TRANSCRI PT OF RECORDI NG OF A MEETI NG BETWEEN THE PRESI DENT
AND CHARLES COLSON ON JANUARY 8, 1973, FROM 4:05 P.M to
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(Unintelligible) Incidentially, uh, Hal deman
was telling, uh, told net that that, uh
apparently that Hunt is going to, uh,
(unintelligible) now -- very definitely. |
think it's the right thing for himto do,
Chuck.

Uh, he's doing it on ny urging.

Well, I,understand that Hal deman is after
sone kid they've got that -- whether he was
-- quit because he wanted himto bug Gary
Hart .

Yeah, that's true. Yeah, he was the one
t hat bugged McGovern headquarters. Yeah,
suspect so.

But how could that be, for this reason

Wat ergate came before McGovern got off the
ground and | didn't know why the hell we
wer e buggi ng McGovern

Well, remenber that was after the California
primary.

WAt er gat e was?

Yeah.

Oh.

W knew, | nean, at that tine
(unintelligible).

Hrpff, Christ, | hope he didn't tel
McGover n

(Laughs) well --

Wel |, suppose, | told Hal deman, | said, well
"suppose, uh, suppose those in the Congress
does call him” He said, "He didn't do it."
You know, nothing. That's the thing about
all of this. W didn't get a God-damm thing
fromany of it that | can see.
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Well, apparently we did, of course, at
WAt ergat e mainly Hughes, and we knew.

| don't know. (Pause) Well, don't let it get
you down.

Oh hell no..

I know it's tough for, uh, for all of you,
you, Bob, John, and the rest. W're just not
gonna let it get us down. This is a battle,
it's afight, it's war and we just fight with
alittle, uh, you know, uh renmenber, uh, we'll
cut them down one of these days. Don't you
agree?

| do. I, the only thing | hope is that the
trial -- apparently Liddy is going to go the
trial.

(Unintelligible).
Uh, not now.

That's probably a good thing because the only
one who's in a, is in a very desparate...

Sensitive position is Hunt.

...and, uh, the others will just tell the
truth and prove their case. But there is one
advantage to it, there will be a hell of a |ot
of stuff that's come out.

Yeah.

and there wll be sonme counts that wll not
be, that will be dropped, | think, against
Hunt at this point, and there will be appeals
pending in the other cases. Now that has got
to be (storage count] (Unintelligible). That
makes it very, very--

As long as this trial is going on, the
Congress will keep its God-damm cotton- pi ckin'
hands of f that trial --

Well, it could be because obviously they wll
prejudi ce the defendants in this connection.
You could get a, you could get a -- it, it --
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alot of this only conmes out, out, this wll

del ay the Congress getting to the point
where they could even i muni ze the

W tnesses. Uh, a question of prosecuting
because of |ack of rules of evidence and
that kind of specifics, etc. Uh, and the
only question we have hanging fromit at al
is the fact that (unintelligible) no
Governnent reports, providing these guys did
what they, what they, Ehrlichman.

Well, first of all, they're going to nake
t he Governnent prove its case, but none of
them are going to testify, isn't that
correct?

Correct.
Are they?
(Unintelligible) MCord.

That's anot her subject MCord
(Unintelligible) hanging on to
(unintelligible).

(Unintelligible) appeal for all these guys.
(Unintelligible).

But you know, Chuck, it's sonmething they al
undert ook knowi ng the risks. R ght? Watta
they' d think?

| (unintelligible).
Did they think they'd get caught?

No, | don't think that at all, | think they
t hought that, uh -- well, practically, uh --

The Denocrats would drop it after the
el ection? No?

| think they figured that, that these were
all guys who, uh, CA

Yeabh.
And. . .
Yeah.
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...they all were taking orders from people
like (unintelligible) acting on behal f of
John Mtchell and others..
(Unintelligible).

Mtchell would take care of them
(Unintelligible) How could he?

Yeah.
No way.

That's, that's what they were -- Hunt's

| awyer, he said he thought he, Hunt,
objected to it violently because of the way
Li ddy handl ed the job. He said Liddy
ordered himinto Watergate. (Unintelligible)
He said he didn't want any part of it. So

we won't have to. But, he and Hunt may
recogni ze. . .
Well, I"'mglad that you [chose the twenty

fifth]? (unintelligible) because basically
|, uh, question of clenency .... Hunt's is
a sinple case. | nean, uh, after all, the
man's wife is dead, was killed; he's got one
child that has...

