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ov. 13,1973 
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B
elieve •

 ..D
ou

b
t W

ill B
e R

em
oved

' 
i•

 
4
  S

fsrten
ten

t b
y P

resid
en

t 
,E

N
ifon yesterday on the tnis-

loiiiir W
hite H

ouse tapes: 

emi- a 
consequence of the 

public disclosure, tw
o w

eeks 
ago, that tw

o conversations of 
file 

P
resid

en
t w

ere n
o
t re-

co
rd

ed
 o

n
 th

e W
h
ite H

o
u

se 
fecording system

, doubts have 
.1r4sen about just w

hat hap-
pened to these conversations 
'ilid

 w
h
y
 th

ey
 w

ere n
o
t re-

lo
rd

ed
. T

h
e p

u
rp

o
se o

f th
is 

statem
en

t is to
 h

elp
 d

isp
el 

P
rose doubts and to spell out 

O
f rtain

 step
s I w

ill tak
e to

 
fer inform

ation to the C
ourt 

that w
ill help determ

ine the 
iglistance of all nine conver-
satio

n
s su

b
p
o
en

aed
 b

y
 th

e 
N

u
rt. 

‘F
irst, th

ere are n
o

 m
issin

g
 

tapes. T
here are tw

o conversa-
ft6ns requested by the C

ourts 
tidy w

ere not recorded. T
he 

first-is a four-m
inute conver-

S
itiO

n
 w

ith
 th

e fo
rm

er A
t-

to
 ey

 G
en

eral, Jo
h

n
 M

itch
-

d
Il o

n
 Ju

n
e 2

0
, 1

9
7
2
. T

h
e 

r:g
eo

tiii is a m
eetin

g
 o

f 5
5

 
1, ninites w

ith John D
ean, late 

in
 th

e ev
en

in
g

 o
f S

u
n

d
ay

, 
gprir'15, 1973. 

T
here is no question in m

y 
M

ind but that the open C
ourt 

'faring, now
 being conducted, 

0.11 dem
onstrate to the C

ourt's 
A

tisfaction 
th

e tru
th

 o
f o

u
r 

tistem
en

ts th
at th

ese tw
o

 
conversations w

ere never re-
A

erd
ed

. In
 fact, th

ere is n
o

 
affirm

ativ
e ev

id
en

ce to
 th

e 
contrary. I believe that w

hen 
trie court concludes its evalu, 
ation-  o

f th
e testim

o
n

y
 an

d
 

docum
entary evidence, public  

d
o

u
b

t o
n

 th
is issu

e w
ill b

e 
com

pletely and satisfactorily 
rem

oved. 
In the m

eantim
e, I believe it 

im
p
o
rtan

t to
 m

ak
e a state- 

m
ent about this proceeding 

so that m
isconceptions about 

th
is m

atter d
o
 n

o
t p

ersist 
sim

ply because certain basic 
facts are not presented to the 
A

m
erican public. 

F
irst, th

e
 S

e
n
a
te

 S
e
le

c
t 

C
o

m
m

ittee d
id

 n
o

t su
b

p
o

en
a 

th
e su

b
stan

ce o
f th

e tw
o
 u

n
-

reco
rd

ed
 co

n
v

ersatio
n

s. T
h

at 
m

aterial w
as req

u
ested

 o
n

ly
 

by the S
pecial P

rosecutor, and 
th

e C
o

u
rt, w

h
o

 b
eliev

ed
 th

e 
substance of nine presidential 
co

n
v
ersatio

n
s w

as n
ecessary

 
fo

r co
m

p
letio

n
 o

f th
e W

ater-
gate investigation. 

