Impeachment Presentation

;. Following are excerpts from Chi

- Counsel John Doar's and Mh{orif.y Cm:;f-

» sel Albert E, Jenner's presentations to
!;e House Judiciary Committee Friday:

: John Doar

:' ' ...As an Individual, I have not the
__a.-lilghtest blas against Presldent Nixon.
.'I'would hope that I would not do him
Elﬂze smallest, slightest injury, But, I am
: not Indifferent, not indifferent to the
. matter of presidentiali abuse of power,
1 by whatever President, nor the identi-
r ﬂgatlon and proof or lack of proof of
y that abuse of power, if I believe that it
! has existed. And if, In fact, President
! Nixon or any President has had a cen-

+ral part in the planning and executing

of this terrible deed of subverting the
i ‘Constitution, then I shall do my part
+ as' best I can to bring him to answer
; before the Congress of the United
.States for this enormous erime in the
conduct of his office,

.If any President, if President Nixon
.or any. President has committed high
* cerlmes and misdemeanors against the
. Constltution, then there has been man-
¢ ifest injury to the confidence of the
+ nation, great prejudice to the cause of
" law and justice, and subversion of con-
. stitutional government.

* ‘Members of the Committee, for me
to speak like this, I can hardly believe
that I am speaking a3 I do or thinking
like I do, the awesomeness of this is
50, is so tremendous. But, with the
rawesomeness of the task it seems to
'me that the careful inquiry that you
rhave made, lasting the last six and
~one-half months, has been no disserv-
Jce, but rather great service to the
tAmerican people.

r Let me speak for a minute about Mr,
'St. Clair’s response. Mr. St. Clair sald
'to you you must have clear and con-
vineing proof. Of course there must be
rclear and convineing proof to take the
step that I would recommend this
‘Committee to take ... the concept is
clear, as I understand it, to all of us as

Jawyers. That is, that you don't go for-

~ward in serlous matters unless you are

‘satisfled in your mind, and heart and
Jjudgment that legally and factually,

Feasonable men acting reasonably

would find the accused guilty of the

‘urime as charged. -

. Now...sofar asa practical rnatter\
1 am saying, of course the proof must

be clear and convincing. It is just a

"matter of prosecutorial judgment or

Jegal judgment, or congressional judg-

T,

ment. OF that I have no doubt.

Now, as I listened to Mr. St Clgir
vesterday, and I have listened to him
‘before, 1 must be candid with you
"that I have had this one observation. IL
‘has oceurred to me time and time again
that Mr. St. Clair has things upside
'down. He's had things upside down
throughout these entire proceedings
... I don’t mean to attack Mr. St.
Clair. Personally, I-have nothing but
ithe highest respect for bim. But, I am.
‘talking about his concepts, his theories
‘of the case, and I just want to say that,
and it seems to me that his concept
Tas been that the enormous power and
authority of the presidency, it was per-
missible to use that on behalf of an in-
dividual who might be the subject of
eriminal charges. But, that is my opin-
ion and only my opinion, worthless, re-
ally, for it is the facts, direct evidence,
circumstaneial evidence, time-tested in-
ferences, end, of course, judgment and
common sense in this summary of _the
factual information that we are trying
to present to you.

Well, yesterday when I listened to
My, St. Clair's argument and followed
its symmetry and logie, I found myself
writing in the margin of my notes, as
incident after incident flashed back
through my mind as to some of the
Lhings that Mr, St. Clair dealt with an_d
cdidn't deal with, I thought to myself, if
what Mr. St. Clair says is true, then
why, why did that happen. Why did
this other incident happen. Some of
the instances, and I am just going to
touch on a few, seem to me lnexplica-
ble in terms of the picture or the por-
tralt Mr. St. Clair sketched for you.

¢ 1 think everyone wants to believe

- our President. I wanted to belicve that
he had nothing to do with Watergate,
But, event after event clicked through
my mind, events that seemed, as [ say,
totally inexplicable within the logic of
the case in the response of the Presl-
dent's lawyer,
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What was his logie? AS 1 see s, a
was the President that his policy as
President was to be carried out, right
or wrong. In the ITT matter, you re-
member he sald he was the elected of-
fieial.- It was his right and responsibil-
ity to make the judgment, that the
eountry expected the President to take

+ aetion which in his judgment he felt
sound to protect the country, that he
wis a President concerned with na.
tional security, and a President vietim-
ized by the stupidity of faithful but
less than average subordinates, fooled
by men into believing that they were
innocent of an involvement, and mis-
taken in his judgment perhaps, but do-
ing the right thing eventually in up-
holding the presidency, the Constitu-
tion, and there having been no real
harm done to our country.

