that his investigation indicates that no one in
the White House Staff, no one in this Administration,
presently employed, was involved in this very bizarre
incident.

At the same lime, the committee itself isconducting its
own investigation, independent of the rest, because the
committee desires to clear the air and to be-sure that as far
as any people who have responsibility for this campaign are
concerned, that there is nothing that hangs over them. Before
Mr. Mitchell left as campaign chairman he had employed a



very good law firm with investigatory experience to look into
the matter. Mr. MacGregor has continued that investigation
and iscontinuing it now | will say in that respect that anyone
on the campaign committee, Mr. MacGregor has assured me,
who does not cooperate with the investigation or anyone
against whom charges are leveled where there is a prima
facie case that those charges might indicate involvement win

be dO charged immediately. That, of course, will be true
also of anybody in the Government. | think under these
circumstance we are doing everything we can to take this
incident and to investigate it and not to cover it up. What
really hurts in matters of this sort isnot the fact that they
occur, because overzeal ous people in campaigns do things
that are wrong. What really hurtsisif you try to cover it up. |
would say that here we are, with control of the agencies of
the Government and presumably with control of the
investigatory agencies of the Government with the exception
ofthe GRO, which is independent. We have cooperated
completely We have indicated that we want all the facts
brought out and that as far as any people who arc guilty are
concerned, they should be prosecuted.

This kind of activity, as | have often indicated, has no
place whatever in our political process. We want the air
cleared. We want it cleared as soon as possible

3)



THE PRESIDENT'S
NEWS CONFERENCE OF
OCTOBER 5, 1972

Q Mr,. President, don't you think that your Adminis
tration and the public would be served considerably and that
the men under indictment would be treated better, ify ou
people would come through and make a clean breast about
what you were trying to get done at the Watergate?

THE PRESIDENT. One thing that has always
puzzled -me about it is why anybody would have tried to get
anything out of the Watergate But be that as it may, that
decision having been made at lower levels, with which | had
no knowledge, and, as | pointed out

Q. Surely you know now, sir.

THE PRESIDENT. Just a minute. | ccrtainly feel
that under the circumstances that we have got to look at
what has happened and to put the matter into perspective

Now when we talk about a clean breast, let's look at
what has happened. The FBI assigned 133 agents to this
investigation. It followed out 1,800 leads. It conducted 1
,500 interviews

Incidentally, | conducted the investigation of the Hiss
case. | know that is a very unpopular subject to raise in
some quarters, but | conducted it. It was successful. The FBI
did amagnificent job, but that investigation, involving the
security of this country, was basically a Sunday school
exercise compared to the amount of effort that was put into
this.

| agreed with the amount of effort that was put into it. |
wanted every lead carried out to the end because | wanted
to be sure that no member of the White House staff and no
man or woman in a position of major responsibility in the
Committee for Re-election had anything to do with this kind
of reprehensible activity.

Now, the grand jury has handed down indictments. It has
indicted incidentally two who were with the Committee for
the Re-election and one who refused to cooperate and
another who was apprehended. Under these circumstances,
the grand jury now having acted, it is now time to have the
judicial process go forward and for the evidence to be
presented.

| would say finally with regard to commenting on any of
those who have been indicted, with regard to saying
anything about the judicial process, | am going to follow the
good ad ice, which | appreciate, of the members of the press
corps, my constant, and | trust will always continue to be,
very responsible critics.

| stepped into one on that when you recall | made
inadvertently a comment in Denver about an individual who
had been indicted in California, the Manson case. | was
vigorously criticized for making any comment about the
case, and so of course, | know you would want me to follow
the same single standard by not commenting on this

case.

8 Presidential Documents 1486, 1489
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THE PRESIDENT'S
NEWS CONFERENCE OF
MARCH 2, 1973

Q. Mr. Presidents now that the Watergate case is
over, thetrial is over, could you give us your vier on
the verdict and what implications you see in the
verdict on public confidence in the political sy,-stcrn?

TEXE PRESIDENT. No, it would not be proper for
me to comment on the case when it not only is not
over, but particularly when it is also on appeal.

I will simply say with regard to the Watergate case
what | have said previously, that the investigation
conducted by Mr. Dean, the White House Counsel, in
which, incidentally, he had access to the FBI records
on this particular matter because | directed him to
conduct this investigation, indicates that no one on the
White House Staff, at the time he conducted the
investigation— that was last July and August—was
involved or had knowledge of the Watergate matter
And, as far as the balance of the case is concerned, it
is now under investigation by a Congressional
committee and that committee should go for ward,
conduct its investigation in an even-handed way,
going into charges made against both candidates, both
political parties And if it does, as Senator Er in has
indicated it will, we will, of course cooperate with the
committee just as * e cooperated with the grand jury.