W
e are com

plying fully w
ith 

the F
ederal C

ourt decision. In 
sev

en
 o

f n
in

e in
stan

ces, th
e 

actu
al reco

rd
in

g
 o

f 
th

e 
con-

v
ersatio

n
 is b

ein
g

 su
b

m
itted

; 
th

is in
clu

d
es 5

 co
n
v
ersatio

n
s 

in
 w

h
ich

 Jo
h

n
 D

ean
 p

artici-
p

ated
—

S
ep

tem
b

er 1
5

, 1
9

7
2

, 
M

arch 13, 1973, tw
o on M

arch 
2
1
, 1

9
7
3
, o

n
e o

n
 M

arch
 2

2
, 

1
9

7
3

. F
o

r all n
in

e co
n

v
ersa- 

tions covered by the subpoe-
n

a, su
ch

 co
n

tem
p

o
ran

eo
u

s 
n

o
tes an

d
 m

em
o

ran
d

a as 
m

ad
e o

f th
e co

n
v
ersatio

n
s 

are b
ein

g
 p

ro
v
id

ed
 in

 ac-
cordance w

ith the C
ourt or-

der. 
B

efore discussing these m
at-

ters, th
e issu

e o
f w

h
en

 an
d

 
w

h
y
 th

e reco
rd

ed
 co

n
v
ersa-

tio
n

s w
ere listen

ed
 to

 b
y

 m
e, 

an
d
 b

y
 o

th
ers o

n
 m

y
 b

eh
alf, 

sh
o
u
ld

 b
e p

lace in
 ch

ro
n
o
-

logical perspective. 

O
n
 Ju

n
e 4

, 1
9
7
3
, I listen

ed
 

to
 th

e tap
e reco

rd
in

g
s o

f a 
num

ber of conversations I had 
w

ith
 Jo

h
n
 D

ean
 in

 o
rd

er to
 

refresh
 m

y
 m

em
o
ry

 o
f th

o
se 

d
iscu

ssio
n

s. A
ll o

f th
e co

n
-

versations to w
hich I listened 

that day had taken place prior 
to M

arch 21, 1973. M
y purpose 

in review
ing the recordings of 

m
y
 co

n
v
ersatio

n
s w

ith
 M

r. 
D

ean
 w

as to
 co

n
firm

 m
y
 rec-

o
llectio

n
 th

at h
e h

ad
 n

o
t re-

p
o
rte

d
 c

e
rta

in
 fa

c
ts to

 m
e
 

p
rio

r to
 M

arch
 2

1
, 1

9
7
3
. In

 
late A

pril, 1973, I asked H
.R

. 
H

aldem
an to listen and report 

on the conversation of M
arch 

21, 1973, in w
hich he had beeq 

p
resen

t fo
r a su

b
stan

tial p
o
r-

tion of tim
e. M

y prim
ary pur-

pose in having M
r. H

aldem
an 

listen
 to

 th
is tap

e w
as to

 co
n
-

firm
 m

y
 re

c
o
lle

c
tio

n
 th

a
t 

M
arch 21, 1973, w

as the date 
on w

hich John D
ean had first 

reported certain facts to m
e. 

T
h

ere h
ad

 b
een

 ru
m

o
rs 

an
d
 rep

o
rts to

 th
e co

n
trary

 
—

 o
n
e o

f th
em

 su
g
g
estin

g
 

th
at Jo

h
n

 D
ean

 an
d

 I h
ad

 
m

et 30 or 40 tim
es to discuss 

W
aterg

ate —
 an

d
 I w

an
ted

 
to refresh m

y recollection as 
to w

hat w
as the precise and 

entire truth. 
O

n S
eptem

ber 29, 1973, I 
b
eg

an
 a rev

iew
 o

f th
e tap

e 
reco

rd
in

g
s su

b
p
o
en

aed
 b

y
 

th
e S

p
ecial P

ro
secu

to
r fo

r 
th

e g
ran

d
 

jury an
d

 b
y

 th
e 

S
en

ate S
elect C

o
m

m
ittee. 

