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Tape I, pl

Present: Congressmen Thomas Railsback (TR), Walter-Flowers (WF), James Mann
(JM), Hamilton Fish (HF), Caldwell Butler (CB), Ray Thornton (RT), and William
Cohen (WC); Donald Shea (DS), Thomas Mooney (TM), and Stephen | :h (SL).

Site: Board Room, Sea Pines Plantation, Hilton Head Island, S.C.

Time: Friday, July 11, 1975, 9:50am.

DS - There are going to be three sessions, or really two and a quarter: this
morning we thought we would spend pretty much on the drafts of the articles,
following this eight page outline [Attached]. We can intersperse a . hng
you wnat, of course., Then tonight we have a cocktail hour starting over
in my place at 6:00. Mr. Mann suggested that about 6:30 we—the ten of
us—walk out of there, leaving women and children and waifs there, and we
come over here for about a half hour, and having had a few drinks, we
would be even more relaxed.

WF - He looks like he's had a few already.
LAUGHTER
HF - Here comes Jim Mann now.

DS - To quote him, he thought we might have a half hour or so very informal
session, especially for color. I think Tom Railsback has a good poinmt
her re mentioned that in the car last night—that we may have a lot of
information, but if this ever gets to the publishing stage, I think it
does lack a kind of human element, and so the more you can recall of that
—and I think pou will do that spontaneously--the more the better, 'So
the second session is tonight, very informally. Then the third is to-
morrow at this hour——a half hour before this hour-—at 9:30, and I thought
we'd do two things then: spend most of the time on some of the points of
difference that emerged from your individual intervews with Steve and
Tom and #e. And then perhaps the last half hour simply asking the ques-
tion, where do we go from here? Because I think that now we are all to=-
gether, we ought to discmss that question. Now I wili turn this over to
Mr. Mooney ®ho is running this part, and to Mr. Railsback and anyone else,

TM - Does everyone have the eight page outline? What I intend to do here is
to note all the recollections that I had of the meetings that I attanded.
Generally my idea is to categorize all drafts into three areas: each
draft has an introduction—this is not the preamble, but the introduction
t¢ the specifics of each draft. OSeccnd, specific charges cne thru nine,

A hru I, or whatever. And third, each draft has a conclusion. And these
ti_ee areas were being constantly revised throughout the ccuple of days
that the so-called coalition met.

But the p@ _»se of the outline and having the drafts close by is just to
spark discussion, to get intoc this thing, to try to move thru the outline
as a kind of guide to get thru all the articles. This may help to set
the stage and get your minds back to that particolar time frame,
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Alsc you will have close by a chronology of the crucial days, the meeting
days, which might be halpful to lcok at, as we move thru this.

There are also copies of the Doar drafts here.

Yes, that is one of the things that has been missing. Did we get the
Doar drafts on a Saturday or a Friday?

In the old black notebook, and there were five sets....

And they are all here. You received them on Friday, July 1%th.

And I think we all fairly well ignored them.

Well, we pead them and saw nothing to Justify retaining them.

Nothing to commend them.

I don't think I even read them.

I guess we need a little more information about the actual sources of
these drafts because one was by the impeachment staff, one or more, one
was by Brooks, and I don't know really the source of the others. But
they weren't all by the official staff, like Broocks said.

Was his included in here about SarClemente [ 7]
7¥es, I am not sure about that.,

Did Brooks do that by himself?

I think Brooks did it himself.

Here is the Brooks drafts. [Xerox copies on table].

Could I go back one step before that first meeting? T was going thru some
notes that I made during the time on July 18th. We had baseball practice,
Tom, at 8 o'clock and 10 o'clock. I think it was the second time I had
talked with you during the entire proceeding, Walter, and I know you [TR]
had talked with Flowers and Mann. They would like to get together with
six to eight people and discuss informally the standards to be used,
evidence, etc.

And that was Just standing in the committee rcom....

I remember precisely the way it was: we were standing between the two
aisles [in the Committee Room].
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And Flowers says, I want to be sure we are noct going to lose this thing

on the floor if I vote for impeachment. You got to have a solid case.

Mann says we got 98% of the evidence. Flowers said, you may have 105%

of the evidence, bascause some of this could never be used as evidence in
the Senate. That was the line of conversation, which we then discussed.

I said that there are only two areas of impeachment, agency abuse and

obsi ction of justice. Jim Mann agreed. Not Cambodia, allowances | ?],

not the sale of ambassadorships—that has been done by every administration.
That was standing right there in front of the committee room.

On the Republican side.

No}y it was on the Democratic side.

No, it wés on the Democratic side.

I don't remember being present at that conversation.
No, you weren't,

I said I had some problems with the wiretaps being left for 22 months.
Walter said that they would have been derelict &f they didn't try to
plug the leaks and then Mann and Flowers and I left so we could get back
together without the hard cores. And you m ioned something, Walter,
Kalmbach made a case on milk [?]....

You're jJogging my mind. That same day, at a subsequent roll call, you
apparaently mentioned that conversation to Caldwell Butler, because the
next ime the committee reconvened and I sat out, Caldwell got up and c:
over to me and seid something about maybe we are going to have a meeting
~——gsome words to that effect. Do you remember?

I remember initiating a conversation with you sometime, but my recollecticn
is that I would have bemn talking with Cohen all the time. I also had

a conversation with Jerry Waldie. You told me, riding over in the trolly
one day about the meeting—after the Doar articles came out,

Yes, it.\us.
That might nave been after the Waldie conversation.
At that time I do not know if he had talked to the Democratic members....

