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District Court Judge, Moderator

 Theodore Olson, Gibson, Dunn & 
Crutcher
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 Honorable Laurence Silberman, Senior 

Judge, DC Circuit Court of Appeals
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Principal Watergate Defendants

John H. Mitchell 
Justice Department / CRP

H.R. “Bob” Haldeman 
White House

John D. Ehrlichman 
White House

John W. Dean
White House

Jeb S. Magruder
White House / CRP

G. Gordon Liddy 
White House / CRP
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Critical Watergate Dates 

Actual Break-ins:  May 28 and June 17, 1972

3 CRP Officials/4 Cubans Convicted  January 30,1973
(Gordon Liddy, Howard Hunt and James McCord)  

Senate Watergate Committee created February 7, 1973

Cover-Up
Collapses

Special Prosecutor
Appointed

President Nixon
Resigns

Cover-Up Trial
Convictions

March 23,
1973

May 25,
1973

August 9,
1974

January 1,
1975

Break-in Trial

Liddy’s Intel Plan Reviewed: 1/27, 2/4, 3/30/72



Secret Meetings, Secret Memos
Secret Coordination 

Judicial Branch
Chief Circuit Judge David Bazelon

Chief District Judge John Sirica
District Judge Gerhard Gesell

Legislative Branch
Senate Judiciary Committee

Senate Ervin Committee
House Judiciary Committee
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Executive Branch
Special Prosecutor Archibald Cox
Special Prosecutor Leon Jaworski

WSPF Attorneys
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Wilson Letter to Chief Judge 
Sirica
cc:  All Counsel
March 12, 1974

“Would you be willing to 
inform us whether you were 
contacted by or whether 
you conferred with the  
prosecutors, the Grand Jury, 
or the foreman or other 
member thereof, regarding 
the report which the Grand 
Jury presented to you in 
open court on March 1, 
1974. . . ?”



ABA Code DR 7-110(B)--
Lawyers (circa 1970s)

In an adversary proceeding, a lawyer 
shall not communicate, or cause 
another to communicate, as to the 
merits of the cause with a judge or an 
official before whom the proceeding is 
pending . . . .
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1972 ABA Code of Judicial 
Conduct Canon (3)(A)(4)

[E]xcept as authorized by law, [the judge 
shall] neither initiate nor consider ex parte 
or other communications concerning a 
pending or impending proceeding.
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Lacovara Memo to Ben-Veniste 
Regarding Sirica Meeting
cc:  Jaworski, Ruth, Kreindler
January 2, 1974

“At approximately 10 p.m. on 
Tuesday, January 1, 1974, I 
received a telephone call at 
my home from Todd 
Christofferson, law clerk to 
Judge Sirica.”

“Judge Sirica asked 
whether we knew of 
anything that would 
indicate the Earl Silbert 
had been the source of 
any leaks. . .” 
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“I told the Judge that we 
would try to track down any 
basis for the story.

He stated that he had just 
received a telephone call 
from Sam Dash of the Ervin 
Committee. . . The Judge 
told me that he had 
indicated to Dash, a good 
friend, basically what he had 
told us, . . .

Judge Sirica indicated to 
me that since both the 
Committee and we had 
“cleared” Silbert, he would 
proceed to swear him in 
as United States Attorney 
as scheduled.” 
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Jaworski Letter to Chief Judge 
Sirica
cc:  Ruth, Lacovara
December 27, 1973

“When Messrs. Ruth, 
Lacovara, Ben-Veniste and I 
met with you and Judge 
Gesell at your request on 
Friday, December 14 . . . .”

“I believe that by the end 
of January or the 
beginning of February we 
may have an indictment 
in a case that could well 
take three months to try.”

FedSoc Document 1 
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James Vorenberg Staff Meeting 
Notes
Early February 1974

“President—The memo written 
by Carl Feldbaum, et al., 
recommending President Nixon 
be indicted, is a cause of 
frustration in the staff because 
Jaworski told them that he’d 
already reached an 
agreement with Sirica, several 
weeks prior and without 
disclosure, that Nixon would 
not be named.  One problem 
is that some (and maybe most) 
of the staff agree with 
Feldbaum’s memo.”



13

Lacovara Memo to Jaworski
cc:  Ruth, Kreindler, Ben-Veniste
January 21, 1974

“If you agree that 
presentment in lieu of either 
indictment or non-action is the 
proper mode to pursue, there 
remains the question of 
procedure.  Specifically, the 
relative rarity with which 
presentments are filed in 
federal courts makes it 
desirable to advise Chief 
Judge Sirica in advance of this 
proposed course. . . . ”

FedSoc Document 2 
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“It would be most 
unfortunate, for example, 
for the grand jury to return 
a presentment without 
forewarning and then have 
the judge summarily refuse 
to receive it because of his 
lack of awareness of the 
basis for such a submission.”

FedSoc Document 2 
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“If the grand jury 
indicates its tendency 
toward returning a 
presentment, we should 
schedule a conference 
with Chief Judge Sirica
to apprise him in 
advance of this possible 
development.  I would 
be prepared to submit 
a memorandum of law 
to him at such a 
meeting, if he indicated 
an interest in receiving 
it.”

FedSoc Document 2 (p. 2) 
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“At any such meeting 
we should recommend 
to Judge Sirica that the 
presentment be 
received by him under 
seal, with disclosure only 
of the fact that the 
grand jury has made a 
submission to him, and 
that the White House be 
given ten days to review 
the presentment and 
make objections to its 
filing and transmission.”

FedSoc Document 2 (p. 3) 
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Jaworski Confidential File 
Memo
February 12, 1974

“On Monday, February 11, I 
met with the Judge at which 
time several matters were 
covered as we sat alone in the 
jury room.  He again indicated 
that provided the indictments 
came down in time he would 
take the Watergate Case. . .  
He expressed the opinion that 
these indictments should be 
returned as soon as possible.”

FedSoc Document 3 
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“The Judge commented upon 
the status of matters before the 
grand jury which led to further 
comments on the possibility of 
the grand jury considering 
some type of special report or 
presentment.. 

He countered by stating that 
he believed he should be 
informed of the discretion that 
he could exercise in matters of 
that kind and  further requested 
that I have a memorandum 
prepared for him that covers 
this subject.  I agreed to have 
this done.”

FedSoc Document 3 (p. 2) 



Jaworski confidential file memo
March 1, 1974: 

“On the morning of March 1, I 
met with Judge Sirica in 
chambers at 10:30.  We 
reviewed the agenda. . .

I told Judge Sirica that I would 
ask the court to specially 
assign the case . . .”
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FedSoc Document 4 (p. 3) 



FedSoc Document 4 (p. 4) “The judge in open court asked if I 
had any further comments, and I 
stated:  “Due to the length of the 
trial, conceivably three to four 
months, it is the prosecution’s view 
that under Rule 3-3 (c), this case 
should be specially assigned, and we 
so recommend.”  This meant that 
Judge Sirica could assign the case to 
himself, which he did do by order 
later entered that day. 
We met in the judge’s chambers.  I 
told him I thought all went smoothly.  
He in turn thanked me for my help.  
The Judge was leaving today to 
speak at the University of Virginia 
tomorrow, to be back on Sunday.  I 
told him I was going to Texas to be 
back on Tuesday.  We both agreed 
we would call each other in the 
interim, if necessary.”
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