T
he reason w

as, it had been 
m

y
 d

elib
erate in

ten
tio

n
 to

 
litigate the m

atter up to the 
S

u
p

rem
e C

o
u

rt, if n
eces-

sary
, to

 p
ro

tect th
e rig

h
t o

f 

confidentiality and the rela-
ted

 p
rin

cip
le 

of 
separation 

of pow
ers. B

y late S
eptem

-
ber, how

ever, I had com
e to 

th
e co

n
clu

sio
n
 th

at th
e n

a-
tional interest w

ould be bet-
ter serv

ed
 b

y
 a reaso

n
ab

le 
com

prom
ise. 

T
hus, in late S

eptem
ber, I 

b
eg

an
 to

 co
n
sid

er v
ario

u
s 

ap
p
ro

ach
es w

h
ich

 led
 to

 
w

hat has com
e to be know

n 
as th

e "S
ten

n
is C

o
m

p
ro

-
m

ise" —
 tu

rn
in

g
 o

v
er to

 
both the S

enate C
om

m
ittee 

an
d

 th
e C

o
u

rt th
e fu

ll su
b

-
stan

ce o
f th

e relev
an

t re-
corded conversations, leav-
in

g
 th

e v
erificatio

n
 o

f th
e 

p
recisio

n
 an

d
 accu

racy
 o

f 
th

at su
b

stan
ceto

 S
en

ato
r 

S
ten

n
is. T

h
at co

m
p
ro

m
ise 

offer, accepted by the S
en-

ate C
o
m

m
ittee C

h
airm

an
 

and V
ice C

hairm
an, proved 

unacceptable to the S
pecial 

P
rosecutor. 
It w

as during this process 
that I first becam

e aw
are of 

th
e p

o
ssib

ility
 th

at tw
o

 o
f 

th
e
 te

n
 c

o
n
v
e
rsa

tio
n
s in

 
q
u
estio

n
 h

ad
 n

o
t b

een
 re-

corded. 
I proceeded w

ith a review
 

o
f th

e eig
h

t reco
rd

ed
 co

n
-

versations and subsequently 
ordered a further search for 
reco

rd
in

g
s o

f th
e tw

o
 co

n
-

v
ersatio

n
s in

 q
u
estio

n
 an

d
 

an investigation into the cir-
cu

m
stan

ces w
h
ich

 cau
sed

 
the conversations not to be 
recorded. T

he search and in-
vestigation w

ere not finally 
com

pleted until O
ctober 27. 