Now, when I say the why, I thought
" back, 1 thought back to a number of
, things. The first thing that eecurred to
- me was the Presldent’s dletatlon on
the evening of Mareh 21st. Durlng the
; evening of March 21st the President
» dictated hls recollection of that day.
You remember that he had recelved
ifrom John Dean that Jeb Magruder
was likely to acknowledpe to the
Watergate prosecutor that he had com-
mitted perjury,”and that that would
implicate his assoelates, John Mitchell,
Mr, Strachen ond also possibly Mr.
Haldeman.

He said that John Dean felt he was
guilty of some criminal llability due to
the fact that he had partleipated in ae-
tions which resulled In taking core of
the defendants under trial. Dean was
corfcerned, the President sald, because
everybody was gettlng thelr own coun-
sel,"looking out for themsclves, and ns
the Presldent sald, one would not ba
afraid to rat on the other.

'.'!"‘he President said that Mr. Halde.

man backed Dean up on this and ad-
vised the Presldent that even Magru-
der would bring Haldeman down.

And then the Presldent said, you
know, to himself Mr. Haldeman’s selec-
tion of Jeb Magruder is 2 hard one to
{igure out. He said Bob made few mis-
takes, but in this case, Rose was right.
He picked a rather weak man, regard-
less of his appearance, who really
lacked it when the chips were down,

He said to himself, the one option is
perhaps, talking to his grand jury, is
not for his key aldes to appear, but he
said that if they don't do that, that
puts the buck back on the President.
And he also saw very grave danger
l‘:;;at somebody like Hunt was going to

ow.

He recognized Hunt's problems, He
needed -$100,000 to pay attorneys and
handle other things, or else he was go-
ing to do and say things that would be
very detrimental to Colson and Ehrl-
ichman. The President labeled these in
Dean’s words as blackmail, He recog-
nized that Hunt was in a bad position,
he might' be figuring on the benefit to
himself by turning state's evidence.

The President said he felt bad be-
cause all of these people had done
what they had done with the best of
motives. He said he . .didn't think that
Haldeman and Ehrlichman actually
knew about the actual bugging of the
Watergate. He knew that Dean didn't
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know. But, what he fizured happened
was it was Colson who was the pusher,
and the driver, had pushed Hunt and
Liddy so far, and they had followed
what the President terms their natural
proclivities, and taken that exira step
and gotten everybody in trouble,

He said, he told himself ‘how he
learned about the Ellsberg break-in,
and he said that Ehrlichman sald he
was about three or four steps away,
that Krogh had a problem that put
him in a straight position of perjury.
The President remarked that it would
be a tragedy because Krough was in-
volved in national security work, noth-
ing to do with Watergate.

He sald finally that Strachan was re-
ally courageous. He acknowledged the
matter, and according to Dean that he
had transferred the $300,000. Then he
said finally John Mitchell was coming
down In the marning so that they
could figure out what to do next.

Now, that was what he dlctated to
himself that night.

Presented, confronted with serious
eharges of obstruction of justice by his
key aides and associates, on the next
morning, he called his Altorney Gen-
eral and he talked to him. What did he
say to his Attorney General? He said
to his Attorney General he would like
him to give Senator Baker some puld-
ance, he would like him to hold Baker's
hand, to babysit him, starting like
the next ten minutes. And the next
day he-called his director of the FBI
and he talked to him. That was after
Mr, McCord had read his letler in
open court, and he called his director
of the FBI and he gave him no infor-
mation, he gave him no facts, no alle-
gations, but he reminded him that he
had told him in early July, Pat, 1 told
you to conduct a thorough and aggres-
sive investigatidn.

And then I thought of Henry Peler-
sen, and that remarkable ten days be-
iween the 15th and the 25th of April,
and again I asked myself why, Here we
had Henry Petersen dealing directly
face to face and man to man with his
President, the chlef law enforcement
officer of the country with respect to
the Watergate affalr. The present Al-
torney General had recused himself,
Mr. Petersen himself was the Presi-
dent's Attorney General. They spent In
those ten days seven, eight, nine meet-
ings, 20 phone calls. Durlng Lhat time
Mr. Petersen was wvery [orlheoming
with his President, told him everything
that was belfg developed, not the de.
talls of the grand jury information, but
he sketched out sufficlent so that the
President had a clear |dea of the na-
ture of the charges that were belng
brought against the President’s men,
and an outline of the facts that would
support those charges.



On the tenth dey the President met
with John Ehrlichman and Robert
Haldeman at noon for two hours, Fol-
lowlng that meeting the Presldent di-
recled Robert Haldeman, one of the
two mon that Mr. Petersen had been
telling him for the lost ten days wos a
subjeet of this erimlnal investigation,
and very likely, very likely to have
erlminal charges brought against him,
and what does the President do? The
President diréets Mr, Haldeman to ask
for some 20 of the tape recordings and
to go and listen to the tape recordings
all afternoon that day.

