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Introduction

A. No matter how heinous the crime or how despicable the defendants,
the Fifth Amendment guarantees them due process of law.

B. Four aspects of a fair trial.
i. Nonpartisan, even handed prosecutors
ii. Fair and impartial trial judges
iii. Untainted, unbiased jury of peers
iv. Automatic right of appeal to unbiased Circuit Court
Defendants got none of these

C. WSPF Cover-up: Four top prosecutors took their internal files when
leaving office. Did not begin to surface until 2013.

II. WSPF Ultra Vires

A. Judge Aileen Cannon dismissed the superseding indictment in U.S. v
Trump because Jack Smith was not confirmed by the Senate.

This was only a District Court Judge opinion. U.S. v Nixon cited by
Biden DOJ on appeal. Did Trump DOJ take an internal position?

Special prosecutors Cox/Jaworski/Ruth were not employed by DOJ and
not confirmed by Senate, but this issue was not raised at the time.

B. WSPF “Guidelines” were imposed by Senate Judiciary Committee,
controlled by Edward Kennedy, as condition of confirming Elliott
Richardson as AG and never enacted into law by the Congress

III. Due Process Violations in WSPF Prosecutions

A. WSPF consisted of 100% specially recruited, highly partisan, Nixon-
hating prosecutors.
i. Top 17 prosecutors had served in RFK/LBJ’s DOJ
ii. Jaworski memo to Ruth denounces staff bias (1/21/74)



iii. Investigated and leaked info from all 1976 GOP presidential
candidates: Ford, Rockefeller, Dole, Connolly and Reagan

B. Series of improper Ex Parte communications between Special
Prosecutors and Watergate Judges

i. Silbert/Sirica (Sirica book, pp. 58-59)

ii. Cox/Sirica (6/19/73, 7/18/73), Cox/Bazelon, 10/73)

iii. Jaworski/Sirica (12/14/73 (included Ruth, Lacovara and Ben-
Veniste), 2/11/74 and 3/1/74 (twice)

iv. Lacovara/Sirica, 1/2/74 (Butterfield rumor)

v. Merrill/Gesell 3/14/74); Lacovara/Gesell, 4/2/74)

C. Suppression of Exculpatory Evidence
i. Dean’s Changing testimony (11/15/73 Denny/Rient Memo)
ii. Magruder’s Persistent Lying
a. Jeb Magruder, Direct Testimony (44 pages)
b. Jill Volner (Watergate Girl, pp. 26-30)
iii. Shopping for Judge Gesell (Watergate Prosecutor, pp. 69-70.)
iv. Browbeating Prosecution Witnesses
a. Bud Krogh (Watergate Prosecutor, pp. 73-74)
b. David Young: 54 hours of stress interviews
v. Improper Pursuit of Charles Colson
a. Akerman Memo detailing 18 month effort (5/5/75)
b. Lacovara on 50-50 percent likelihood of conviction.
Jaworski comments (2/22/74)
c. Colson Letter to Shepard (7/11/2008)
vi. Knowledge of ex parte meetings with Sirica (John Wilson Letter of
3/12/74, copying “All Counsel”)
vii. False sentencing of Dean (Stonewall, p. 107; Sirica book, p.
270-271)

D. Ruth Forwarding Grand Jury Evidence to HIC
i. Jaworski/Ruth Memo Exchange (1/2/74, 1/8/74, 1/14/74.
1/21/74)
ii. Ruth NARA Oral History on working with John Doar (11/12/11)
iii. “Road Map” briefcase secretly contained 12 WH tapes (1975
WSPF Report, p. 123)



E. 1975 WSPF Report

i.  Omits any mention of case against Nixon or of LaRue’s call to
Mitchell (Feldbaum’s unused Draft, July 21, 1975)

ii. 156 employees, listed by hame and dates of employment (pp.
274-277)

iii. 30 “pay to play” investigations without cause or finding
impropriety (p. 76-77)

iv. Gunning for WH counsel on tape transcript accuracy (p. 54-55)

IV. Getting Nixon “at all cost”
i. Jaworski/Sirica ex parte agreement to pursue Impeachment
ii.  Naming Nixon as Unindicted Co-conspirator
a. Ben-Veniste took grand jury straw vote (ABC, 6/17/82)
b. Jaworski draft of grand jury remarks enumerates no
crimes at all (2/25/74)
iii. WSPF’s Road Map for House Judiciary Committee (Unsealed
10/11/18 in response to Shepard Petition, 11mc44 (BAH))
i. Lobby Sirica on “Presentment” (1/21/74 Lacovara memo)
ii. Created Impression Mitchell spoke with LaRue AFTER Dean
told RN of Hunt hush money demands
iii. Timing of call to Mitchell never asked of LaRue in 2/13/74
grand jury appearance
iv. LaRue Cover-up Trial testimony said he thought Mitchell
call came BEFORE
iv. Face-to-Face Secret WSPF meetings with HIC staff
a. Staff to staff (Stonewall, pp. 285-286)
b. Disingenuous exchange of Rudino/Jaworski letters
(6/28/74)
c. Secret Doar meetings (Stonewall, pp. 287)
d. Frampton memo, second draft contains key allegations
(6/28/74)
v. Post Resignation Developments
a. LaRue Cover-up Trial Testimony (10/10/74)
b. Final Frampton Memo to Ruth, “Richard M. Nixon,” does
not reflect LaRue’s Trial testimony (2/22/75)



c. WSPF Report of October, 1975, contains no chapter on
Nixon at all. Feldbaum Draft (never included) omits
mention of LaRue/Mitchell call (July 21, 1975)

V. Odds ‘n Ends

i. 18% Minute Gap (June 20, 1972)

a. “Historically Insignificant” (Dean, The Nixon Defense
(Appendix A)

b. Orange County Register Article (September 22, 1974)

ii. Smoking Gun (June 23, 1972)
a. :Shooting Blanks” (Dean, The Nixon Defense, pp. 54-55)
b. Shepard Essay (April, 2024)

VI. Conclusion:
i. Decide if Shepard has made a prima facie case.
ii. If so, undertake thorough OPR review.
a. Shepard Case
b. Further Inquiry
1. What was grand jury told regarding Nixon?
2. What grand jury evidence did WSPF prosecutors give
to HIC staff?
iii. Report findings to the Attorney General
iv. Decide whether to ask that verdicts be vacated on account of
prosecutorial and judicial misconduct.
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