
Post's 3/16/73 WG coverage all on Nixon's 3/15 press conference. It is not possible for 
me to remember any President who lied as blatantly anc came as close as possible to never 
telling t4Ie truth in such a long comment. Three questions responded to. It is incredible. 
If he isn t nmled on these things -ugh. lie administration failed to exercise executive 
privelege? Ever heard of Dwight Eisenhower and Sherman Adams, who testified. His is the 
most forthcoming in history? Is that why for the first time members of Congress have had 
to sue in an effort to get information? A know of no such privelege except on policy 
and decision matters and I am certain there is none in any criminal investigation, which 
is what WG is. This would mean that crime in the White House is perpetually protected. 
Raw files not in issue but he pretends these are the only files Gray gave committee. How 
"raw" can it be when it is the direct quotation of his personal lawyer? How does l'ean 
get executive privelege in acting as lawyer for staff members? They have no privelege 
in FBI interviews in a criminal investigation. Meanwhile Gray, who is among the more 
deserving of the position, is hoist en Kleindienst's petard. It was the Lyin-hearted 
who first offered the Senate the files, not Gray. Now all of this is eretty risky. There 
is always the chance, if slight, that some major paper will do whit NBC News did with 
Ziegeler's lies, take Richard the First's apart. Either he is really nuts or he has so 
deep an involvement that can come out he feels he has no choice. Not even his spectacular 
arrogance could account for such undeviating and total falsification of the public in 
public. HW 3/16/73 
Post published transcripts, as I presume Times did. 
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`I Am Concerned About the 

Cease-Fire Violatic;ns 

The following are ex-

cerpts from President Nix-

on's press conference yes-

terday at the White House: 

The President: . . . Ladles 

and gentlemen, I have an 
announcement with regard 

to our liaison office in Pe-
king. 

The office will open ap-
proximately on May 1, and 

' Ambassador David Bruce 

will be the• chief of the liai-
son office. In the office will 

be approximately a total 
complement of 30, of whom 
10 will be what we call the 
expert level; the others, of 
course, for the support 

level. 	• 
The two top assistants, top 

deputies to Ambassador 
Bruce—however, we should 
not I call him ambassador, 
but his title will be chief of 
the liaison office—will be 

Mr. Alfred S. Jenkins from 
the .State Department, who, 
as you know, is one of our 

top experts on Chinese-
American relations in State; 

and Mr. [John H.] Holdridge 

from NSC [National Secur-

ity Council] who is the top 

man in NSC advising in that 

area there. 
We selected these two 

men because Mr. Jenkins 
and Mr. Holdridge not only 

are experts In Chinese, they 
are bilingual, incidentally, 
in both Chinese and 
American; speak it well. I 

remember both assisted in 

translations when I have 
been there. But in addition 
to that, they are men who 
have from the beginning 
been participating in the 
new initiatives between the 
People's Republic and the 
United States. They have ac-
companied me on my trip 

and they have accompanied 

Dr. Kissinger on his trips. 
A word about why Ambas-

sador Bruce was selected. 
We call him out of retire-

ment because I thought it 
was very important to ap-

point a man of great stature 

to this position. The Chinese 

accepted that view them- 
selves, and we expect soon 
to hear from them as to the 

appointment of the man 

they will have as his oppo- 
site number here in Wash- 

ington. Another reason that 
I selected Ambassador 
Bruce was because of his 
great experience. All of you 

know that he has been am-
bassador to Britain and am-

bassador to Germany, am-
bassador to France, and also 

headed our delegation in 

Paris on the Vietnam talks 

in 1971 and '72, in the early 
parts of '72. 

A third reason, perhaps, 
has even greater signifi-

cance. Many of you in this 
room were on the trip to 
China, and sometimes I sup-

pose the feeling must have 
developed, "Well, this is a 
one-shot deal." I never con-

- sidered it that, and all of 

you who reported on it did 
not consider it that. -It was 
the beginning, we trust, of a 
longer journey; a journey In 
which we will have our dif-
ferences, but one in which 
the most pepulous nation In 
the world and the United 
States of America can work 
together where their inter-

ests coincide for the cause 
of peace and better relations 

in the Pacific and the world. 
It is necessary that this 

be, therefore, a bipartisan 
enterprise in the highest 

sense of the word. 
Mr. Bruce, as you know, 

while he has not been en- 
gaged in partisan politics, as 
such, is a Democrat. He has 
served four Presidents with 
equal distinction, Demo- 
cratic Presidents as well as 

Republicans, and we believe 
that appointing him as head 

of the delegation indicates 
our intention that this initia-

tive will continue in the fu- 

ture, whether the Presi-

dency is occupied by a Dem-
ocrat or a Republican. Of 
course, I am not making any 
predictions as to what will 
happen when I leave. 