Brai n damage from an aut onobil e acci dent.
That's right.
(Unintelligible) one of his kids.

We'll build, we'll build that son-of-a-bitch
up |li ke nobody's business. W'Ill have
Buckl ey wite a colum and say, you know,
that he, that he should have cl enency, if
you' ve given 18 years of service.

(Unintelligible). W'Il wite one.
That's what we'll do.

He served under Hunt in Cl A of course.
(Unintelligible).

W'll call himafter, after. That's that's
it. It's on the merits. | woul d have
difficulty wwth sone of the others.

Ch, yeah.
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You know what | nean.

Well, the others aren't going to get the
sane...Aren't...The vulnerabilities are
different with the others al so.

Are they?
Yeah.
Why ?

Wel | because, uh, Hunt and Liddy did the
wor k. The others didn't know anythi ng direct
that is (Unintelligible). bankrupt today.

Uh, well, | think | agree, but you know --
See, | don't give a damm if they (I|aughs)
spend five years in jail in the interim
Ch, no.

VWhat | want of course, they took that
attitude

They took that application because..

| nmean they can't hurt us. Hunt and Liddy
wer e direct guardi ans of the neetings,

di scussions are very incrimnating for us.
More inportant that they.

Liddy is pretty tough.

Yeah, he is, he is, apparently one of these
guys who's a masochi st, he, uh, he enjoys
puni shing hinmself. That's okay, as |ong as
he remains stable. | think, he's tough.

Yeah.

He's an i deol ogue, not the kind who
(unintelligible).

(Unintelligible). Let's not hope by God --
Yeah.

Jesus.

(Unintelligible). Good neal they right w ng
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(Unintelligible). Well, it's the |ast day
I"'mfifty nine. (Unintelligible).

(Privileged materi al del ected)

| wote alittle note to Ed Wllians, his
offer -- about his offer to go the gane,
and that sort of thing, a nice little note.

VWhat the hell does he want?
Wul d you be bugged if | see hinP®

No, the guys won't see him He hasn't set
the, he hasn't set the, uh (unintelligible).

Now, | assune, Chuck --
Yeah, he is com ng.
Yeah.

He wanted, he wanted to cone in at 3:30
t oday, uh --

That's right. I, | thought it would be
good.

And, uh, the chest's open all day I ong.
Chris, Chris said that he got drunk 'cause
he was, he was.. .

He does look like (unintelligible) of the
I rish, renenber?

Yeah, and he was |anenting the fact that he
ever took the Watergate case out with him
because he said he mssed that -- it ruined
hi s chances of getting appointed to the
Suprene Court.

Wel | maybe he has a good chance for it.
(Pause) Now, you know what | nmean?

That's what he wants.
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VWll, you could, you could point out, you
know, the fact that, uh, the fact that, uh
if they make a, uh, nake sone nental notes
(unintelligible) what the hel
(unintelligible). Wien you get to Presidents
have al ways...Bobby Baker, say you want the
facts. (Unintelligible). Let's face it the
Johnson (unintelligible). Denocratic Party
...and all that, and frankly that, the
President is sort of puzzled sort of that
they seemto take the Watergate as a
vendatta. It's not -- , I'mnot angry you
under st and, because you' ve got to represent
the client. Just was puzzled by it. And
they got word that, uh, they got out before
(unintelligible) much really happened. Good
get the point?

That, that, | think that I..
(Unintelligible).

The thing I'm sure he recognizied is that
the Watergate nmatter was conpletely out of
this control. That 's his (unintelligible).

Yeah.

He only gets to the civil side. He can't --
there's nothing now that he can do with the
Wat er gat e.

Yeah.

Uh, and he realizes we've had wild publicity
adverse to what the jury (unintelligible)
they could indict him Right?
(Unintelligible).