One interesting thing—I can't put a date on it. In talking to Waldie,

who sat next to me, when I was particularly troubled and didn?’t really
have any ideas who was backing what two or three weeks from the date we
finally put it together, I asked, "Jerry, howmany are-going to vote for
impeachment?" He said, "I figure 26 or 27." And I remember how ridiculous
I felt that was then. I felt that was absolutely absurd.

LAUGHTER
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TR - What day was July 18, we we had our informal conversation?

LS - That was a Thursday, because the Doar articles came out cr. the 1%th,
a Friday.

CB - That makes better sense. The 24th is the following Wedrescay, when
the TV debates started.

DS - And the coalition, as such, met for the first time on Tuescay the 23rd.

WF - I think that Monday night when you [JM] and I and Ray were together
after the Democratic caucus meeting earlier, we talked for a couple of
hours over in your office——which was really the frist time that the
three of us had ever talked together formally. We all had talked
round about it. I had leaned over to you [RT] and Jim ard I would
walk back and forth together, but I think at that point the three of
us were amazed how close together our thinking was on the whole thing.
We excluded the same things and we included the same things,

TR - When was that now?
WF - Monday night before our Tuesday morning meeting in your office.

TR - Do you remember when you came over to me--I think it was on a Monday
after our business—and you said, "Rails, why don't you get some guys
together?" Or something like that....

WF - It was inevitable that we have a meeting soon because we didn't have
any tapes to sit on.

LAUGHTER

HF — That was the first time, Tom, you talked? You were the cne who talked
to them in the committee room?

TR - Yeah, we had been meeting. It was that day that Walter came over and
said, "Why don't you get some guys and I will get some guys and we'll
meet and talk about it?"

RT - Walter, just before that meeting, we had our Democratic caucus., I
know it was amazing how closely we were on track. And at that caucus,
you remember there were still some strong discussion by scme Democrats
about Cambodia and about taxes and everything and I read from a draft
I had before me of the areas of concern that worried me. George
Danielson asked for a copy of it. He got it and made a Xerox. This
was the first draft I had worked on sometime over that weekend and maybe
on Monday morning it was actually being typed up. Now because of the
dissatisfaction with the Doar work and then as a result of this you [JM]
suggested, I believe, or Walter, we ought to sit down and discuss it.
And that is as I recall the meeting: not my draft but a discussion of
the ageas of concern that we shared. This led to the meeting in your
office.
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Two little items of interest. In spite of our chitachat during the
previous two weeks when things had kinda started jelling, we never made

a committment to each other, or had expressed any indication, frankly,

as to what we were going to do. We Just knew we were thinking that it
was disturbing us all in the same way—the sare things were disturbing us.

I had an interview Friday, a couple of days ago, with the little fellow
with the glasses that represents Newsday...Mike Waldman. He proably
came to see most of us to get recollections a year later., But he
reminded me that on Saturday when the Judiciary Committee had its
informal session, he ran into you [WF] and me in the cafeteria, and

at that point I ahd told him that we were going to start to work on some
articles of our own.

Yeah, I remember that now; I had forgotten that,
And that Saturday there were only two or three Republicans around.

You had a change to look at the articles prepared by the inquiry staff
and perhaps thought they were not satisfactory?

I have to admit it is my nature to start from scratch when I'am doing
something, and so I didn't go back to look at these things and compare
them with even what we ended up doing. But we met and we so quickly
jelled on what the issuses were that we didn't need to go back and fiddle
with some factional things; we were just going to do those.

The phrase I recall you using, Walter, was, "Let's take the thing and
shake it down and let the pieces fall to the ones we can agree on. Let's
get all this evidence and shake it down and see what are the areas we

really agree on here,”
When was that?

That was the meeting in Rails' office on Tuesday morning.
It didn't take long to get there, did it?

Before we get there, I think that Ham, you [WC], and I and Caldwell
did have lunch. This was about two weeks earlier in the Members'
diningroom. A% that point I had no idea that Caldwell was about to
even consider voitng for impeachment. It was a chance meeting.

No, it wasn't. That was the day we had the blowup with Hutchinson,
and Caldwell was not there,

I wasn't back to the caucus, but I was back there to lunch.

That's right. That was the day we: were all upset when Hutchinson said,
"Let's find out who is going to vote for i  acl nt." And I said, "I
don't know how I am going to vote.”

Hamilton and you and I had lunch and Rails came in with somebody and
joined us later.
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WC -~ You were having an interview with Judy Flanders of the Washington Star.

TR - No, you are talking about a luncheon at the Capitol Hill Club.

WC - Yeah,

——. = I am talking about another one.

WF - You went out to lunch with all these chicks, didn't you?

TR - They took me.

LAUGHTER.

.. = No, this is ancther meeting at which you [NC] were not present and I
think it was kind of a chance meeting. It wasn't planned in any way.
The three of us got together, and this was before I had ary inkling
that Caldwell might consider votirg for impeachment, and we just ex-
pressed our concerns. Now there was another meeting over at the Capitol
Hill Club later,

HF - Bill Cohen, you, and I were having lunch with Caldwell and I joined you.

TR - Yes, and I came in late. Over at the Members' dining room.

HF - Could you tell us why you and Caldwell were having lunch thst day?

LAUG..._ R

HF - What was the genesis of going over there together?

WC - T rarely go to the Capitol Hill Club, not being a member of it, so
I cannct imagine why I was going with Caldwell.

CB That was in my palmy days when I could have afforded to be a member.

WC - I was filling you in on what had happened that morning. And you were
pretty disturbed about Hutchinscn's attitude—that he cannot imagine
any Republican ever voting for impeachment.

WF - You know, there is something I don't think I ever know about at all—
that you all had a blowup with Hutchinson.

TR - Incidentally, I got the dates on that blowup. I have the whole meeting
documented, too.

