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President Nixon ! mforme ;
House Judiciary- Commlttee
day that he would refu
comply with two. subpoenas%for
additional Watergate tapes vg,nd
documents and would do*the
same on. future demands.:; * .

Mr.:: Nixon’s action, which
was both decisive and carefully.

Texts of Nixon and St: Clair
letters are on Page 32.

thodght out, appeared- to flaut
that publxc offxcxals and legal
scholars have -cited- ever:the
years.-— that in-an’ impéach-
ment: procegs the House of Rep
resentatives is entitled to what
ever.information .from White
House files 1}: pelxeves is ‘mec-
essary to complete its- mquu-y.

In a letteruto Peter W.: Ro-
dino JIr., Democrat of New. Jer-
sey, the commrttee chairman,
Mr. Nixon said that he had al-
ready. submitted all “material
pertinent’ to 'his role in- the
Watergate, , dase and that' the
“constantly  escalating”* re-
quests” for more materials
would only prolong the im-
peachment inquiry and “con
stitute such a massive invasion
into the confidentiality of Pres-
idential conversations that.the
institution of the Presxdency
itslef would be fatally- compro-
mised.”

. .‘The Pertunent Portion’

Mrk Rodmo called the Presi-
dent’s refusal to honor the two
subpoenas “a very grave mat-
ter.” In-a statement he said
was' issued on. behalf of the

that: the President’s .action
could ultimately be considered |
grounds for impeachment.

¥ st

i

Mr Rodmo added that open

.action on the Watergate. Sub-
poena issue would be. with-

3 held until next week.

At the same time, James:D.

Clair, ‘the President’s law-
yer, informed John M. Doar
the committee’s special coun-
sel, in writing that the commit-

tee’s requests for further’ ma-
terials in the International
‘Telephone and Telegraph ‘Cor-
‘poration antitrust case and po-
llitical contributions from dairy
interests would noét be  met,
with the possible exception of
an Aprll 1972, conversatlon
'on the L.TVT. matter.

That tape recording wi
viewed, Mr. St. Clair said “and
a transcript -of “the pertlment
potion” . — not the requested
tape—will be furnished to the
committee *in a few days.”

“The Presxdent does ‘not be-
lieve,” Mr. St. Clair said of the
request for materials on LT.T,,

Continyed on Page 32, Column 4
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“that arty 1)
materlalsngfl’%
ful purpose.’

On May 7, Mr. St. Clair sard
that - President Nixon had de-
cided not to yield more White
House materials,. either to the
Judiciary Commlttee or to Leon
Jaworski, the special prosecu-
tor, even if they were sub-
poenaed That was before the
committee had put its request
for additional tapes in the form
of a su,lppoena

The tone of the letters, as
well as the refusal of the Pres-
dent .and his’ assxstants to in-
dicate any miove toward con-
‘ciliation with the committee,
thad an air of finality—that the

5 producmon of

serve any use-

’Presrdent after months of wav-
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the House his
committee, he strongly implied ¢ I

ering from orie position to an-

ther on release of material,
had now set a hard-line course
;and intended to follow it jto,

. 'the end.

Even though his fla .refusal'
to yield more materials is con-!
sidered: gertam to increase thej
chances of his impeachment by

C ML le’ons noutr1ght rejec-|
1) 0f Congressional subpoe-[
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n unpeaqmnent pro-
: no: edent. On
A 0, he com inpart
with the committee’s fitst sub-
poena by making public edited
transcripts of recorded, conver-
sations, béth those requested
and additional ones that taken
together, he said, constituted
all of the Presidential conver-
sations dealing with Watergate.
Many Presidents have re-
fused requests from Congres-
'sional committees for a variety
‘of information from the White
House-files, but; their refusals
were usually accompamed by
an explanation that only in the
tevent of an limpeachment in-
quiry. would a President have
no ground for refusing Congres-
isional.  access to Pres&rdentlal
lrecords
' President - James XK. Polk
iwrote in 1846 that in”event of
a House impeachment proceed-
ing “all the archives and papers
of the executive departments,
public .or private, ~would  be
subject ‘to the msmraﬁlon and
‘control of a commxttee [of the
House] and “ev facility in
the power -of the executive be
afforded ‘to enable them to‘
prosecute the investigation.” |
The Judiciary Committee onl