(Unintelligible) but, uh, et himfeel
there's no hard feelings, we don't have hard
feelings, but that's the -- we can handl e
people. 1, I, I'"'ma great believer in just
bei ng, you know - -

He wants to (unintelligible).
How i s he?
(Unintelligible).
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Anyway the point is that, uh, you want to see
himfor other -- that, uh, you never knhow, we’'ve
got to play every string we've got here, don't
you agree?

Absol utely.
Think he's worth seei ng?

(Unintelligible) definitely see him No problem
with that.

He is a friend of the, uh,
soot hsayer...Mtchell

Mtchell.

She signed his letter, you know That's how we
got the letter, and, uh, it's obvious that, uh
that, uh, he's trying to at |east make a -- hold
out some sort of a (unintelligible).

oh, absolutely, absolutely. Because the, the
way that really came about is he called, uh ne
and asked if she could run it over and give it
to him Send it over |I told him | said "Forget
it.” | said (unintelligible) I don't know what
you've got. I'mglad | gave it to him But, |
did call him himback and | said, you know, "Be
glad to have you drop by and say hello to
people.” He just said, "Set a tinme. He
couldn't believe that George (unintelligihble).

Well, we gotta figure it, Chuck (unintelligible)
this could go on and on and on (unintelligible)
it woul d be one witness after another.

| don't think that's inportant at this tinme. |I'm
not worried about the court proceedi ng, uh..

Well, as long as the court proceeding is going
on (unintelligible) by God, Mansfield, the
opposition has clearly -- (unintelligible)

great, great dangerous for the Congress to get
(unintelligible). They cannot -- it it -- Jesus
Christ, suppose it's for the conmunists
(unintelligible) everybody el se would be junping
down the throats of the congress for interfering
with the rights of the, the quote charged but

not yet proven guilty individuals.



Look at Manson case. You remenber what | said
about that? Christ, that's a, now what the
hell is this? Wiere is the, where is the

Well, this is, uh, thisis, this is the

cl assic case of the double standard. There
isn't been, except for Bill Buckley, one
single iota of synmpathy for these fellows,

Well, the point is, too, it isn't just the
synpathy the point is, the point is there
hasn't been any outrages about whether they're
guilty or not, no cry of outrage raised about
the Congress meddling in their civil rights.
God dam it, the Congress goes forward with an
i nvestigation while they are still in --

think that's why the court proceeding has its
advantage. As long as that court proceedi ng
is on, the Congress should keep its God-damm

I think sone of our guys up there have got to

No, | think they will. | think, uh, they have
been relatively silent on this and that's just
as well because at this point let's not throw

Yeah, but Mansfield' s not optinmumon this.
Yeah, but that was Watergate witten quite
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COLSON: Look at El Il sberg.
PRESI DENT:
si ngl e standard here, Chuck?
COLSON
none at all.
PRESI DENT:
hands of f.
COLSON: well --
PRESI DENT:
do that, they've got to say that.
COLSON: (Unintelligible).
PRESI DENT: O will they?
COLSON
PRESI DENT: Denocr at s.
COLSON: Denocrats into the wash here. Uh
PRESI DENT:
COLSON:
some time ago. (Unintelligible).
PRESI DENT: Ch, was it? Is that so?
COLSON:

He wote that |letter back in Novenber. Just
rel eased it. I think the reason he rel eased
it frankly was to, uh..



JANUARY 8,

1973, FROM 4: 05 TO 5:34 P. M 10

PRESI DENT:
COLSON:

PRESI DENT:
COLSON:
PRESI DENT:

CCOLSON:
PRESI DENT:
COLSON:

PRESI DENT:

CCOLSON:
PRESI DENT:
COLSON:
PRESI DENT:

CCOLSON:
PRESI DENT:

CCOLSON:

Take Teddy off the hook.

Yeah, take Teddy off the hook, and also, it
was kind of a warning that you' d better have
an open trial. And, uh | think the timng
of that was, was nore, uh, designed, not to
et us think we could get away with being
able to suppress, uh w thout conplications,
suppress (unintelligible) because throughout
the (unintelligible).

(Unintelligible) Sweetheart. Yeah.
That's right.

(Laughs) unfortunately, unfortunately.
We're not that way. Can you inmagi ne the way
Johnson woul d have handled it?

Yeabh. | can.
Yeah.