AC - What happmned is that Hutchinson's remarks were initially directed to

me, and you [TR] were sitting off to the right. "Let's find out, let's
take a little show of hands to show how many are going to vote for
impeachment."” And then Tom jumped in at that point and said, "Well,

I don't know how I am—1I1 might very well vote for impachment.”



Tape I, p7

TR - Hutchinson said, "I cannot see how any Republican could even consider
voting for impeachment. Let's get it out in the open!™ And he looked
around the room.

HF - I think the exact words were, "How any Republican Congressmen can vote
to impeach a Republican President?"

... = Yes, that's right.

HF - That agitated me because the assumption was that therefore it would be
perfectly right to vote to impeaskh a Democratic Presidnet.

LAUGHTER
TR - Exactly! And he said, "Let's get it out into the open....”
HF - Let it all hang out.

TR - Yes, that is waht I was trying to tell him: I might vote to impeach your
Republican Presidemnt.

HF - You [TR] were the only one who spoke out to answer him. I stayed absclutely
quiet because,...

WC - It got pretty shrill and then Wiggins is the one who brcke it up.
TR - Yeah.

RT - Do any of yau recall speculation in advance of our group getting together
that we:were likely to get together and that there might be a bi-partisan
group emerging? I had it in my mind there was speculaticn.

WF - There was press speculation to that effect,

RT - 1In advance of my ever hearing about any group meeting, mayte a week in
advancg?

CB - I have some references here [notes], Rails and Walter ard I talking
in the committee room. Rails walking out with me and said, "You know,
you and I and Walter got this thing in our hands."” That is just about
the way he put it. And then we started speculating on which way
everybody was going, and that was just before we met on Tuesday morning.

WAF - T believe it was simply inevitable that the center coalesced, and we
were foreed to do it when we did by time. Like everything else here,
we deal in deadlines. And it was gettin' so that there wasn't any
time left. So we backed off a deadline and it happened that it was
Tuesday morning that we got together.

EF - I don't recall the speculation that we would get together. But you
recall that it was apound this time——it must have been on the 16th,
17th, or 18th—that Timemagazine saw fit to take a photograph on the
Capitol steps which included Henry Smith....
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i vote for impeachment.
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afford under any circumstances. That's why when
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41 certain number of people, maybe 10, maybe 15,
Yomewhat influenced by your decision, and this
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I think this was part of the immense burden that we were carrying in
that period of time, because you Republicans had the s: @ thing. You
would vote for impeachment and thereby make it legitimate for every son
of a Republican to look at it closely. Rails, you are out there in
the midwest, Ham and Bill up East, and you, Bill, a first-termer at
that time, and you, Ham, your dad was a Congressman and a ncted Con-
servative. Everybody had adifferent kind of burden that they were
carrying, but it was not Jjust your own bulk that you were really in
control of, but a whole lot of things on top of yours.

Bill Cohen has remained silent, but we met every Wednesday evening
with the Wednesday group which at htat time was some 33 mexmbers, I
think. The normal practice was everybody contributing to the dis-
cussion, but that was put aside for a much more detailed report on
what happened in the intervening week, and Bill had the lator there
to keep the group abreast, so that they were pretty well informed.

They were informed. But I will tell you what the proble=z was. Walter,
you point to me—I carried very little weight bascially, no matter what
I voted. It would have little impact, except maybe on a few of the
younger members in the Wednesday group. That was the hard reality, so
far as I was concerned, and if I was to be any part of this, I had

to somehow hold Rails....

LAUGHTER

™R -

WF -

LAUG..

AC -

You know something? He never treated me better and he hasn't since
either, You were pretty nice to me all during those troubled days.

They all gave us a wide berth during that period of time, didn't they?
Even yesterday, Jack Brooks and I were sitting next to each other in
the subcommitéee meeting and he said, "I know what you all were up to,
Flowers, you bastard, you and those other guys had 10% of the stock
and you were voting the whole corporation!”

--R

Oddly enough, Tom was not a member of the Wednesday group; Caldwell
now is. What was important, Tom, about your role was that you came
in and addressed the Wednesday Broup after speaking with Sperling.
That was important, because it was one thing for me to sit around saying,
"Lock, these are what the facts are."” Frankly, the Wednesday group
was not inclined to support impeachment. Guys like Bill Frensel [?]
said, "What the hell are you guys doing? You're taking too long.
It's all circumstantial evidence...."” And he's a fairly enlightened
modern type. He would say, "You're dragging your feet—you have't
got a cast 'ou guys are going to put us in a box." It was just
disbelief at that point. And you, Tom, were the one who gave it
credibility I guess, Tom, you have to verify this, but I recall you
came 1in on a Tuesday morning, and your words were, "OK, I have only
a few minutes, so let me fly with this thing.™ Then you laid out

all the allegations which you thought would w: int impeachment. And
that was a kind of stimulus to that group. "Yes, it is not all ecir-
cumstantial, for RAils is in—then it must be more than just Cohen."
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That morning we didn't make him [Nixon] a part of the break-in or any-
thing else, but what we did is what we did later: we showed that he
had lied. You kmow that was the case against him, he lied and we had
the facts to document it.

You all had a lot more scheduled meetings than we did. I remember one,
Jim, that just came to my mind then. Ray, I think you were there, too.
Southern Democrats were oragnized thru that little research organization.
Nobody was hardly there but there were 8 or 9 guys that were in a

boxed up time frame with the votes going on. We were in scoe meeting
room in RAyburn and they all wamted us to tell them what was going on,
and we kind eof put them on notice that there was a distinect possibility
that the President of the U.S. was going to be impeached by our vote

as well as by the Waldies and Drinan: ind I think it started them just
that quiskly to think most seriously then.

