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Lawyers for Presidént
Nixon concluded yesterday
that the Constitution not
only requires a finding of
criminal conduct, but erimi-
nal acts of “‘a very serious
nature” to provide grounds
for presidential impeach-
ment.

Putting substance behind
President Nixon’s eariier
vow to “fight like hell”
against..impeachment and
his argument that he can be
impeached only for criminal
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iawyers drew a very narrow
interpretation of the consti-
tutional question.

It places the White House
in direct opposition to the
conclusion drawn by the
House Judiciary Commit-
tee’s impeachment inquiry
staff. That study found a
President liable for im-
peachment for acts not nec-
essarily indictable under
criminal law.

In-a 61-page analysis of

'the constitutional standards

for presidential impeach-
ment prepared under the

direction of James D. St.

use

Clair; the White House
argued:

“The use of a predeter-
mined criminal standard for
the impeachment of a presi-
dent is also supported by
history, logic, legal prece-
dent and a sound and sen-
sible public policy which de-
mands stability in our form
of government.”

Carrying the argument
one step further, the lawyers
asserted, that ‘“not only do
the words (of the Constitu-
tion) inherently require a
criminal offense, but one of
a very serious nature be

committed in one’s govern-
mental capacity.”

The study submitted to the

impeachment inquiry = staff
at nobn yvesterday is ‘the
third such study of the ques-
tion done by the govern-
ment.
- Earlier the committee’s
staff examined the same his-
torical and legal background
and concluded that impeach-
ment could rest on many
acts that are not specifically
spelled out in criminal law.

The: other study, carried
out zby- the Justice Depart-
ment, merely concluded that

an impeachable offense is
open to both interpretations.

A number of similar
studies have also been done
by legal groups and other

. organizations, nearly all of

which support the broad
view adopted by the im-
peachment inquiry staff and
a majority of both Demeo-
crats and Republicans on
the judiciary committee.

Citing many of the same
sources relied upon by the
House committee lawyers in
arriving at their. entirely
contradictory  conclusion,
the White House lawyers

iment Report

said, “The evidence is con-
clusive on all points; a Pres-
ident may only he im-
peached for indictable
crimes.”

To conclude otherwise,
they argued, would expose
the executive branch of gov-
ernment to the threat of
“political impeachments.”

Representative Peter W,
Rodino Jr. (Dem-N.J.), Judi-
ciary committee chairman,
said St. Clair’s analysis was
not solicited and was accept-

“ed only at his request,

But Representative Ed-

-ward Hutchinson of Michi-
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gan, the ranking GOP comi-
mittee member, said he
would give St. Clair’s brief
“equal weight to the staff
report.”

The. St. Clair analysis
went back to English com-
mon law to find its prece-
dents and distinguished be-
tween political igipeach-
ments and the “judicial
proces® for dealing with
criminal offenses committed
against the government by
men in high stations.
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