Q. Mr. President, yesterday at the Gray hearings,
Senator Tunney suggested he might ask the
committee to ask for John Dean to appear before that
healing to talk

9 Presidential Documents 214, 219-20

about the Watergate case and the FBI-W hite House
relationship Would y ou object to that?

THE PRESIDED; r. Of course.

Q. Why?

THE rPrRESIDENT. well, because it is executive privilege.
I mean you can't—I, of course—no President could
ever agree to allow the Counsel to the President to go
down and testify before a committee.

On the other hand, as far as any committee of the
(:ong~~~ is concerned, where information is requested
that a member of the W hite House Staff may have, we
will make arrangements to provide that information,
but members of the White House Staff, in that position
at least, cannot be brought before a Congressional
committee in aformal hearing for testimony. | stand on
the same position there that every President has stood
oD.

RePORTER. Thank you, Mr. President.

Q. Mr. President, on that particular point, if the
Counsel was involved

THE PRESIDENT. He always gets two. (Lau

ghter)

Q.—if the Counsel was involved in an illegal or
improper act and the prima facie case came to light,
then would you change the rules relative to the White
House Counsel?



THE PRESIDENT. | do not expect that to happen,
and if it should happen | would have to answer that
question at that point.

Let mes. too, that | know that, since you are on your
feet, Clark L-.louenhoffla that you had asked about the
Executive Privilege statement, and we will have
that available toward the end of next week or the first
of the following week, for sure, because obviously, the
Ervin Committee is interested in that statement, and
that will answer, | think, some of the questions with
regard to how information can be obtained from a
member of the White House Staff, but consistent with
executive privilege.

REPORTER. Thank you ag-<un.

NOTE President Nixon's thirtieth news conference was hid at 11:08

a.m. on Friday, March 2, 1973, in the Briefing Room at the White
House.

(5)



Executive Privilege

Satement by the President. March 12,1973

During my press conference of January 31, 1973, |
stated that | would issue a statement outlining my
views on executive privilege.

The doctrine of executive privilege is well
established It was first invoked by President
Washington, and it has been recognized and uti zed
by our Presidents far almost 200 years since that time
The doctrineis rooted in the Constitution, which vests
"the Executive Power" soley in the President, and it is
designed to protect communication within the
executive branch in avariety of circumstancesin time
of both war and peace Without such protection, our
military security, our relations with other countries our
law enforcement procedure, ant many other aspects of
the national interest could be significantly damaged
and the decision making process of the executive
branch could be impaired.

The general policy of this Administration regarding
the use of executive privilege durin r the next 4 years
will be the same as the one we have followed during
the past 4 years and which | outlined in my press
conference: Executive privilege will not be used as a
shield to prevent embarrassing information from being
made available but will be excercised only in those
particular instances in which disclosure would harm
the public interest.

| first enunciated this policy in a memorandum of
March 24, 1969, which | sent to Cabinet officerssand
heads of agencies The memorandum read in part:

"The policy of this Administration is to comply to
the fullest extent possible with Congressional
requests for information. While the Executive
branch has the responsibility of withholding r
certain information the dis

closure of which would be incompatible with the
public interest, this Administration will invoke this
authority only in the most compellinr
circumstances and after a rigorous inquiry into the
actual need for its exercise For those reasons
Executive privilege will not be used without
specific Presidential approval.”

In recent weeks, questions have been raised about
the availability of officials in the executive branch to
present testimony before committees of the Con;,cess.
As my 1969 memorandum dealt primarily with
guidelines for providing information to the Congress
and did not focus specifically on appearances by
officers of the executive branch and members of the
President's personal staff, it would be useful to outline
my policies concerning the latter question.

During the first 4 years of my Presidency, hundreds
of Administration officials spent thousands of hours
freely testifying before committees of the Congr Sex
ret of Defense Laird, for instance, made 86 separate
appearances before Congressional committees,
engaging in o ¢ 397 hours of testimony. By contrast,



there were only three occasions during the first term of
my Administration when executive privilege was
invoked anywhere in the ¢ executive branch in
response to a Congressional request for information
These faces speak not of a closed Administration but
of one that is pledged to openness and is proud to
stand on its record.

Requests for Congressional appearances by
members of the President's personal staff present a
different situation and raise different considerations.
Such requests have been relatively infrequent through
the rears, and in past administrations they have been
routinely declined. | have followed that same tradition
in my Administration, and | intend to continue it
during the remainder of my term.

Under the doctrine of separation of powers, the
mann er in which the President personally exercises
his assigned executive powers is not subject to
questioning by another branch of Governmen t. If the
President is not subject to such questioning, itis
equally appropriate that members of his staff not be so
questioned, for their roles are in effect an extension of
the Presidency.