Can I just add one thing that I think is very significamt as far as the
Republicans are concerned? I think it helped us, and certainly gave me
some support, that I was meeting with George Bush, the Republican
National chairman from the very inception and keeping him informed, and
I think that helped to moderate his position. And I finally started
meeting with my friend, Bob Michael, who is now the Whip, to tell him
what I thought and where there were problems. I met twice with John
Rhodes. He had finally a case of laryngitis, because he didnt't want
to talk. All of a sudden, he was worrying. But I don't know if that
helped us, because we had a communications problem.

Tom, I think the members on our side were always fearful that you might
go for impeachment, and what that would mean on the floor. The whole
strategy was to kind of hold you in line, isolate me, and kxind of
discredit me once that was done.

And Ham too. They were a little worried about him, too.
That's right.

But yuou must remember that none of the Members spoke to me about that.
The closest I got to Rhodes was the series of leadership meetings we had
starting back in April.

We sure had no pressure....

There was very little external pressure from any of our colleagues,
even from the White House. I didn't get any from the White House.

The pressure was different, it was peer pressure, Tom. I disagree with
you about the meetings I didn't find them to be very beneficial at all,
with the leadership sitting around a table and say, "OK, guys, what's
happening? Then have Hutchinson burp his way thru the meetin hat was
pretty gross. LAUGHTER. And sit around and have Sandman carrying on,
and then say, "Well, gee, whose left here, no one is speaking up." No
one whould really raise their voices except one guy, Wiley Mayne, who
said something in one meeting where Rhodes had said, "Let's not get into
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WC - this whole personal tax thing."™ Mayne said, "Well, wait =z minute,
if there is fraud in the taxes, that would clearly be an Impeachable
offense.” That was said in one of the early meeings. Eeyond that,
no one got up and raised their hands and said, "Wait a minute, I thank

he has done something wrong."”

HF - I think it was obvious from our silence that those who did speak were
not speaking for all of us and I think that Rhodes at lezst kept loose
as a result of those meeiings. I agree with you, we did ot speak out.

WC - The purpose was to pull us in with a kind of herd instinct.

WF - Let me ask this, you guys: how many of your colleagues on the Republican
side did you think were in their own way in and in their cwn mind committed
against impeachment, regardless of what the evidence would have shown?

... — That is a doggone tough question to ask, because what you are asking
us to do.... The evidence we had obviously satisfied us, btut I would
almost guess that had we the June 23rd tape, the one that came out
after the fact, and after the whole momentum was in our direction, it
would not have made much difference to some guys. Would they have come
along even then? I don't think so. That June 23rd tape by itself did
not make that much difference.

HF - I hadn't thought of that. Well, all of them fell in after the fact.
Let us say if the June 23rd tare had been lost in the other evidence,
the so-called smoking gun, had been lost in the other evidence, just a
part of it, rather than singled out after the fact, as tke way it came
to us, I'm not sure....

WC - I think it would have been rationalized away just like everything else
that came out.

CB - It might have brought along one or two others. It was an cobvious
prevarication that he got himself into that shape. You know that the
President way lying, and here he is now — they had no choice. But if¥f
they had not put themselves out on that limb by hanging themselves so
much on those smoking guns.... I think you're right, Bill, there are a
lot of them still rationalizing themselves.

AC - I thought thru this whole thing, and take the March 21 tare. Their
whole thrust was this is the first time that the President really had
any knowledge and was starting to get into it. People like O'Brien
would come in and testify, "I talked to Kleindiest out in SanClemente
in April, '73, and it appeared to me that this is the first time he had
any knowledge about all this.™ We were just getting inmto it and then
McClory would say, "Well, accourding to your testimony today, this
is the first time that Ehrlichman had any awareness of all this,” and
O'Brien said, "Yes, of course.” And the transcript was sitting there
in fromt of O'Brien. But it is this kind of attitude that could
rationalize anything away, as long as they had time to think about it.
You could even take the March 21 tape, and by the afternocon session
change that around and "it is rnot altogether clear.”



Tape I, pl2

CB -~ Besides, it is not admissable evidence.
Ut - To suppery that, I think that Wiggins and I wels Lne cnly Lwo mempers

of the committee who were present at a meeting after the vote, between
then and the release of the June 23rd tape, in Rhodes' office with a
peculiar group. It was just a group of Republicans, not just the lead-
ership, and we were talking at that time about having meetings with the
Republican memebers in the next couple of weeks before the proceedings
started in the full House. Wiggins kept referring only to the March 21
periocd or after, and I think at another time he referred to Dick Cates'
analysis of the events of June and July as only a theory.

TR - Yeah, only a theory.

HF - I think you are right: I think he did zero in on the March 21 tape—
it wasn't conclusive, it wasn't satisfactory, tkerefore....

TR - But there were two different rationales used to get away frca the
evidnce for impeachment. One of them was without a doubt held by
some of the guys, that other presidents had done this——in ¢ther words,
the Mayne thesis. Wilie said, "Loock, they're hanging just this guy,
and LBJ was even worse. Then the lawyers' argument, by Wiggins and
Dermis, that there is no real truth. In other words, the admissibility
in the evidenti: _ problems. So it was really two different rationales.

WC - There were three, The otherone was the partisianship, I think I may
have mentinned to some of you—don't take offense, and I'm sure you
won't—but at one time, we were getting ready to vote on a procedural
matter which seemed to me to be eminently fair, and Harold Froelich
was going to vote "no" on it, and I said, "Harold, this seems to be a
fair procedure, don’t you want to support this?" And his answer I
t! ° k captured the whole sense of tension between the two sides as to
why there wasn't more of a concentration of effort. He said, "Bill,
it is like the story they tell of the little girl wheo wanted to go to
heaven. The teacher asked the class, 'How many in the classroom want
to go to heaven?' And everyone but Mary raised her hand. And she
said, "What is the matter, Mary, don't you want to go to heaven?'