O
n
e o

f th
e co

n
v
ersatio

n
s 

fo
r w

h
ic

h
 n

o
 re

c
o
rd

in
g
  

could be found w
as. -  a fo

u
r-

m
in

u
te

 te
le

p
h
o
n
e
 c

a
ll I 

m
ad

e to
 Jo

h
n

 M
itch

ell o
n

 
the evening of June 20, 1972. 
T

h
e o

n
ly

 telep
h
o
n
e calls 

w
h
ich

 w
ere reco

rd
ed

 in
 th

e 
re

sid
e
n

c
e
 o

f th
e
 W

h
ite

 
H

o
u
se w

ere th
o
se m

ad
e in

 
th

e L
in

co
ln

 S
ittin

g
 R

o
o
m

 
w

hich I use as an office. T
el-

ephone conversations in the 
fam

ily
 q

u
arters h

av
e n

ev
er 

b
een

 reco
rd

ed
 d

u
rin

g
 th

is 
A

d
m

in
istratio

n
. T

h
e tele-

phone call w
ith John M

itch-
ell w

as o
n
e th

at I m
ad

e o
n
 

th
e telep

h
o

n
e in

 th
e fam

ily
 

q
u
arters ju

st b
efo

re g
o
in

g
 

in
 to

 d
in

n
e
r, a

n
d
 c

o
n
se

-
quently it w

as not recorded. 
M

y
 c

o
n

v
e
rsa

tio
n

 w
ith

 
,Jo

h
n
 D

ean
 o

n
 S

u
n
d
ay

 ev
e-

ning, A
pril 15, 1973, w

as not 
reco

rd
ed

 b
ecau

se th
e tap

e 
o

n
 th

e reco
rd

in
g

 m
ach

in
e 

fo
r m

y
 E

x
ecu

tiv
e O

ffice 
B

uilding office w
as used up 

an
d

 ran
 o

u
t earlier in

 th
e 

day. T
he tape w

hich w
as on 

th
e o

p
eratin

g
 reco

rd
er o

n
 

S
unday, A

pril 15, 1973, con-
tain

s reco
rd

in
g
s o

f th
e co

n
-

v
ersatio

n
s in

 m
y
 E

x
ecu

tiv
e 

O
ffice B

u
ild

in
g
 o

ffice o
n
 

S
aturday, A

pril 14, 1973. It 
also

 co
n

tain
s a p

o
rtio

n
 o

f 
th

e first co
n
v
ersatio

n
 I h

ad
 

in
 th

at o
ffice o

n
 S

u
n

d
ay

, 
A

p
ril 1

5
, 1

9
7

3
, w

h
ich

 w
as 

w
ith

 A
tto

rn
e
y
 G

e
n

e
ra

l 
K

le
in

d
ie

n
st. D

u
rin

g
 th

a
t 

co
n
v
ersatio

n
 th

e tap
e ran

 
o

u
t. N

o
rm

ally
, I see v

ery
 

few
 people in m

y E
xecutive 

O
ffice B

uilding office on the 
w

eekends. H
ow

ever, on the 



F 

weekend of April 14 and 15, 
the activity in my Executive 
Office Building office was 
unusual and unanticipated. 
Certain reports made to me 
by my staff early in the 
morning of April 14, 19'73, 
led me to have lengthy dis-
cussions with staff members 
during the day in my office 
in the Executive Office 
Building. In addition, inter-
national developments re-
quired a lengthy meeting 
with my Assistant for Na-
tional Security Affairs late 
that morning. 

On Sunday, April 15, 1973, 
I began another series of 
meetings in my Executive 
Office Building office at 
about one o'clock, pin. The 
first meeting was with At-
torney General Kleindienst. 
Thereafter the meetings 
continued until late in the 
evening with the exception 
of a break of about two 
hours for dinner. I did not 
meet with John Dean until 

approximately nine o'clock 
that evening. Since the tape 
on the recorder for my Ex-
ecutive Office Building of-
fice had run out during my 
afternoon meeting with At-
torney General Kleindienst, 
the Dean meeting was not 
recorded. 

It should be pointed out 
that the Court order calls 
for evidentiary materials 
such as notes and memo-
randa in addition to record-
ings of specified conversa-
tions. The Court order spells 
out a detailed procedure for 
turning materials over for 
Judge Sirica's private re-
view. In recent days, in an 
effort to locate materials for 
the Court, a diligent search 
has been made for materials 
that might shed further 
light on the substance of the 
conversations in question, 
including the unrecorded 
conversations with John 
Mitchell on June 20, 1972, 
and with John Dean, on the 
evening of April 15, 1973. 

Since I have been in of-
fice, I have maintained a 
personal diary file which 
consists of notes which I 
have personally taken dur-
ing meetings and of dicta-
tion belts on which I record 
recollections. The dictation 
belts and notes are placed in 
my personal diary file by 
my secretary. They are 
sealed under specific in-
structions that they not be 
transcribed.  

In the course of searching 
my personal diary files, I 

have located a dictation belt 
that I indicated at 8:30 p.m. 
on June 20, 1972, on which, 
among other activites of the 
day, I referred to a tele-
phone call with John Mit-
chelL The portion of the belt 

Irty,  elating to the conversation 
ith John Mitchell will be 

ubmitted to the Court. 
We have also located the 

dictation belt of,rey reniallec-
ticis-niatiennttexsathans in 
xwestion for March 21 1973 
and the levant portions of 
these reco ecti ns together 
with the actual recordings 
of the conversations, of 
course, will also be submit. 
ted to the Court in compli-
ance with its order. 