This tradition rests on more than Constitutional
doctrine: It is also a practical necessity. To insure the
effective discharge of the executive responsibility, a
President must be able to place absolute confidence in
the advice and assistance offered by the members of
his staff. And in the performance of their duties for the
President, those staff members must not be inhibited
by the possibility that their advice and assistance will
ever become a matter of public debate, either during
their tenure in Government or at a later date.
Otherwise, the candor with which advice is rendered
and the quality of such assistance will inevitably be
compromised and weakened. What is at stake,
therefore, is not simply a question of confidentiality
but the integrity of the decisionmaking process at the
very highest levels of our Government.

The considerations | have just outlined have been
and must be recognized in other fields, in and out of
goverment. A law clerk, for instance is not subject to
interrogation about the factors or discussions that
preceded a decision of the judge.

For these reasons, just as | shall not invoke
executive privilege lightly, | shall also look to the Con
,~~~ to continue this proper tradition in asking for
executive branch testimony only from the officer
properly constituted to provide the information sought,
and only when the eliciting of such testimony will
serve a genuine legislative purpose.

(6)



As | stated in my press conference on January 31,
the question of whether circurnstances warrant the
exer 10e of executive privilege should be determined
on a case-by case basis; In making s.ch decisions, |
shall rely on the following guidelines:

I In the case of a department or agency, every
official shall comply with a reasonable request for an
appearance before the Congress, provided that the
performance of the duties of his office will not be
seriously impaired thereby. If the official believes that
a Congressional request for a particular document or
for testimony on a particular point raises a substantial
question as to the need for invoking executive
privilege, he shall comply with the pro cedures set
forth in my memorandum of March 24, 1969
Thus, executive privilege will «be invoked until the
compelling need for its exercise has been clearly
demonstrated and the request has been approved first
by the Attorney General and then by the President

2. A Cabinet officer or any other Government
oficial who also holds a position as a member of the
Presidents personal staff shall comply with any
reasonable request to testify in his non-White House
capacity, provided that the performance of his duties
will not be seriously i mpaired thereby. If the official
believes that the request raises a sub- stantial
guestion as to the need for invoking executive
privilege, he shall comply with the procedures set
forth in my memorandum of March 24, 1969.

3. A member or former member of the President's
personal staff normally shall follow the
wellestablished precedent and decline a request for a
formal appearance before a committee of the
Congress. At the same time, it will continue to be my
policy to provide all necessary and relevant
information through informal contacts between my
present staff and committees of the (::ongr~~~in
ways which preserve intact the Constitutional
separation of the branches.

9 Presidential Documents 253-54

NOTE. The text of the memorandum to wh!icla the statement refers was also made available by the White Hous Pr Office,a follows:

March 24, 1969

MEMORANDUM FOX THE HEA or EXE DEPARTMENT

AGE>-dlzs
SUBJECT ESTABLISHING A PROCEDURE TO GOV COMPLIANCE
WITH CO:"4CaZiSIO.XAL DEMANDS FOX INFORMATION:~~~
The policy of this Administration u tO comply tO the ful extent p [¢ jonal requests for i:d While the
Executive branch has the of tain he disclosure of which would be incompatible with the public

interest, this Administration will invoke this authority only in the most compelling circumstances and after& rigor inquiry into the actual
need for its exercises For those rea Execu t ve privilege will not be used without specific Presidential approval The following
procedural steps will gov the invocation of Exe

tive privilege

1. If the head of an Executive department or agency hereafter referred tod department head") believes that compliance with @
reque t for informat on from a C agency addre to his dep or agency raises a subs antial que tion asto LM need for
invoking Executive privilege, he should consult the Attorney General through the Office of Legal Counsel of the Department of Justice.

2. 1f the department head and the Attorn General agree, in accordance with the policy set forth above, tha Executive privilege shall
not be invoked in the circumstances, the information shall be released to the inquiring Congressional agency

3. |f the deepartment head and the Attorney General agreeth the circumstances Justify the invocation of Executive privilege, or

if @ither Of them betieves that the issue snoutd be submitted to the Presiden, the matter shall be transmitted to the Counsel
to the President, who will advise the department head of the President's decision.

4. Inthe event of aPresidential decision to invoke Executive privilege, the department head should advise the Congressional agency
that the cl claim of Exectttive executive i being made with the specific approval of the President

5. Pending a final determination of the matter, the department head should request the Congressional agency to hold its demand for
the information in abeyance until such determination car. Se made. Care shall be taken to indicate that the purpose of this request is to
protect the privilege pending the determination, and that the request does not constitute aclaim of privil
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THE PRESIDENT'S NEWS CONFERENCE OF
MARCH 15, 1973

********

Q. Mr.. President, do you plan to stick by your
decision not to allow Mr Dean to testify before the
Congress,| even if it means the defeat of Mr,. Gray's
nomination?