The U S. Attorney would, would get off his
fanny (snap fingers) like that or told to.
Just take a little tip. (Unintelligible).

(Unintelligible). Well, I don't know -- we
can't control that show. | don't -- we
can't get away. (Unintelligible).

| don't think so.
No.
No, the stake will be sort of stal emate.

That's what it anmounts to basically. That's
all Watergate. And incidentally we'l|
survive it.

Ch, sure.

| just don't believe that as tinme goes on --
| think people can tire of it too. The

Wat ergate thing can hang around like ITT and
| think you get tired of ITT.

Terribly, terribly.
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You think so?

Yes, | do. | think they'll develop the

Wat ergate probe on this, unless they get a big
name. |f they do that it's a different story
so be it.

What do you think, if they get big nanes, the
bi g nanme denies it but, that's what happened
in Africa, uh, but you really mnust be
(unintelligible) to fix somebody. That nust be

very basically a hearsay proposition all, al
up and down the line fromwhat I--. Wll, now
you told nme that. | just sensed it, what the
hell -- at least Mtchell was that smart. He

was close to it but not in it directly.
No.

No, they can't

This is perjury.

Perjury that's a damm hard rap to prove.
(Unintelligible).

(Unintelligible).

We did it with Hiss. Well, I'"Il tell ya, it
ain't easy. You gotta get it; they haven't

got that kind of evidence on Mtchell
Jacki es(?) uh, or anybody el se. Have they?

No, | don't think that -- | don't know who the
hell -- 1 keep finding that difficult because
case on this (unintelligi bl e/ REMOVED)

You fight from (unintelligible). | don't know
what to fight.

No, well, I think if they get to the stage

where they are volunteering and the Senate
gets really serious really concerned about
about putting themon television. Conplicates
the justice. That's one of the things | get
nost concerned with himand that was | ast week
was the (unintelligible) agreeing to drop
certain counts of Hunt's indictnment in
exchange for a guilty plea on three counts.

11
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They did do that?

Yes, but you see, that precludes himfrom
taki ng jeopardy on two different counts.
Therefore, he couldn't refuse to accept
congressional immunity (unintelligible)
even though it may be given imunity, but
the 5th amendnent says | can't be forced to
testify against myself (unintelligible). Iam
not questioning they way duty is
(unintelligible).

Oh, you fight that right through?
Yeah.
And, if necessary you say | want to --

| nean, Bittman, Bittman's admitting he can
take that one to the Suprene Court.

You don't want -- a hell of a
(unintelligible).

(Unintelligible) will probably pass enough

time, so that by then he will have serve his
sent ence.
| don't think that's -- | don't know

(Unintelligible).

Teddy's in an awkward position. They way it
| ooks we can't him |It's hard to figure

about this.
Oh, did he?
Yes sir. Yesterday, in the Washi ngton Post

(we ran an apartnent page)? to go through
the (unintelligible), just takes a
j ackhammer to attract.

(Unintelligible) 1've read that one chapter

Yeah. Fantastic. | was going to tell you
to take that (unintelligible) right now
This gal was under that portrait in the
Bar bados report.

He nmay be destroyed before he gets off the
ground, Chuck.

12



JANUARY 8,

1973, FROM 4:05 TO 5:34 P. M 13

COLSON

PRESI DENT:

COLSON
PRESI DENT:

PRESI DENT:

COLSON
PRESI DENT:
COLSON

PREPSI DFNT:

COLSON
PRESI DENT:

COLSON

Yeah, | think so. | think Dave Kennedy may be
(unintelligible)...

But you see come in in the first chapter.
(Unintelligible).

(Unintelligible) run into it.
Well, that's what you' re doing.

(Privileged nmaterial deleted) (There is nore
here on Sept. 21 clean-up copy).

Let me tell you, uh, one thing, the, uh, that
your President is working on (unintelligible)
| ooks good now. (Pause) The Watergate thing
goes too far and we start getting investigated
for it, we will have to, uh, get out and get
everybody's (unintelligible) onit. Unh, the
uh, Johnson buggi ng of the President for
exanpl e, last sumer. Now you tal k about
buggi ng the Denocratic Conmittee and failing
that, for exanple, and bugging a candi date for
President the last two weeks of the

canmpai gn. .
O close to it.