Over the weekend of No-
vember 4 and 5, 1973, upon 
checking my personal diary 
file for April 15, 1973, to lo-
cate information to be pro-
duced in accordance with the 
Court's order, I found that 
my file for that day consists 
of personal notes of the con-
versation held with John 
Dean the evening of April 
15, 1973, but not a dictation 
belt. My original handwrit- 

7  ten notes, nTir—during my i 
meeting with John Dean on 
the evening of April 15, 
1973, will be submitted to 
the Court. 

On June 11, 1973, the Spe-
cial Prosecutor requested a 
tape of a conversation I had 
with John Dean on April 15, 
1973, (which I had previ-
ously offered to let Assist-
ant Attorney General Peter-
sen hear). 

As has been pointed out, 
my personal diary file con-
sists of notes of conversa-
tions and dictation belts of 
recollections, and I believed 
in June that I had dictated 
my recollections of April 15, 
1973, of conversations which 
occurred on that day. The 
response to the Special 
Prosecutor made on June 16, 
1973, referred to such a dic-
tation belt. At that time, 
however, I did not review 
my file to confirm that it 
contained the belt. 

I have made a diligent 
search for other evidentiary 
materials that might shed 
light on the substance of my 
conversation with John 
Dean on the evening of 
April 15, 1973. Other than 
my contemporaneous notes 
of that meeting mentioned 
above, I have found no such 
evidence. However, I did 
meet with John Dean on 
Monday, April 16, 1973, on 



two occasions. The first was 
in the morning in the Oval 
Office; the second was in 
the afternoon in the Execu-
tive Office Building office. 
This was my final meeting 
with Mr. Dean before he left 
the White House staff. Both 
of these conversations were 
recorded on the White 
House recording system. I 
recently reviewed the re-
cordings of these conversa- 
tions. A comparison of my 
notes of the April 15, 1973, 
meeting and the recording 
of the conversation with Mr. 
Dean on the morning of 
April 16, 1973, shows both 
conversations covered much 
the same subject matter. 
There 	are 	references 
throughout the conversation 
on the morning of April 16 
to the conversation held the 
evening before. 

I shall voluntarily submit 
to the Court, under the pro- 
cedures applicable to re- 
cordings of conversations al-
ready covered by the Court 
order, these recordings of 
my two conversations with 
John Dean on April 16,.1973. .  

In addition, as stated 
above and consistent with 
the Court order, the Court 
will be provided with: 

(1) The portion of the 
dictation belt containing 
my recollection of the 
June 20, 1972 conversation 
with Mr. Mitchell. 

(2) The portion of the 
dictation belt of my recol-
lections of the meetings 
with Mr. Dean on March  

21, 1973. 
(3) Contemporaneous 

notes from the April 15, 
1973 conversation with 
Mr. Dean. 

(4) All other materials 
covered by the Court or-
der. 
I have also authorized my 

Counsel to make available 
to the Court certain tape re-
cordings not covered by the 
Court order to assist the 
Court in verifying that the 
two conversations in ques-
tion were not recorded. The 
additional tape recordings 
to be provided are (a) gi. 
full reel of telephone re- 

ajaae_22_427,.. and (b) the ,  
two reels of tape which 
were the recorders_jor 
MY Executive—Uffice Bqild-.. 

' on A-PHI-15, 1973. 
his will permit the Court 

to check the sequence of the 
conversations against my 
daily logs of meetings and 
telephone conversations al-
ready provided to the Court, 
and thus further demon-
strate that the Mitchell and 
Dean conversations in ques-
tion were not recorded. 

I have also agreed that a 
group of Court-approved in-
dependent experts employ-
ing the most advanced tech. 
nological methods shall ex-
amine all tapes in question 
for any evidence of altera-
tions to the tapes. 

It is my hope that these 
steps will clear u this as-
pect of the atergate mat-
rar gageauguaram. 

r 