And she said, 'Sure I do, teacher, but not with those bunch of bastards.'”

LAUG.. SR

And that really was the feeling on our side; they wanted to do the
right thing, they wanted procedural fairness.

TR - Ancther good one!

WC - They wanted procedural fairmess, they wanted to see if he was guilty,
to conviet him of impeachable offenses and so forth, but there was
that underlying feeling that if there was any other way around that
if a Democratic Presidnet was sitting in that office that day, you
could have the same facts, and you wouldn't have any committee hearings
going on right now.
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There is a great deal of truth in that.
I think so too.

And I heard it from the other side of the House, I had serious questions
whether Jerry Waldie and Don Edwards amd Bob Drinan would be there if
it had been a Democratic President,

And that is exactly what the tension was on our side of the aisle; we
never got away from the feeling that you are really sticking it to us
because you have a Republican President to do it to.

Do you remember when we had the subpoena? The clean—up amendment I
had and Latta got all over me....

Froelich, who is no longer with us, was really—I don't want to say
the comedy of the whole thing-——but he was the big, enormous, little
question mark that Jjust jumps in at the last minute. I can't figure
out just how he ended up with us; I don't .

I respected what he did, and honestly I think it took a lot of guts
because I} w his district well, and I think Froelich was just finally
convinced as a lawyer—I think he's a pretty good lawyer——that you
better not rationalize too much. There's anocther thing: I met with

Gene Heller {?] of Cox newspapers, who brought me a release that in-
dicated that the 13 minute transcript from the tape on September 15th
had been obtained, and that transeript was very, very condemming as

far as presidential involvemerni Iirect presidential involvemem ras
concerned. It was the 13 minute segment of the 17 minutes from 6:00

to 6:17. Somehow the Cox papers had gotten a hold of it and it actually
indicated that the President had not called George Schulz a "candy ass"
but he had said something tc the effect if "Baby Blue Eyes,"” meaning
George Schulz, thinks he can do that, he is going to have another think
coming, and we are going to get rid of him, or something like that. That
really showed presidnetial ct¢ _ licity in the whole thing. But at that
point that was not the straw that broke their back; they Just kinda

were again using the rationale, " Well, that is not really serious
evidence' which it was not, and I agreed, but they just kinda discounted
that. But they did not discount the June 23rd presidential statemnt.
That was the straw that finally did it. That was Dean usirg the IRS
files. I had let them know that the September 15th transcript had been
given me kind of clandestinely, but that I thought it was an accurate
transcript which we did not have.

The press leaking material to you?

LAUGHTER

™ -

Getting back to Mr. Flowers' question about Republicans that would not
come along regardless, With regard to the IRS Cox article, you [...]
did take two members, I believe, away from the podium into our office.
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Yeah, I took all of them—Mayne, Wiggins, Sandman; Hogan was there,
Dennis, too. :

This was during TV time?

Yes, but it was significant, I thought, that here was a purported
statementthat corroborated what John Dean had said, and was even worse
in a way.

The grand jury transcript?
Yes.
It also corroborated John Dean's testimony.

Before we move on to any discussion of the articles and the outline,
I would like to pursue one little are: that is that Monday evening
meeting of yourself [JM], Ray, and Walter. Was that in any way con-
nected with the Democratic leadership?

I don't remember the precise Democratic caucus, but we kind of laid _
down the law to them, but it might have been the ore earlier that evening.

It was the one earlier that same evening.

Yes, it might have been, when we indicated to them that they knew or
should realize that we held the key to thins thing and we wanted a
little understanding of that. We didn't express it precisely that waye...

It was pretty damn near precisely that way, because that is when the
others started loocking at us out of the cormer of their eye.

It was going to have to be done our way, with a moderate approach to it.
I don't know that we named the charges that wewould go along with, but
we implied that we would not go along with Cambodia and ITT.

Rodino then said, "Well, can you all get together with some of the
Republicans and see what you can do?" He said that earlier in the evening.
He was after the fact; we had already decided that we would get together
the next morning, but then he put, not his stamr of approval on it, but

his hope that we would.

Then Theodore White's bock is incorrect in saying that Rodino suggested
to you that you get together as a group? He came in aéter the fact.

I never felt that Peter was trying to twist my arm at all as to anything,
towards anything. Did any of you all? T think that throughout the

whole thing, he had a kind of sixth sense about that was really amazing.
I think he knew he had to be ratient; he knew that he had to bring it
along slowly because he kmew he had to have us,
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Just to set this in the time frame, my notes indicate on Monday aftermoon
going back on the trolley with Jerry Waldie, he said he was working on

a draft of an impachment resolution, he and John Conyers. 3But I told

him that was a sa _ .e of what we got when the committee was about it,

and that was as poorly drawn as anything I had ever seen and they agreed.
[?]. What they were searching for was the lowest common denominator. So
I talked this over and we got separated, the press walked into our inter-
view, Then when I got back to the committee rcom, I went back over to
Waldie and told him we weren't going to have that kird of presentation.
That I would like to be involved if they were not going toc have that

kind of presemtation. I did not want to vote against impeachment because
simply it was technically defective. And so after we kicked it around
for a while, I had determined that Jim Mann and Walter Flowers were
probably the ones that were working on it, so I went back to Mann and
told him I would be interested in following that. Then I went to RAilsback
and ddiscussed that with him further. As a result of that, we all agreed
to get together at a definite time, 8:00 the next morning.

In reference to what yousaid a minute ago, Ham, about drafting articles,
Tom [R] had apparently instructed Tom Mooney two or three days Before
that also to work on some articles because he showed up that morning
with a draft, too.