But that is the end of my 
announcement. We will now 
go to your questions... 

Gray Nomination 
Question; 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? 

A: I noted some specula-
tion to the effect that the 
Senate might hold Mr. 

Gray as hostage to a deci-
sion on Mr. Dean. I cannot 

believe that such responsi-
ble Members of the United 
States Senate would do that, 
because as far as I am con-
cerned, my decision has 
been made. 

I answered that question 
rather abruptly, you recall, 
the last time it was asked 
by one of the ladies of the 

press here. I did not mean 

to be abrupt, I 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 I would call 
a double privilege, the law-
yer-client relationship, as 
well as the presidential 
privilege, 

Executive Privilege 
And in terms of privilege, 

I think we could put it an- 
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other way. I consider it my 
constitutional responsibility 
to defend the principle of 
separation of powers. I rec-
ognize that many members 
of the Congress disagree 
with my interpretation of 
that responsibility. 

But while we are talking 
on that subject—and I will 
go on at some length here 
because it may anticipate 
some of your other ques-
tions—I am very proud of 
the fact that in this admin-
istration we have been more 
forthcoming in terms of the 
relationship between the 
Executive, the White House 
and the Congress, than any 
administration in my mem-
ory. We have not drawn a 
curtain down and said that 
there could be no infOrma-
tion furnished by members 
of the White House staff be-
cause of their special rela-
tionship to the President. 

All we have said is that it 
must be under certain cir-
cumstances, certain guide-
lines, that do not infringe 
upon or impair the separa-
tion of powers that are so 
essential to the survival of 
our system. 

In that connection, I 
might say that I had men-
tioned previously that I was 
once on the other side of the 
fence, but what I am doing 
'here in this case is cooperat-
ing with the Congress in a 
way that I asked the then-
President, Mr. Truman, to 
cooperate with a committee 
of the Congress 25 years ago 
and in -which he refused. 

I don't say that critically 
of him now; he had his rea-
sons, I have mine. But what 
we asked for in the hearings 
on the Hiss case—and all of 
you who covered it . . will 
remember—what we asked 
for was not that the head of 
the FBI or anybody from 
the White House staff tes-
tify. There was very wide-
spread information that 
there was a report of an in-
vestigation that had been 
made in the administration 
about the Hiss ease. We 
asked for that report. We 
asked for the FBI informa-
tion with regard to that re-
port. 

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 
circumstances. The FBI re-
fused all information. We got 
no report from the Depart-
ment of Justice and we had  

to go forward and break the 
case ourselves. 

We did and to the credit 
of the administration, after 
we broke the case, they pro-
ceeded 9s conduct the prose-
cution and the FBI went 
into it. 

I would like to say, inci-
dentally, that I talked to Mr. 
Hoover at that time. It was 
with reluctance that he did 
tion. Reluctance, because he 
felt that t he information, 
sisted htat we should coop-
he will furnish all pertinent 
information. He will be com-
pletely forthcoming. Some-
fish information when any 
was doing. 

Now, I thought that deci-
sion was wrong and so when 
this administration has 
come in, I have always in-
sisted that we hould coop-
erate with the members of 
the Congress and with the 
committees of the Congress  

and that is why we nave fur-
nished information, but, 
however, I am not going to 
have the counsel to the 
President of the United 
States testify in a formal 
session before the Congress. 
However, Mr. Dean will fur-
nih information when any 
of it is requested, provided 
it is pertinent to the investi-
gation. 

Q: Mr. President, would 
you then be willing to have 
Mr. Dean sit down infor-
mally and let some of the 
senators question him, as 
they have with Dr. 
Kissinger? 