THE PRESIDENT. | have noted some
speculation to the effect that the Senate might hold
Mr.. Gray as hostage to a decision on Mr. |)eam |
cannot believe that such responsible Members of the
United States Senate would do that, because as far as
| am concerned, my decison ha been made.

| answered that question rather abruptly, you recall,
the last time it was asked by one of the ladies of the
press here. | did not mean to be abrupt, | simply
meant to be firm.

Mr. Dean is Counsel to the White House He is also
one who was counsel to a number of people on the
White House Staff. He has, in effect, what | would
call adouble privilege, the lawyer-client relationship,
as well as the Presidential privilege.

And in terms of privilege, | think we could put it
another way. | consider it my constitutional
responsibility to defend the principle of separation of
powers. | recognize that many Members of the
Congress disagree with my interpretation of that
responsibility.

But while we are talking on that subject—and |
will go on at some length here because it may
anticipate some of your other questions | am very
proud of the fact that in this Administration we have
been more forthcoming in terms of the relationship
between the executive, the White House, and the
Congress, than any administration in my memory. We
have not drawn a curtain down and said that there
could be no information furnished by members

' See page 255 of this
issue.

(8)

of the White House Staff because of their special
relationship to the President.

All we have said is that it must be under certain
circumstances, certain guidelines, that do not in fringe
upon or impair the separation of powers that are so
essential to the survival of our system.

In that connection, | might say that | had mentioned
previously that | was once on the other side of the
fence, but what | am doing here in this case is
cooperating with the Congress in a way that | asked
the then President, Mr. Truman, to cooperate with a
committee of the Congress 25 years ago and in which



he refused.

| don't say that critically ot him now~he had his
reasons, | have mine. But what we asked for in the
hearings on the Hiss case—and all of you who covered
it, like Bill Theis and others, will remember—what we
asked for wa
not that the head of the FBI or anybody from the White
House Staff testify. There was very widespread
information that there was a report of an investigation
that had been made in the Administration about the
Hiss case. We asked for that report. We asked for the
FBI information with regard to that report

And Mr. Truman, the day we started our
investigation, issued an executive order in which he
ordered everybody in the executive department to
refuse to cooperate with the committee under any
circumstance.: The FBI refused all information. We got
no report from the Department of Justice. And we had
to go for ward and break the case ousves

We did. And, to the credit of the Administration,
after we broke the case, they proceeded to conduc the
prosecution and the FBI went into it.

| would like to say, incidentally, that 1 talked to Mr.
Hoover at that time It w:s with reluctance that he did
not turn over that information—reluctance, because he

' See Public Paper! of the Presidents, Harry S. Trum 197 volume.
Item 170[41.



felt that the information, the investigation they had conducted, was very pertinent to what the committee
was doing.

Now, I-thought that decision was wrong And so when this Administration has come in, | have always
insisted that we should cooperate with Members of the Congress and with the committees of the Congress.
And that is why we have furnished information. But, however, | am not going to have the Counsel to the
President of the United States testify in aformal ssion for the Congress. However, Mr Dean will furnish
information when any of it is requested, provided it is pertinent to the investigation.

Q. Mr. President, would you then be willing to have Mr. Dean Sit down iuforrnaly and let some of the

Senators question him, as they have with Dr. Kissinger?

THE

you know, not only informally meet with Members of the Congress on matters of substance, the same is true
with members of the press. As you know, Dr. Kissinger meets with you ladies and gentlemen of the press
and answer s questions on matter s of substance

In this case, where we have the relationship that we have with Mr. Dean and the President of the

United States—his Counsel that would not be a proper way to handle it. He will, however—the important
thing is, he will furnish all pertinent information. He will be completely forthcoming—something that other
Administrations have totally refused to do until we got here. And | am very proud of the fact that we are
forthcoming, and | would respectfully suggest that Members of the Congress might look at that record as

they decide to test it.

Q. Mr. President, are you concerned, sir, that any of the confidential FBI interviews that were conducted
in their Watergate investigation were in any way compromised by Pat Gray's having given information to

John Dean or talked with John Ehrlichman or others?