Jim, I got an idea to work out of all this. Wouldn't it be a good idea
to let Mooney, with the benefit of your copious notes and mine, to

kind of summarize his recollection about the articles and we can interrupt
him at any point. Why don't you try that, Tom? I want you to set the
stage, 30 then we can really fly.

OK. I personally had no idea that any meetings were going on, frankly.

I think I remember that on Sunday, before the first meeting in Railsback's
office, we first talked about a group. I called Bill Hermelin and asked
if it wasnt getting down to the short strokes—you know, TV next Wednesday
and we really don't have much if we are planning on the Doar articles.

And I said, "Have you heard Railsback talking about anytoedy being to-
gether or any group?" He said no, he hadn't, and he said see if there is
that in the works, because we have to get moving on this thing. Then

Bill called Railsback in Illineis taht Sunday afternoon or talked to

him Monday morning when he got back from Illinois about getting together
with some people about putting together some viable articles of im-
peachment if that is possible. The next thing I heard was Monday
afternoon when Railsback came over to me and said, "Listen, we are

having a meeting at 8:00 in my office.” This is Tuesday mcrning. "Be
there." That's all he said.

At what time did he say this?
This was about 2 or 3 in the aftermnoon.

I think it was later than that. I think it was after Walter came over
and suggested we do that.

And we talked togetherin my office: 8:00, be there, that type of thing.
He didn't say what it was about ar who was going to be there.
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What prompted you [WF] on that Monday afternoon to come over to me and
say, "lLet's get our guys together"?

The time frame,
White said, I think, that you were asked to do that by Rodino.

No, it was the time frame, strictly. We'd all been talking, and hell,
we were all going public a day and a. half later. We had to get our
guts organized [?].

The only thing we had is what Doar had put together.

This is what troubled me, Jim. The perfect story tc me was that, being
scheduled for television, we voted anyhow on the schediled start,
Wednesday evening, and here we are, Monday, and where was an article of
impeachment? Where was amything to put before us? I heard abuut a
group that involved Edwards, on the Democratic side, but I never knew
any more about it——that they were writing articles of impeachment.

But doesn’t it seem strange? If we hadn't met Tuesday morning, we would
still be there,

Yeah!

My recollection of that little steering gorup is not very good because
there wasn't much said about them then. I Jjust see Pete locking at 'em
every now and then; obviously there was Edwards and Sarbanes. and Brooks.

I think that Pete had the feeling, Jim, that it was going to have to
emerge from the middle or it wasn't going to fly. He had some kind of
confidence that it was going to happre: 10 proved direction, just by
faith,

It was Just inevitable.,
That group never presented any words, any articles. I met with them one

time to show them what we were doing, It was either the first or second
article, I don't remeber which.

They were not independently preparing anything?

Yes, they were studying and trying to prepare some language, but it was
never presented to me, and I never did see it.

But they did get the word on Tuesday to hold off-——that the actual product
would come out of Railsback's office?

No, not in that fashion, although they could have been getting some
word from Doar, with whom I was working very closely, as we we preparing
those things. They could have gotten the word in that fashion.

Sure seems a sloppy way of approaching the thing....
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There ares two things that I should mention about the flow of information
both ways. It relates peripherally to this. I remember so well the
statement you [JM] made one time, either in a caucus or in agroup
meeting of a numbsr of Demoerats, that it was going to be crucial
exactly what abuses were identified and the language which was used to
describe what the offenses wer .that gettiy a co ct st :zture together
was going to be a decisive thing. You did nct indicate which way you
would view it, but that you were going to have that kind of test. I
followed some of that langauge andon the 19th I used the phrase that it
depended upon the structure of words being created, We were all _
fumbling for that. I talked with Sarbanes and Don Edwards and other
pecple who were on the drafting committee and outlined the same

concerns that some of us had —— the abuse of power and the obstruction
of justice. So they were aware, I think, as this was going on of the
things that were troubling Walter and you and me and cthers.

You ought to remember, I think,the Democratic caucus meetings, which

I described to this group as group the .rpy sessions where they would
try to make sure that evi _body's thinking the same way—"aren't they
. nd it was obvious they were trying to bring us three along

with them. The whole purpose of the meeting was to get us to go along
with their way of thinking.

But we all shared a geeat many ideas in the preliminary drafting. I

know that I did, for I was just floundering, and no structure of words
had appeared. I was trying to reach sowe and now we were all appraoching
it together.

In effect we were saying that we were not going to accept any radical
language or unprovable assertions—that type of appraoch.

In other words, after we got the Doar book with variations of articles
of impeachment, you, Ray, and you, Jim, independently of each other, just
toock it upon yourselves to start drafting?

Monday morning I met in _ office with Bill Blumt, whom I had borrowed
from Tom Geddes, a political science professor from Winmt i College,
who was up here as an intern.

I think he was with us at that lunch deal with the Newsday guy.

Yes, he was, He and I were talking then about drafting articles and

on Monday morning he and John Labowicz of the i _ achment staff met with
me in my office early and I left him in my office all day, scattered all
out on the fleocor and working on articles during all that day. There's
where I got my draft of am article that I had Tuesday morning when we
met. As a result of their efforts I had st: ed.

Lucky for us you had that initiative.

Well, I don't know.
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CB - Was this the Monday a week after he said "get started on drafting"?

TM ~ No, this was all the same day.

CB - CK.