A: No, that is quite a dif-
ferent thing. In fact, Dr. 
Kissinger, Mr. Ehrlichman, 
as you know, not only infor-
mally met with members of 
the Congress on matters of 
substance the same is true 
with members of the press, 
a you know, Dr.Kissinger 



meets with you lames and 
gentlemen of the press and 
answers questions on mat-
ter 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, how-
ever, the important thing is, 
will furnish all pertinent in-
formation. He will be com-
pletely forthcoming. Some-
thing that other administra-
tions have totally refused to 
do until we got here and I 
am very proud of the fact 
that we are forthcoming and 
I would respectfully suggest 
that members of Congress 
might look at hat record as 
they decide to test it. 
Vietnam Cease-Fire 

Vietnam Cease.Fire 
Q: Mr. President, can you 

say, sir, how concerned you 
are about the reports of 
cease-fire violations in 
Vietnam? 	- 

A: Well, I am toncerned 

about the cease-fire viola-
tions. As you ladies and gen-
tlemen will recall, I have 
consistently pointed out in 
meetings with you, that we 
would expect violations be-
cause of the nature of the 
war, the guerrilla nature, 
and that even in Korea, in 
which we do not have a 
guerrilla war, we still have 
violations. They recede each 
year, but we still have them. 
Long, 15, 20 years, after the-
war is over. 

In the case of these viola-
tions, we are concerned 
about them on two scores. 
One, because they occur, but 
two, we are concerned be-
cause of another violation 
that could lead to, we think, 
rather serious consequences. 
We do not bepieve it will. 
We hope that it will not. 
And that is the reports that 
you ladies and gentlemen 
have been receiving from 
your colleagues in Vietnam 
with regard to infiltration. 

You will note that there 
have been reports of infil-
tration by the North Viet-
namese into South Vietnam 
of equipment exceeding the 
amounts that were agreed 
upon in the settlement. 

Now, some equipment can 
come in. In other words, re-
placement equipment, but no 
new equipment, nothing, 
which steps up the 'capacity 
of the North Vietnamese or 
the Vietcong to wage war in  

the South. No new equip-
ment is allowed under the 
agreement. 

Infiltration 
Now, as far as that con-

cern is concerned, particu- 
larly on the infiltration, that 
is the more important point, 
rather than the cease-fire vio- 
lations which we think, over 
a period of time, will be re- 
duced — but in terms of the 
infiltration, I am not going 
to say publicly what we 
have said. 

I only suggest this: that 
we have informed the North 
Vietnamese of our concern 
about this infiltration and 
what we believe it to be, a 
violation of the cease-fire, the 
cease-fire and the peace 
agreement. Our concern has 
also been expressed to other 
interested parties and I 
would only suggest that 
based on my actions over 
the past four years, that the 
North Vietnamese should 
not lightly disregard such 
expressions of concern, 
when they are made, with 
regard to a violation. That is 
an I will say about it. 

Q: Mr. President, in con-
e nection with this matter, 
there is a report also that 
not just equipment, but a 
new infusion of .North Viet-
namese combat personnel 
have been introduced into 
South Vietnam, which is 
apart from just equipment. 
Can you confirm this? Is 
this partly what you are 
talking about? 

A: ... the reports that we 
get with regard to infiltra-
tion, as you know, are al-
ways either too little or too 
late or too much. And I am 
not going to confirm that 
one, except to say that we 
have noted the report hav-
ing beenje made.' We, how-
ever, are priMarily con-
cerned about the equipment, 
because as far' as the person-
nel are concerned, they 
could be simply replacement 
personnel . . 

Q: Sir, why have we not 
gone through the ICCS to 
complain 	about 	this 
infiltration? 

A: The ICCS is being 
used. As you know, there 
are some problems there. 
The Canadians have ex-
pressed considerable con-
cern about the fact they 
don't want to be on a com-
mission which is not being 

effectively used and we will ' 
continue through the ICCS 
and any other body that we 
can effectively appeal to, to 
attempt to get action there. 
I can only answer in that 
way at this point. 

FBI Files 
Q: Mr. President, are you 

concerned, sir, that any of 
the confidential FBI inter-
views that were conducted 
in their Watergate investiga-
tion were in any way com-
promised by Pat Gray's hav-
ing given information to 
John Dean or talked about 
to Joh ilEhrlichman or oth-
ers. 

A: No, I am not con-
eerned about that. I would 
say that there is no possibil-
ity whatever that any in-
formation from the FBI, 
that may have been pro-
vided in the line of their 
duties to a member of the 
White House staff, would be 
bandied about in the press. 

I would express concern 
on another point. In my 
long-time association with 
Mr. Hoover, he always was 
hard-line in dealing with the 
members of the Congress 
and with congressional.  com-
mittees in terms of what he 
called "raw files," and when 
I first came into this office, 
he showed me a "raw file." I 
had not seen any before. 

And when I saw the gos-
sip, the hearsay, and unsub-
stantiated kind of slander-
ous statements, libelous, in 
this case, because they were 
in writing, having been 
made orally and transmitted 
into writing. 	was really 
shocked. 