TH E PR ESI D E?~~~ r. No, | am not concerned about that. | would say that

there is no possibility whatever that any information from the FBI, that may have been provided in the line of
their duties to amember of the White House Staff, would be bandied about in the press.
| would express concern on another point. In my longtune association with Nfr. Hoover, he always was

hardline in dealing with the Member of the Congress and with Con,revional committees in terms of what he

called "raw files," and when | first came into this office, he showed mear:l V file! had not seen any before

And when r saw the gossip, the hearsay, and unsub stantiated kind of slanderous

statements~~~tibelous, in this case, because they were in writing, having been made orally and then
transmitted into writing—I was really shocked
Mr Hoover, after showing me the raw file then gave me an appraisal by the FBI of what could be

believed and what could not be believed And in the cave of this particular individual—the reason | saw the
file, it involved a check of an individual that | was nominating for a position, and | needed to get the facts,
and, of course, | always have access to those files what we found was that every charge that had been made

against the individual was false

Now,, for the FBI, before a full committee of the Congress, to furnish raw files and then to have them
leak out to the press, | think could do innocent people a great deal of damage. | understand why Mr. Gray did,

because his hearing was involved. But | would say that should not be a precedent for the future.

Theway Mr. Hoover handled it with Members of the Congress was that he would show the raw filet,

for example, to Mr. Eastland, the chairman of & committee, and the ranking minority member, where a
judge was up for confirmation. But nothing ever leaked from those files. And the sanctity of those files must

be maintained, and | believe that the practice of the FBI furnishing raw files to full committees must stop

with this particular one.

Q. Mr. President, one of the revelations made by Mr. Gray during the course of the hearings has been
that Mr. Kalmbach was involved with Mr.. Chapin in the hiring of Mr. Segretti for amounts up to $40,000.
Can you tell us, sir, did you know of that relationship, and did you know of that transaction, and if not, can

you tell us your opinion of it now that it has been revealed by Mr. Gray?

T H E PRESIDENT.. This gives me an opportunity to not only answer that question, but many
others that | note you have been asking Mr.. Ziegler.

First—and incidentally, | am not complaining about the fact you are asking the question of me or Mr..

Ziegler; It is avery proper question—a Senate committee is conducting investigations. These investigations

will S° on, | understand, over a period of many months | respect the right of the Senate to conduct those

investigations We will cooperate; we will cooperate fully with the Senate, jUS as WE did with the ;,cand
jury, aswe did with
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the FB1, and as we! did with the courts when they
were conducting their investigations previously in
what was called the Watergate matter.

As far as these investigations are concerned, there
are all kinds of information, charges, et cetera, et
cetera 2, that have e been made and will be made in
the future. | could comment upon them. Mr.. Ziegler
could in the future. | will not. He will not. And the
reason that we will not is that when the committee
completes its investigation. we will then have
comment, if we consider it appropriate to do so. But
it isthe right of the committee to conduct the
investigation. All the facts can come out.

| have confidence in all of the White House people
who have Been named. | will express that confidence
again. But | am not going to comment on any
individual matter that the committee may go into.

Let me say, with regard to the committee, too, | do
not intend to raise questions about its conduct. | have
been very pleased to note that Senator Ervin—at |east
thisis the way | read what he says—has indicated
that the investigation will be bipartisan, that it will
look into charges that have been made against both
election campaigns, and that is as it should be. He has
also indicated that he, as a great constitutional
lawyer, will accept no hearsay, that he will not
tolerate any guilt by innuendo, he will not tolerate
any guilt by association.

As long as the committee conducts its
investigations with those very high guidelines-gui |
tried to follow, incidentally, in the Hiss case; not
perhaps as well as | might have, but | did what many
thought was pretty well—but in any event, as long as
it is conducted that way, | do not intend to make any
statements with regard to matters before the
committee. That is for the committee to look into.

Q. Mr. President, does your offer to cooperate with
the Ervin committee include the possibility that you
would allow your aides to testify before his
committee. And if it doe not, would you be willing to
comply with a court order, if Ervin went to court to
get one, that required some testimony from White
House aides?

THE PRESIDENT. In answer to your first part
of the question, the statement that we made
yester day answer ed that completely—not yesterday,
the 12th | think it was, my statement on executive
privile;,ge.3 Member of the White House Staff will
not appear before a committtee of Congressin any
formal session.

We will furnish information under the proper
circumstances We will consider each matter on a
caseby{ ase basis

With regard to the second point, that is not before
us. Let me say, however, that if the Senate feels at
this time that this n matter of separation of powers—
where, as T said,

' Se e page 25 1 of this issue.



this Administration has been more forthcoming than
any Democratic Administration | know of —if the
Senate fee that they want a court test, we would
welcome AL Perhaps this is the time to have the
highest court of this land make a definitive decision
with regard to this matter.

| am not suggesting that we are asking for it. But |
would suggest that if the Member of the Senate, in
their wisdom, decide that they want to test this matter
in the courts, we will, of course, present our side of
the case. And we think that the Supreme Court will
uphold, as it always

usually has, the great constitutional principle of
separation of powers rather than to uphold the Senate

Q Mr. President, isn't there an essential difference
really between your investigation of the Hiss case and
the request of this subcommittee to Mr. Dean to
appear? In the former, foreign affairs was involved and
possibly security matters, where here they only wish to
guestion Mr. Dean about the breaking into the
Watergate?