TM - He [TR] ne - did say why. You [TR] did talk about drafting something
but pever said, "Go draftsomething up and let's talk abecut it."” That
Monday evening he had a meeting, I believe, and I got hom 10:00 or 11:00,
and I was thinking about this meeting and realized that rrobhably the
subject of the conversation would be the articles. But at that point
I was Jjust paging thru the Doar articles and made some notes on what
might be called an article of impeachment. That was the first draft
of the so-called articles—done paging thru the articles and making
notes as to what might be something reasonable, knowing what Railsback
had been talking about all this time.

TR - [Looking at drafts]. Yes, I can identify this, where it says "draft 6é."

TM - That was draft number 1, It's got "Mconey" on top, article one, draft 1,
J - 22, That's a "1" instead of a "6."

TR - Let me just interject and say I had read Doar's : icles and was very,
vt _ upset—not upset, just very critical and I thought they contained
many allegations that we could nct prove.

TM - We gathered that morning about 8:00, and I re "y didn't know who was
going to be there, and under what kind of procedure, if : _, we were
going tooperate. Frankly, I was a little bit sensitive, not really
knowing why I was there to begin with and two, just having a grouwp
together talking about a very, very sensitive topic.

LAUGHTER.

TM - Had I, you know, realized that this was special in town.... I frankly
did not take any notes at first. There was some general discussion.
And I, not knowing Mr, Thormton, they not krnowing me primarily, and
thinking here is this guy—who is he, taking notes and rcssibly running
around giving them away or leaking them or whatever.

HF - A shifty-looking guy.
LAUGHTER.

T™M - A mustachioced, long-haired character who may not know what the heck he
is doing. Anyway, that is one reason we don't have good notes.

TR - We were too busy.

CB - I started taking notes, and I got a little self-consecious about it and
I locked around if anybody was taking any but Cohen.
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HF - Do you have notes about the beginning hour of that morning session?
TR - I don'to

WC - Just a point of interest: it's ironic that the setting was almost
identical to this one today in that room.

All - Yeah,

WC - I was sitting behind Railsback's desk with my feet on the desk. The
Danish weredown at the end of the table on the other side and you were
over there in the corner, you were on the right side, .... [indicating
each].

RT - We sat ourselves down here today in the same order without thinking about it.
TR - Except I was right up there.

-.. = But we had the long table there. Bill Hermelin and I ran around to find
out how we were going to get a table into that room so that we could
all sit and work from it. At the last minute he was c¢:"".ing the cus-
todian or whatever and we finally got a table. He also ordered up
some Danish and we had coffee,

WF - Who paid for that—Railsback?
TM - You [TR] must have. It may still be outstanding.
LAUGHTER.

TR - Now that you mentimn it.... I remember throwing a Danish to Cohen right
in front of me on this table.

WC - I was giving Rails a tough time., My feet were up on his desk and I sat
there and you took the Danish at that point and threw it.

TM - Youmissed and hit the window.

WC - I think the attitude that we walked in there with was this—we were all
saying how quickly it kinda boiled down to a couple of consensuses we
had. When we were being interviewed afterwards—Jim Naughton did an
article in the New York Times—we were kind of dubbed the terrible seven,
remember that? And I said, "No, it is not rea’” - a terrible seven, it
was more like a magnificent seven!™ Remember the old, old movie where
there were seven guys each representing a different comstituency all
gathered together in this one spot without ever saying a word? They all
kinda knew they had some kind of job to do. They all met in.this one
place and there was a consensus immediately. Thas they were not the
terrible but magnificent seven. And it was that kind of attitude that
we had when we walked in and looked around. There was really not all
that much to talk about except how do you put it all together in the

right language.

TR - As 1 recall, we went around the room and shared our views about possible
abuses,
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I think you [TR] let off and said this is the way I see it or something
like that.

Yes, you led off, I think, by getting into the guesticn of censure.

Censure, yes. But I said there are two areas that bother me——the
Watergate coverup and the abuse of the sensitive agencies. And we

went around the room and we really had, as you say, a sharing of beliefs.
We all seemed to share the same ones.

It didn't take long. We talked about it generally maybe an hour at the
most .

Maybe an half hour?

Maybe not that long. You were talking about language, and when it came
around to my time to say something, I said, "You know, we are talking
all around the issue: we all are saying we are willing to vote for
impeachment ."

Yeah,

That's when I faced up to it: what the hell .are we doing here? We are
talking about voting to : _ rach the President!

Right.

And if we were talking about voting to impeach the President, in my
Judgment he was going to be impeached. That was when the h: ' hit
the nail——right there,

Yes, that's right, Walter,

Then after the general discussion, we moved into actually thinking about
language and drafting.

Yeah,

And that was when Mr, Mann pulled out his piece of paper, and to this
day I have not seen that, but I recall you had it.

I might be able to get it. I had Bill Blunt put together all that work
and it is buried in my boxes of material and I just did not get a chance
to get itout.

And he read his, and then Mr. RAilsback said, "Now you have something,
Mooney, read it." And you [TR] hadn't seen it before, though, I think.

I don't think so.

And I could barely read it, as a matter of fact. Then we went on to Mr,
Thormton and he read his.
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One thing, Tom, I don't know if the others in the _ >up are aware that

I had come to the meeting with Xerox copies of a draft that I thought

it might be useful to eirculate and to discuss, and as a result of

the conversation that occured, it appeared to me that the group had
zeroed in on the exact problem areas that were worrying me and I decided
that it would be inappropriate to pull out a draft that I had worked

up in my office to try to say, "Let's start from here." We were going
in that direction, and so I took them back to the office with me.

You showed me that, I was sitting right next to you, and yon said,
"I got this, and I am just going to keep it."

I went back to the office and told the two pecple on my staff whom I
had worked with that the articles were going to merge into substantially
thet form.

I find that memorandum that I dictated right after that. I don't know
if you saw it or not.

Read it to us.