IMay - 157isstied” TWo subpoenas
(demanﬁmg that “the President
iturn_over the.tape recordings
of 11 conversations ¢aid to
concern the Watergate ’’’’ case,
and diaries of Mr.© Nixon’s
White ' House meetings during
an eight-month period in 1972
and 1973. This was part of ai
sustained bipartisan effort by:
the ¢ommittee to obtain mate-
rials Mr. Nixon had refused to
yield. "
Mr. Nixon, in his letter to
Mr. Rodino, said neither sub-
poena had been specific as to
subject matter and “I can only
presume that the material
sought must be thought to re-
late.in some unspecified way
to ‘'what has generally been
known as “Watergate.””

In a memorandum submltted
with the subpoenas, however,
Mr., Doar had specified why he
be%reved the requested conver-
sations between Mr. Nixon and
several of his aides were con-
nected to the Watergate bur-
glary and its cover-up by White
‘House officials.

i As to the diaries,- Mr Nixon
;said, it is, obvious they “are
intended to be used to identify

-even’more Presidential conver-:

sations, as a basis for yet add
tional subpoengs.” ‘

“Thus; it s - clea g e‘
contmued succession  of ' de-
mands for additional Presiden-
tial conversations has become;

I
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a never-ending process - Mr.
Nixon. said.

He sajd the committee 1n the
mass of documents land tape
recordings in its possession,|’
“has the full story of Water-
gate, in so far as it relates to
Presidential knowledge and
Presidential actions.” . i

“Production of the
tional conversatlons, _
“would merely prolong the in-|
quiry’ without yielding signifi-
cant additional evidence. More
fundamentally, continuing . ad
infinitum the process of yield-
ing up additional conversations
in response to an endless series
of ‘demands would * fatally
weaken this office not dnly in
this Administration but for
futurei Presidents as well.”

“Accordingly,” he continued,
“I respectively decline to. pro-
duce-ithe tapes of Presidential
conversations and Presidential
diaries”  sought in the. sub-
poenas;.as well as ‘“those al-
legedly dealing with. ‘Watergate
that may be called for in, such
further Subpoenas as may here-

after be issued.”
In conclusxon-s

Mr. Nixon

n‘mefed his prevlously an;
nounced offer. to aniswer, under
oath, any “pert;m.gnt written
mterrogatorxes” from the com-
mittee: or to be  interviewed
unds m oath by Mr. ‘Rodino and
Reprbsentatrve Edward Hutch-
iinson;of Michigan, the ranking
IR.epubhcan of the committee.

' The letters by Mr. St, Clair
were, inythe same- ¥ i, The
\committée 'had a mass of infor-
1matlon, hesaid, and “he could
see no evrdence that the ma-:
2«help

terials requested would:
‘the ‘committee in its d
tions. The President, he pointed’
out, had published long:.docu-.
ments or both the campaign
funds from dairy interests and
the 1.T.T. case, which answered
iall the 1mp0rtant questions. |
l “‘n ,case you do not have a
lcopy,” .hesaid of both matters,
“one s enclosed for your in-
formation.” Both papers had
'beengiven wide publicity when
‘thev were released last/iyear.

_The;? Nixon White;* House
treated ‘the Presrdent? action
today as if it weré relatively
minor. The President’s letter to
M Rodino arrived at ghe Ju-
diciaryi.Committee at.. "AM
one Hour after the deac %he for
compliance with the subpoena
had explrgcl M

Copies , of the letters, even
though they had been prepared,
fwere not released until after
the regular White Housge press
briefing, in which Gerald L.
Warren, the deputy press secre-
tary, dlscussed routifie appoint-
ments, the Presidént!s imeeting
with foreign dignitdries and
Congressmen, signing of a flood
relief bill and other matters.




James D. St. Clair, left, the President’s lawyer, and Peter W. Rodino Jr., chairman of the” -
House Judiciary Committee, talking to reporters in Washington yesterday.