THE PRESIDENT. Yes-, | would say the
difference is very significant As a matter of fact, when
a committee of Congress was investigating
espionage against the Gover nment of this countr,v,
that committee should have had complete
cooperation from at least the executive branch of
the Government in the form that we asked. AD that we
asked was to get the report that we knew they had
already made of their investigation.

Now, this investigation does not involve espionage
against the United States It is, as we know, espionage
by one political organization against another. Ant |
would say that as far as your question is concerned,
that the argument would be that the Congress would
have afar greater right and would be on much stronger
ground to ask the Government to cooperate in a matter
involving espionage against the Government than in s
matter like thisinvolving politics.

Q Mr. President, you have talked about the
respon- sibility within the White House and the
responsibility between Congress and the White House
Where do you fed your responsibility for the
Committee to Re-elect the President begins and ends,
Mr. Mitchell or any other people who were working for
them?

THE PRESID?sU. w ~~~11, the responsibility
there d course is one that will be replied to by Afr.
Mitchell, Mr. Stans, and all of those in due course
None of them have the privilege none of them, of
course, will refuse to testify, none has when heis
asked to And | am sure they will give very good
accounts of themselves, as they have in the court
matters that they have been asked to

9 Presidential Documents 271-77
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Director of the Federal
Bureau of Investigation

Satement by the President on His Intention To
Withdraw the Nomination of L. Patrick Gray 11,
at Aft. Gray's request. April{ 5, 1973

Pat Gray is an able, honest, and dedicated American

Because | asked my counsel, John Dean, to conduct a
thorough investigation of alleged involvement in the
Watergate episode, Director Gray wax asked to make FBI
reports available to Mr. Dean. His compliance with this
completely proper and necessary request exposed Mr. Gray
to totally unfair innuendo and suspicion, and thereby
seriously tarnished h ¢ fine record a Acting Director and
promising future at the Bureau

In view of the action of the Senate Judiciary
Committee today, it is obvious that Mr. Gray's
nomination will not be confirmed by the Senate. Mr..
Gray has asked that | withdraw his nomination. In fairness
to Mr. Gray, and out of my overriding concern for the
effective conduct of the vitally important business of the
FBI, | have regretfully agreed to withdraw Mr.. Gray's
nomination.

| have asked Fir. Gray to remain Acting Director until a
new nominee is confirmed.

NOTE: The statement wa el €ased at san Clemente, Cam.

9 Presidential Documents 335
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The Watergate Investigation

The President's Remarks Announcing Developments and
Procedures To Be Followed in Connection with the
Invicstigation. April 17,1973

Ladies and gentlemen:

I have two announcements to make Because of their
technical nature, | shall read both of the announcements to
the members of the press corps

The first announcement relates to the appearance of w
hite House people before the Senate Select Committee,
better known as the Ervin Committee

lor several weeks, Senator Ervin and Senator Baker and
their counse | h ave been in contact withw hite House
represe ntatives John Ehrlichman and Leonard C>,arment
They have been tal'-;;1g about ground rules which would
pres erve the separati(lil of powers without suppressing the

facts.

r believe now ail agreement?It has been reached which
is satisfactory to both sides The otriiitcct ground rules @S adopted,
totally preserve the doctrine of separation o. powers They
provide that the appearance b, a witness, may, in the: first
instance, be in executive session, if appropriate.

Second, executive privilege is expressly reserved and
may be asserted during the course of the questioning as to
any question.

Now, much has been made of the issue as to whether the
proceedings could be televised To me, this has never been
a central issue, especially if the separation of powers
problem is otherwise solved, as | now think it is.

.011 members of the White House Staff will appear
voluntarils when requested by the com,rnittee. They will te
tify under oath, and they will answer fully al! proper
questions

9 Presidential Documents 387

| should point out that this arrangement ii one that
covers this hearing only in which wrongdoing;> has been
charged. Thiskind of arrangement, of cour se, would not
apply lo other hearings. Each of them will be considered on
its merits.

My second announcement concerns the Water gate
case directly) .

OnMarch 21, as:] result of serious charges which
came to my attention, some of which were publicly
reported, | began intensive new inquiries into this whole
matter

Last Sunda,v afternoon, the Attorney General, Assistant
Attorney General Peterson, and | met al length in the EOB
to review the facts which had come to me in my
investigation and also to review the progress of the
Department of Justice investigation.

| can report today that there have been major
developments in the case concerning which it would be
improper to be more specific now, except to say that real
progress has been made in finding the truth.

If any person in the executive branch or in the
Government is indicted by the grand jury, my policy Will
be to immediately suspend him If he is convicted, he will,
of course, be automatically discharged.