Mr. Hoover, after showing 
me the "raw file," gave me 
an appraisal by the FBI of 
What could be believed and 
what could not _be believed. 
And in the case of this par-
ticular individual—the rea-
son I saw the file, it involved 
a check of an individual who 
I was nominating for a posi-
tion and I needed to get the 
facts anl, of course, I 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 Con-
gress, to furnish ."raw files" I 
and then to have them leak 
out to the press, I think 
could do innocent people a 



great deal of damage. I un-
derstand why Mr. Gray did, 
because his hearing was in-
volved. But I would say that 
should not be a precedent 
for the future. 

The way Mr. Hoover han-
dled it with members of the 
Congress was that he would 
show the "raw files," for ex-
ample, to Mr. Eastland, the 
chairman of a committee, 
and the ranking minority 
member, where a judge was 
up for a confirmation, but 
nothing ever leaked, from 
those files and the sanctity 
of those files must be main-
tained and I belie‘ie that the 
practice of the FBI furnish-
ing "raw files" to full com-
mittees must stop with this 
particular one, 

Stockpiles 
Q: Mr. President, . have 

you decided to sell materials 
from the strategic stockpiles 
and, if so, what are the safe-
guards from a security 
standpoint? 

A: We have examined the 
stockpile question over the 
past four years. I have long 
felt that these stockpiles 
were really irrelevant to the 
kind of a world situation we 
presently confront. The 
stockpile numbers were set 
up at a time that we were 
thinking of a very different 

kind of conflict than we 
presently might be con-
fronted with in the world. 

Under the circumstances, 
after very full evaluation 
and discussion within the 
administration, I have found 

. that it will be safe for the 
United States to very sub- 
stantially reduce our stock-
piles and we are going to go 
forward and do that. 

Now, there are going to be 
some squeals, but while the 
complaints will be made on 
the basis of national secu-
rity, let me just say, I have 
made the decision on the ba-
sis of national 'security. The 
complaints will be, and I un-
derstand this, from those 
who produce and sell some 
of the materials in which we 
are going to sell the stock-
piles, but we are,going to do 
this, first, because the gov-
ernment doesn't need this 
much for its national secu-
rity and, second, because in 
this particular period,, we 
need to take every action we 
possibly can to drive down 
prices, or at least to drive 
down those particular ele- 

ments that force prices up 
and selling the stockpiles in 
certain areas will help. 

Watergate 
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 hir-
ing 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 re-
vealed by Mr. Gray? 

A: This gives me an op-
portunity to not only answer 
that question, but many oth-
ers that I note you have 
been asking Mr. Ziegler. 

First—and incidentally, I 
am not complaining about 
the fact you are asking the 
question of me or hey. Zie-
gler. It is a very proper 
question. A Senate commit- , 
tee is conducting investiga-
tions These investigations 

.Y1  
ill go on, I understand 4 

over . a period of manA 
months. I respect the right 
of • the Senate to conduct 
those investigations. We will 
cooperate; we will cooperate 
fully with the Senate, just 
as we did with the grand 
jury, as we did with the 
FBI, and as we did with, the 
courts when they were ,con-
ducting their investigations 
previously in what was 
called the Watergate matter. 

As fat. as these investiga-
tions ' are concerned, 'there 
are all kinds of information, 
charges, et cetera, et cetera, 
that have been made and 
will be made in the future. I 
could comment upon them. 
Mr. Ziegler could in the fu-
ture. I will not. He will not. 
And the reason that we will 
not is that when the commit-
tee completes 'its investiga-
tion, we will then have com-
ments, if we consider it ap-
propriate to do so. But it is 
the right of the committee 
to conduct the investigation, 
all the facts can come out. 

I have confidence in all of 
the White House people who 
have been named. I will ex-
press that confidence again. 
But I am not going to com-
ment on any individual mat-
ter that the committee may 
go into. 

Let me say, with regard to 
the committee, too, I do not 
intend to raise questions 
about its conduct. I have  

-been very pleased to note 
that Sen. Ervin—at least 
this is the way I 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 indi-
cated that he, as a great con-
stitutional lawyer, will ac-
cept no hearsay; that he will 
not tolerate any guilt by 
innuendo; he will not toler-
ate any guilt' by association. 