Flowers, Mann, Thornton, Railsback, Butler, and Tom Mooney, our comnsel,
and later Hamilton Fish and Cohen came in. We had a brief discussion

of just generally how we felt about it, and I guess we all kind of
agreed as Flowers expressed it, if we walk away : m this thing, we

do the greatest disservice to the country. Mann said it is nice to

find people that are fighting the- same intermal battle. Mann, Thc .on,
and Flowers had evidently run together the evening before and had pretty
much a discussion, as Flowers indicated after a few bourbons, but they
resolved it. The two areas of real concern are the abuse of power and
the obstruction of justice. So we had a discussion about that. But there
is a general feeling that John Doar is overshooting the mark when he
tries to push us back into April for the Presidant's conspiracy. It is
enough that the Presidemt's invlovement began on March 21st and he didn't
pound on the table, but really condoned it. So we kicked it around for
a long time. We were there about two hours altogkther, Thornton is
stronger than any; he seems to think the cove ) is continuing and there
is a series of continuous damage to the govermment. Flowers, and we had
the problem as well, asked if the punishement fit the crime. We all had
that question. We consdiered censure as an alternative, but no real
sentiment for it. 1 Mann said that the American people werenot yet
educated to the threat to the American system presented by all these
disclosures. Until we have impeachment we simply arenot going to do
that., Even Hamilton Fish said that the press simply does not understand
the significance of this event for they are focusing on the smaller things
and really don't have the over-all picture. Flowers surprised me by
saying that even the national media is in for a tongue lashing for they
are so single-minded in getting the President that they are losing sight
of the bigger fact that we are dealing with. A mixed bag—there are

lot of things that ouwght to be affirmative, that we ought to vote, to

be talking about. The big question is this: we ought to recognize that
when we vote for impeachment versus censure, we will tie up the Congress
for another six months, for the rest of the year. So we kicked that
around and kind of agreed that we are going to strengthen Congress, and
Congress has to be mo: £ 1 Jle  cafter and rticularly the
Democratic side.
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LAUGHTER.

CB - And then we had a procedural discunssion on the problems of how we will
vote when it gets to the floor. The group of us recognize that if we
hang together and work on something together we can control the rules
and actions on the articles of impeachment, and so we pretty much agreed
that we are going to try to draft them. Jim Mann is going to work on
the area of abuse of power and Railsback and Cohen on the obstruction of
Justice. I guess I'll be working with them and Mooney. So we discussed
drafts and read them over, kicked it around, and sort of agreed that
we'd look at it again before that evening. We are going to meet again
afder we get thru our meeting tonight. We rejected the possibility
of inviting Harold Froelich because he had told us that the Republicans
and he didn't want to improve on the defective articles. He wanted )
technically defective impeachment resolutions that he could vote against,

LAUGHTER.

We Republicans here feel that is wrong. | we did not invite Henry
Smith because we felt he was a hopeless case.

WC - Caldwell, could I interrupt right there on the Froelich thing? In _
notes, we had a leadership meeting right around the same time, either
a few days before or after, in which Froelich made the statement that
the Democrats are going to come up with a piece of shit and we are
going to clean it up for them.

CB - That's right.

WC - Remember, you said, "Yeah, you [Froelich] would probably vote for it."
He said, "Yeah, probably I will.®

TR - Yes, that's right,

CB - He said he was tired of us cleaning up their shit,

LAUGHTER,

WF - The only show in town when you guys have got a majority.

LAUGHTER.

CB - The only note I have is that we did not invite Larry Hogan because we
thought he was going on his own and wasn't really troubled by the things
that were troubling us. He had other problems, like being governor.

DS - Let me ask a question here that we forgot in the individual interviews.

d the prospect of a non-elected vice-president, in this case Ford, wver
play any part in making you a little more hesitant?

--- and All - No, I don't think so.

CB - I don't even remember that question coming up. It is about as relevant
now as it was then.
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TR - That's right.,
All - Right.

WC - Walter, would you agree that his presentation up to that final moment,
when he tried to give us that half-edited transeript, was brilliamt?

TR I thought t & St.Clair did a very fine job.

5
]

Comapred to those other guys, it had been succinct, more to the point,
but I kept thinking, well, this guy is doing OK, but he really doesn't
have a case, He is working with a bad set of faets.

JM - Well, he did.

CB - That was my reaction to St.Clair. If a Jury had to go out and come
back in a half hour, he was in pretty good shape, but after they had
a chance to think about waht he said, he really hadn't said anything,

RT - I thought it was clear that St.Clair did not want to introduce that
extra bit of evidence, but he was directed to do so.

WC I have in =y notes here that the reaction on our side when he put that
in was that it just kind of diffused everything he had tried to
accomplish. Even Wiggins at that point seemed confused.

WF - It didn't really do that smch for him either. It was a low blow.

JM - Let's go back to that first meeting for a mimuite. I recall two or
three specific areas of discussion, one that I specifically recall
is that Railsback was ve _ strong on the IRS article and on the [?].
Secondly, I recall that he and Walter expressed great concern about
the subpoena power contempt as being impeachable grounds. You [TR]
even went so far as to say that you would vote for amotion to strike
that provision out of the article, but would support the article,
whether or not it was striken. You, Walter, even you, indicated
that you would probably do that.

WC - If it were included, it would be included as part of the abuse of
power.

.« = What you were going to we: in to article two would eventually
become article three.

JM - And I was overruled on it, more or less, by John Doar. He and I had
many discussions about it, and every time, after he and I would confer,
he felt it ought to be a separate article,

TR - Not article two, but one. I wanted it as part of article one.
Wr -~ You know we also talked about the whole thing as a single article,

with the abuse of power -— with what became article one being a
subpara_ iph of article two.
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