Dear Jim,  Rej Ca decision ve. WO chosdttes on tapes, 5/24/74
There is lsnguags iu this decision of which I believe we should taks note on the
ibility of its bedng usad In futwre FI suite, both wayse
As Legner interprots thw decision, I think correctly, it does broaden the legal
base for executive priwelege. That is my concamm.

Hor is it the consistent poor performance of the Nrwn comsities whdch 4ic well at
nothing except getting on TV. This had advantages, but it wes not investigating. Whet
was nes that it btrought to 1ight is nepgligibls and the beat of that it never used.
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is precisely this thai the conspiracy of the defense, between Nimen end his former aid
whose silence is essential to hin, hes bean exploiting end will exploit, 1 will net e &
bit surprised if the WH dos= not deliver at 2 p.n. this p.s. and that Gesoell wil: them
say that he has no choSoe bt $o turn the defendmnts free. That resliy is the law. *%
vorks unigquely in this oase %o make the wiolators the beneficiaries,

Doen this language velate in any way to later interpretations of jmeriesn Fail
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had beon twmed over to the Watergate grand jury snd the House Judicinry Comdttes snd
even though thy White louse has nok aade gonsored transoripts public.” .

Bo you se« future use for this ressonings

**ztuw.gm,mm*mmmmmm than
the other btranches of gowonmont Dnveke a general confidentiality privilégeshisld tte
mewmmrmmmwmmmmmm
into wrongdoing.”™