As long as the committee 
conducts its investigations 
with those very high guide-
lines—guidelines I tried to 
follow, incidentally, in the 
Hiss case; not perhaps as 
well as I might have, but I 
did what many tholight was 
pretty well—but in any 
event, as long as it is con-
ducted that way, I do not in-
tend to make any state-
ments with regard to mat-
ters before the committee. 
That is for the committee to 
look into . . . 

• Narcotics Policy 
Q: Mr.- President, less 

. than three years ago you 
signed into law a bill that 
removed mandatory prison 
terms for federal narcotics 
convictions, 	as 	recom- • 
mended by an earlier Presi- 
• dent's Crime Commission, 
and since then 73 per cent 
of those convicted in federal 
cases have received prison 
terms. What evidence is 
there that causes you now to 
go the other way, to ask for 
a restoration of mandatory 
prison terms for narcotics 
traffic? 

A: We-have examined this 
situation very carefully.. • 
Here is what we have found 
with regard to this whole at-
titude in terms of the resto-
ration of the death penalty, 
for example, and the manda-
tory prison terms in cases of 
narcotics offenders: let me 
point out that the manda-
tory sentences, as you know, 
only apply to hard drugs, 
heroin. It does not apply to 
marijuana. It does not apply 
to soft drugs, et cetera, et 
cetera. 

Criminologists have hon-
est differences of opinion on 
this, as to whether it will be 
more effective or less effec-
tive. We have examined it. - 
We have, as yoU have al-
ready indicated, accepted a 
recommendation and we 



were moving in one direc-
tion at one time and now 
we have looked at the rec-
ord since then and we have 
looked at the record over 
the past 10 years. I will sim-
ply summarize it for ,this 
year. 

During the '60s, , the 
United States went far down 
the road of the perMissive 
.approach to those charged ' 
with crime, and we reaped a 
terrible harvest, the greatest 
increase in crime that this 
country has ever had, explo-
sive to the point that law 
and order, so-called, became 
a great issue in '68. It was 
still a great issue in '72. 

Now, under these circum-
stances, I believe that it is 
essential that we have not a 
permissive approach, bat an 
approach where certain ma-
jor crimes are concerned 
that the penalties will be 
ones that will deter those 
crimes. It is my belief that 
they will. 

Let me suggest, also, that 
my discussions with crim-
inologists bears that out. 
We will find some disagree-
ment. I understand there is 
a commission that will, in a 
couple of weeks, recom-
mend that we move in the 
other direction. But I will 
take the responsibility. 

As far as I am concerned, 
I oppose as you know, the 
legalization of marijuana, al-
though I have advocated a 
more equitable type of pun-
ishment which will fit the 
crime. I am for the manda-
tory criminal penalties with 
regard to. hard drugs be-
cause I think we have to 
move vigorously in this 
area. And in terms of the 

capital punishment, I do, not 
think the Secretary of State 

- of the United States can 
make a statement to the ef- 
fect that terrorists in the Su- 
dan should be executed 
when, if somebody picks up 
some diplomat in the United 
States, we would give him 
perhaps 20 years, 30 years, 
and then have him out on 
parole in five years. 

So under these circum-
stances. I am taking this 
line. I realize many honeely 
disagree. I respect the dis- 
agreement. But that is what 
I believe. If it doesn't work, 
we will try something else ... 
Price Controls 

Price Controls 
Q: . , . There is a pub- 

lished report that the ad-
ministration, despite what 
has been publicly said, is 
considering at• least the pos--  
sibility of controls on meat 
prices, possibly on other raw 
agriculture products. We 
have housewives' strikes/now 
against these tremendous in-
creases in food prices. When 
are you going to be in a po-
sition to offer the American 
consumer some kind Of as-
surance that this is going to 
be stopped, this price spiral 
in food? 

A: The difficulty with of-
fering rigid price cont ols 
on meat prices and food 
prices is that it would not 
stop, in the opinion of thbse 
whose judgment I valne, 
would not stop the rise In 
prices.. It might stop them 
momentarily, but as a result 
of discourgaging increased 
production, we would reap 
the consequences of greater 
upward pressure on priceei, 
later. 	 1 

You can be very sure that 
if I thought that price con-
trols on farm products and 1 
on food prices would work, I 1, 
would impose them in-
stantly. 

But the point is, that 
every bit of evidence that has 
been presented shows that it 
would discourage supply, it 
would lead to black market 
and we would eventually 
have to come to rigid price 
controls; wage controls and 
rationing and I don't think 
the American people want 
that. I think -there is a bet-
ter way. 