...by the FBI.
Yeah.

...by the FBI. Deke DeLoach did it. Johnson
brought him (unintelligible). Deke DeLoach
has told Mtchell and Hoover had told Mtchel
(unintelligible). The question is whether or
not Mtchell will say that and whether he
bel i eved Deke DeLoach (unintelligible) job.
Liddy is a former FBI man and he di scussed
that with Mark Felt and said | was ready to do
it. He said, under oath? Wuld he m nd doi ng
it?

He worked for John Kennedy.

Vll, | don't mnd (unintelligible) but I just
say, just say forget you heard it. But |
heard they're going to play for keeps.

Well, there's another thing that has to be
brought out too, and that is if we get really
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inthick, and if the going gets rough in

Congress -- | don't know whether it will, you
know. The court proceeding is going to run its
course, and that's beyond our control ' the
country's control. Then | think we've got to

prepare, be go all they we are going to be
(unintelligible) is floating around. Birch Bayh
(unintelligible/ REMOVED) security noney
(unintelligibl e/ REMOVED) .

(Unintelligible/ REMOVED) can we

(unintelligible/ REMOVED). Well, | just don't
know. | just don't know. If we did, why have
we done it before.

Wel |, because Cark Mllenoff run a whole series
on Birch Bayh's funding. | think kind of | ook
the other way. The Justice Departnent -- but

those were (unintelligible).

Statute of limtations problem
(Unintelligible). I don't know. But anyway
we've got that on the (unintelligible). | don't
know how (unintelligible). How do we get such
stuff out, (unintelligible).

Wth Kennedy, when Kennedy said
(unintelligible).
that | don't know about. But that's one story.

The point is that the only way that those guys
(unintelligible) they really (unintelligible).

But the point is, but et ne, but let nme say,
having that in nmind, would you not agree, though
that, that the Johnson thing would indicate to
you that the President of the United States

(unintelligible) would, uh -- I would frankly
hope and wi sh we could add that half of the
problem-- | would like for it to happen.

Al t hough maybe it was better that it not happen.
Because Johnson, Johnson cannot deny that it
happened.

Just knowi ng Johnson, | wonder if he actually
saw the need to call up Marvin Watson and say
Marvin you get DelLoach's ass over here and tell
hi m what you want done. (Unintelligible).
Regardl ess, it doens't matter whether it was
sonmeone cl ose to Johnson or Johnson.

14



JANUARY 8,

1973, FROM 4:05 TO 5:34 P. M 15

PRESI DENT:

COLSON:

PRESI DENT:

COLSON:
PRESI DENT:
COLSON:

PRESI DENT:

COLSON:
PRESI DENT:

COLSON:
PRESI DENT:

COLSON:

PRESI DENT:
COLSON:

of course he says he did it because of Vietnam
and... Al that. But neverthel ess, he leave to
great deal McGovern noad--his talk S(n with the
North Vi etnanmese, the Terrirists and all that.

Pierre Salinger or uh -- (Unintelligible).
Handed it to the President.

Close to the election, close to the el ection but
(unintelligible) a hell of a |ot though.

Yeah.

That's the whol e point.

I was thinking if it came to -- that we could
give it sonething. Save of our guys.

Wth what kind of an effect -- It would have

sonme effect on (unintelligible).
I (unintelligible).

They woul d certainly say now (unintelligible).
Look here, what the hell are we tal king about
here? (Unintelligible/ REMOVED). W woul d deny
on a stack of Bibles that he didn't know
anything about it. And now who the hell is
going to believe it?

Nobody.

Vel l,we would say it done for political
pur poses. . .

It would be like the January 25th announcenent
when you tal ked about a whole series of issues
and, and went on, everybody after that including
some where a list of questions (unintelligible)
mansfield said, well that's what were been
urging it on the President all the tine
(unintelligible) he says it is (unintelligible).
And your answer would be, 1'll let the court
proceedi ng go ahead (unintelligible) and now
that, now that you're not satified with justice
(unintelligible) and neet with...

Ri ght.

Let's call a spade a spade. Sonebody had to
deal with it. Deke would, uh, do it. He would
do anyt hi ng.



