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Good evening. : 5

Since the decision by the Suprme Courtt£2”d;y; ;g;,ordering
me to turn over to the District Court the 64 xmrmyded taped conversa-
tions suppoenaed byvghg'Special Prosecutor, Z have been in the
process of reviewing persénélly a large number of subpoenaed
Presidential conversations, #mxmdditimn and my counsel have also

.

been con?uqting their own review.

During this process, a great deal of my time and effort haxex has
been focused on it.

Questions have arisen about my intentions -- about whether there
is a strategy, and about what I am going to do.

I have requested this televisinn and radio time in order to
bring you up to date on my current plans.

I am very consceéous of the erosion thét has taken plance in
the political base that I would need to sustain my position in the
House of Representatives. zIt does appear now that impeachment % will

be voted by the House, and that the issue will proceed to a trail in

the Senate.
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As a practical matter,

I accept the virtual certaintym of that development, and =%

khemfarh I am therefore proceeding on the assumption xakk that the

issue will k be finally resclved in the Senate.

In reviewing the 64 tapes covered by the Special Prosecutors

subpoena, I have found, with one exception, that theya addmamkhimg

support what I said on April 29 when & I announced my decision to

make the original transcripts public: x that the evidence already

turned over to the House Judiciary Committee tells the full story

of Watergate, in so far as the President's personal knowledge or
\

involvement is concerned. With this one exception, they add nothing

2u significant or substantial.kmxmhég\\

The one exception is a conversation that I held with H.R,
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Haldeman on June 23, 1972. 1In order to complete—the*record before
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The tape that I am furnishing the Houee committee is of m a
conversation with Mr. Haldeman concerning the C,I.A., and the F,B.I.
In my statement about Watergate on May 22, 1973, and in subse-
discussed this

quent comments, I smidxmhRakmimxnhhsmrmEmEnzaxnx conversation -- Bxx

on June 23, six days after the break-in -- in terms that I km now

'8 find to be erroneous, or at least incomplete. 1In these statements,

I said that I was concerned that because several former C.I.A.

personnel were involved in the break-in, the investigation might

oy - gz,

- uncover unrelated covert activities of the C.I,A,; and also that
hopansr shxMymxHunkiaxirvebyemanhynkhxns:phhxnroevRnxex senenrix b

smREXhimem because Mr. Hunt was notmmxei only a former €% C,I.A.

i

| operative but ahsm had also been a member of the so-called "plumbers,"

thak the investigation might reveal details of what I considered

s

highly sensitive national security matters the plumbers had worked

: -
4 on. Therefore, I said, I gave instructions that the F.B.I. should

be aikrx alerted to coordinate & with the C,I.A,, and to ensure that
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the investigation stayed out-—ef sensitive natiomal security areas.
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That Maym2@8x statement of May 22,1973 was based on my best
documentary materails-and to
recollection at the time, in addition to/sworn testimony by the
various people involved.
In reviewing the tape, it is now clear thet Mr. Haldeman and
I did discuss the political aspects of the situation, and that we
were fully aware of the advantages this course of action would have
L
wH with respect to limiting possible public exposure of involvement
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