The better way is, one, to 
open our imports to the 
greatest extent that we pos-
sibly can. For example, we 
have already taken some ac-
tion in that on dairy prod-
ucts. We have already taken 
some action on beef prod-
ucts. I found, at a meeting 
with the Cost of Living 
Council, that we still have a 
3, per cent tariff on im-
ported beef. I have asked 
the Department of Agricul-
ture to give me a legal opin-
ion as to whether the. Presi-
dent can remove that tariff. 
If I can, I will act. If I can't, 
I am going to ask the Con-
gress to do it, because there 
shouldn't be any tariff on an ' 
item that is in short supply 
in the United States. That is 
on the import side. 

On the supply side, we 
are, of course, reducing our 
stockpiles, whatever stock-
piles are left and -there are 
some in which we are able  

to act, -provided we can get 
the transportation. That is 
the reason the Secretary of 
Transportation , sat in the 
meeting with the Cost of 
Living Council, because we 
need flatcars and a number 
of other items in order to 
get it moved. 

Finally, there is the pro-
duction side and on the pro-
duction side, as you know, 
signed to increase production: 
We are continuing' te etamine 
the situation. If any fuither 
action can be taken-that will 
work,, we will do it. But I can 
assure you that I consider it 

I the ighestpriority to get the 
pres ure on prices down. 

Let me say one word 
about the ;housewives. 1 had 
a letter from one, the other 
day I saying, "Should I 
boycott?" I am not going to 
suggest to American'• house-
wives or to any .group ' of 
Americans to join in boy-
cotts and so forth. I gener-
ally do not feel that that is 
an effective use of what we 
call "people power." 

On the other hand, I 
would suggest that the 
greatest and most' powerful 
weapon against high prices 
In this country is the Ameri-
can houseWife. Her deci-. 47  
sions, as she buys, whether k, 
she buys something that is 44  
mile expensive or less ex- I 
pensive, have a far greater 
effect on price control than 
anything we do here. And I ot 
would suggest that the fact ''',4,; 
that some of the pressure on_:: 
prices may be lessening_.;, 
now, as a result of house- 
wives 	

4. 
 buying more carefully, 

may, have some good effect. 

4 Court Test . 
1 

Q.: Mr. President, does 
your offer to cooperate with 
the $rvin committee 'include 
the possibility that you 
would allow your aides to 
testify before his committee, 
and if it does not, would you 
be willing to comply with a 
court order, if Ervin went to 
court to get one, that re-
quired sqgne testimony from 
White House-aides? ' a 

A.: In answer to your first 
part of the question, the 
statement that we made yes-
terday answered that com-
pletely — not yesterday, the 
12th I think it was, my state-
ment on executive privilege. 
Members of the White House 
staff will not appear -before 
a committee of Congress in 

4 

t 

% 



any formal session. 	; 
, • We will furnish informs- i 
tion under the proper eir- ' 

i  cumstances, we will con-
sider each matter on a case-
\ by-case basis. 

With regard to the second 
Point, that is not before us. 
Let mesay, however, that if 
the Senate feels at this time 
that this matter of separa-
tion of : powers, where as I 
said, this administration has 
been mere forthcoming than 
any Detnocratic administra-
tiOn I know of, if the Senate 
feels that they want a court 
test, we. would welcome it. 
Perhaps this is the time to 
have the highest court of " 
this' land make a definitiVe 
decision with regard to this 
magi-. 

I am not suggesting that 
we are asking for it. But I I 
would suggest that if the 0 , members of the Senate, in i 
this strisdom, decide I that ; 
they want to test this matter 
in the courts, we will, of 
course,i,present our. side of 
the case, and we think that 
the Supreme Court will Up-
hold, as it always usually:,.1 
has, the great constitutional 7 
principle' of separation of '10' 
powers rhther than to 110-' 
hold the Senate ...  

Q. Mr. President, you have A 

talked about the responsi- 
bility 

 
 wit hin the White 1 

House and responsibility be- .1 

W
een Congress and the i 

White House. Where do you 
feel your responsibility for 
the Committee to Re-elect 
te President begins and 1 
'e ds, Mr. Mitchell or any 
ik 

of er people wh9-were work-
ing for them? 

A. Well, the responsibility 
.there, of course, is one that , 
will,  be replied to by Mr. 
MitChell, Mr. Stans and all 
of those in due course. None 
of. them have the privilege, 
nonOof them, of course, will 

• refus' to testify, none has 
when he is asked to, and I 
am sue they will give very 
good accounts of themselves, 
as they have in the court 
matters' that 'they, have been 
asked to . . . 