- | have expressed to the appropriate authorities my view
that no individual holding, in the past or at present, a
position of major importance in the Administration should
be given immunity from prosecution.

The judicial processis moving ahead as it should. and |
shall aid it in all appropriate ways and have so informed



the appropriate authorities

As| have said before and | have said throughout this
entire matter, all Government employees and especially
White House Staff employees are expected fully to
cooperate in this matter. | condemn any attempts to cover
up in this case, no matter Who isinvolv ed.

Thank you.

NoTe: The President spoke at 4:42 p.m.. in the Briefing Room at the White
House.
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Attorney General and White House Staff

Statement by the President Announcing Resignations and
Appointments, Together With Assignment of

Responsibil,itus Regarding the Watergate

Investigations April 30, 1973

| have today received and accepted the resignation of
Richard G. Kleindienst as Attorney General of the United
States | am appointing Elliot L. Richardson to succeed him
as Attorney General and will submit Mr. Richardson's
name to the Senate for confirmation immediately.

Mr. Kleindienst asked to be relieved as Attorney General
because he felt that he could not appropriately continue as
head of the Justice Department now that it appears its
investigation of the Watergate and related cases may
implicate individuals with whom he has had a close
personal and professional association. In making this
decision, Mr. Kleindienst has acted in accordance with the
highest standards of public service and legal ethics. | am
accepting his resignation with regret and with deep
appreciation for his dedicated service to this
Administration.

Pending Secretary Richardson's confirmation as Attorney
General, | have asked him to involve himself immediately
in the investigative process surrounding the Watergate
matter. As Attorney General, Mr Richardson will assume
full responsibility and authority for coordinating all Federal
agencies in uncovering the whole truth about this matter
and recommending appropriate changes in the law to
prevent future campaign abuses of the sort recently
uncovered. He will have total support from me in getting
this job done.

In addition, | have today accepted the resignations of
two of my closest friends and most trusted assistants in the
White House, H. R. Haldeman and John D. Ehrlichman.
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I know that their decision to resign was difficult; my
decision to accept it was difficult; but | respect and
appreciate the attitude that led them to it.

| emphasize that neither the submission nor the
acceptance of their resignations at this time should be seen
by anyone as evidence of any wrongdoing by either one.
Such an assumption would be both unfair and unfounded

Throughout our association, each of these men has
demonstrated a spirit of selflessness and dedication that |
have seldom seen equaled. Their contributions to the work
of this Administration have been enormous. | greatly
regret their departure.

Finally, | have today requested and accepted the
resignation of John W. Dean |11 from his position on the
White House Staff as Counsel.

Effective immediately, Leonard Garment, Special
Consultant to the President, will take on additional duties
as Counsel to the President, and will continue acting in
this capacity until a permanent successor to Mr. Dean is
named. Mr. Garment will represent the White House in all
matters relating to the Watergate investigation and will
report directly to me.

(13)



THE WATERGATE INVESTIGATION

The President's Addr ess tothe Natio". April 30, 1973

Good evening.

| want to talk to you tonight from my heart on a subject of deep concern to every
American.

In recent months, members of my Administration and officials of the Committee for the
Reelection of the President—including some of my closest friends and most trusted
aides~have been charged with involvement in what has come to be known as the Watergate
affair. These include charges of illegal activity during and preceding the 1972 Presidential
election and charges that responsible officials participated in efforts to cover up that illegal
activity.

The inevitable result of these charges has been to raise serious questions about the
integrity of the White House itself. Tonight | wish to address those questions.

Last June 17, while | was in Florida trying to get a few days rest after my visit to
Moscow, | first learned from news reports of the Watergate brea} ;-in. | was appalled at this
senseless, illegal action, and | was shocked to learn that employees of the Re-election
Committee were apparently among those guilty. | immediately ordered an investigation by
appropriate Government authorities. On September 15, as you will recall, indictments were
brought against seven defendants in the case.

As the investigations went forward, | repeatedly asked those conducting the
investigation whether there was any reason to believe that members of my Administration
were in any way involved. | received repeated assurances that there were not. Because of
these continuing reassurances, because | believed the reports | was getting, because | had faith
in the persons from whom | was getting them, | discounted the stories in the press that
appeared to implicate members of my Adminis tration or other officials of the campaign
committee.

Until March of thisyear, | remained convinced that the denials were true and that the
char ges of involvement by members of the White House Staff were false. The comments |
made during this period, and the comments made by my Press Secretary in my behalf. we ere
based on the infor

mation provided to us at the time we made those comments. However
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new information then came to me which persuaded me that there was a
real possibility that some of these charges were true, and suggesting
further that there had been an effort to conceal the facts both from the
public, from you, and from me.

Asaresult, on March 21, | personally assumed the responsibility for
coordinating intensive new inquiries into the matter, and | personally
ordered those conducting the investigations to get all the facts and to
report them directly to me, right herein this office.

| again ordered that all persons in the Government or at the
Reelection Committee should cooperate fully with the FBI, the
prosecutors, and the grand jury. | also ordered that anyone who refused
to cooperate in telling the truth would be asked to resign from
government service. And, with ground rules adopted that would preserve
the basic constitutional separation of powers between the Congress and
the Presidency, | directed that members of the White House Staff should
appear and testify voluntarily under oath before the Senate committee
which was investigating Watergate.

| was determined that we should get to the bottom of the matter, and
that the truth should be fully brought out—no matter who was involved.

At the same time, | was determined not to take precipitate action, and
to avoid, if at all possible, any action that would appear to reflect on
innocent people. | wanted to be fair. But | knew that in the final analysis,
the integrity of this office—public faith in the integrity of this office—
would have to take priority over al personal considerations.

Today, in one of the most difficult decisions of my Presidency, |
accepted the resignations of two of my closest associates in the White
House—Bob Haldeman, John Ehrlichman—two of the finest public
servants it has been my privilege to know.

| want to stress that in accepting these resignations, | mean to leave
no implication whatever of personal wrongdoing on their part, and | leave
no implication tonight of implication on the part of others who have been
charged in this matter. But in matters as sensitive as guarding the integrity
of our democratic process, it is essential not only that rigorous legal and
ethical standards be observed, but also that the public, you, have total
confidence that they are both being observed and enforced by those in
authority and particularly by the President of the United States. They
agreed with me that this move was necessary in order to restore that
confidence.

Because Attorney General Kleindienst—though a distinguished
public servant, my personal friend for 20 years, with no personal
involvement whatever in this matter—has been a close personal and
professional associate of some of those who are involved in this case, he
and | both felt that it was also necessary to name anew Attorney General.

The Counsel to the President, John Dean, has also resigned.

As the new Attorney General, | have today named Elliot
Richardson, a man of unimpeachable integrity and rigorously high
principle. | has-e directed him to do everything necessary to ensure that
the Department of Justice has the confidence and the trust of every law
abiding person in this country.

I' have given him absolute authority to make all decisions bearing
upon the prosecution of the Watergate case and related matters. | have
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instructed him that if he should consider it appropriate, he has the
authority to name a special supervising prosecutor for matters arising out
of the case.

Whatever may appear to have been the case before, whatever
improper activities may yet be discovered in connection with this whole
sordid affair, | want the American people, | want you to know beyond
the shadow of a doubt that during my term as President, justice will be
pursued fairly, fully, and impartially, no matter who isinvolved. This
officeisasacred trust and | am determined to be worthy of that trust.

Looking back at the history of this case, two questions arise:

How could it have happened?

Who is to blame?

Political commentators have correctly observed that during my 27
yearsin politics | have always previously insisted on running my own
campaigns for office.

But 1972 presented a very different situation. In both domestic and
foreign policy, 1972 was a year of crucially important decisions, of
intense negotiations, of vital new directions, particularly in working
toward the goal which has been my overriding concern throughout my
political career—the goal of bringing peace to America, peace to the
world.

That iswhy | decided, as the 1972 campaign approached, that the
Presidency should come first and politics second. To the maximum
extent possible, therefore, | sought to delegate campaign operations, to
remove the day-today campaign decisions from the President's office and
from the White House. | also, as you recall, severely limited the number
of my own campaign appearances.

Who, then, isto blame for what happened in this case?

For specific criminal actions by specific individuals, those who
committed those actions must, of course, bear the liability and pay the
penalty.

For the fact that alleged improper actions took place within the
White House or within my campaign organization, the easiest course
would be for me to blame those to whom | delegated the responsibility to
run the campaign. But that would be a cowardly thing to do.

I will not place the blame on subordinates—on people whose zeal
exceeded their judgement, and who may have done wrong in a cause they
deeply believed to beright.

In any organization, the man at the top must bear the responsibility.
That responsibility, therefore, belongs here, in this office. | accept it. And
| pledge to you tonight, from this office, that | will do everything in my
power to ensure that the guilty are brought to justice, and that such abuses
are purged from our political processesin the years to come, long after |
have left this office.

Some people, quite properly appalled at the abuses that occurred will
say that Watergate demonstrates the bankruptcy of the American political
system. | believe precisely the opposite is true. Watergate represented a
series of illegal acts and bad judgments by a number of individuals. It
was the system that has brought the facts to light and that will bring those
guilty to justice—a system that in this case has included a determined
grand jury, honest prosecutors, a courageous judge, John Sirica, and a
vigorous free press.
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