And the President—it is inexplicable
perhaps of the Presldent to call In
some independent person lo lasten t&

the tapes and to test and see what ex-
actly was sald on those taped so the
President could review his recollec-
tlon, This is the 25th of April. This is
the 25th of April, and on that day Mr.
Haldeman listened to the tapes and
made detalled notes for three hours
that afternoon, and then reported back
to the President and talked to him for
another hour about that,

And then the Pregident’s chlef law
enforcement officer, the man charged
with investlgating this matter, comes
in and sees the President for an hour
and 20 minutes,

Does the President tell Mr. Petersen
that I have a tape recording system
that will assist you and assist you in
getting to the bottom of this? Does the
President tell his Attorney General,
his chief law enforcement officer that
Mr, Haldeman has been listening to
the tapes, the man Mr. Petersen says Is
a suspect, the subject of this
investigation? He does not.

Mr. Petersen and he discuss gener-
ally, and maybe on that occasion, cer-
tainly on an occasion the day before or
the day after, the President gives Mr.
Petersen his view of what he and John
Dean talked about on the Z1st about
the payment of the money and how he
had told John Dean after drawing him
out, in a series of gquestions, as was his
custom, that that was wrong,

I find that also inexplicable within
the logic of Mr. St. Clair's argument.

A third example, and as I say, these
are just examples that I just touch on
briefly, a third example is the events
of the 20th of June, 1972. On the 20th
of June, 1872, it was three days after
the Watergate break-in. You remember
when the Watergate break-ln occurred
there were three centers of govern-
ment at that time or political activity
at the direction of the President.

The President and his party, that is,
Haldeman and Zlegler, were at Key
Biscayne. John Ehrlichman and Gor-
don Strachan and Hibgy were in Wash-
ington. John DMitchell, Mardian, La-
Rue, Magruder were in Los
Angeles. . .. -

On the morning of the 20th, Mr.
Haldeman ... meels with Ehrlichman
and Mitchell at 9 o'clock in the morn-
ing. Dean and Kleindienst join that
meeling, and they meet from 9 to 10
o'clock. This is Lhe first day that the
President has come back faced with a
possibility of certainly a very serious
scandal within his administration.

What does the President do while
his people, his key advisers are dis-
cussing this matter? The President Is
alone in his office, except for a three-
minute talk with Mr. Bullerfield dur-
ing that morning until John Ehrlich-
man comes in and talks to him about
10:20. He does nol participale, does not
inguire, does nol queslion, does not
search out for focls Erom John Mitch-
ell, or Richard Kleindienst, his Atlor-
ney General, or Mr. Ehrlichman who
had been assigned to the case the day
before to make an investigation, or
two days before. or from John Qean
who had been called back to gel inlo
it. =
It is not until, it is not until 11:20
that morning that he has his first dis-
cussion . . . with Halderran ... And he
has an 183% minule discussion with Mr.
Haldeman, We know that it was about
Watergate, and then a year and one-
half later that tape has been erased.

Those three things, plus one more
that 1 want to mention to you, and that
is that when you look into this, and
think about this, img look at o;mke;'gl?:
one of the officials knew you as
self why waso't Gordon Liddy fired?
Why wasn't Gordon Liddy fired? It's
just Inexplicable within the logic of
Mr. SL. Clair's argument.

Now, 1 want to turn to the outline of
this brief, and I want to call your at-
tention to what Presidenl Nixon said
on April 30th, 1873 . ..

“Until March of this year, I re
mained convinced thst the denials
were ture and that the charges of in-
volvement by members of the White
House siaff were false, However, new
information then came to me which
persuaded me that there was a real
possibility that some of these charges
were true, and suggesting further that
there has been an effort to conceal the
facts both from the publie, from you
and from me."”

President Nixon, before entering on
the execution of his office has twiee
Laken, as required by Article TI, Sce-
tion 1, Clause 7, of the Constitution
the following cath: “I do solemnly
swear that [ will faithlully execute the
Office of the President of the United
States, and will 1o the best of my abili-
Ly, preserve, protect and defend the
Constitution of the United States”

Artlele II, Section 3 In Article 17 of
the Constitution reguires that tae
President “shall take care lhat the
laws be falthfully executed” Under
the Constltution, the executive power
is vested in the President. But, of ne-
cessity, the President must rely on
subordinates to earry out his instruc.
tlons In the execution of his offlce.

In his statement of April 30th, Presl-
dent Nixon told the American people
that he had been decelved by subordi-
nates Into believing that none of them
were implicated and thal none hnd
particlpated In the efforts to cover up.
The President sald he recently re-
celved now information that persusded
him that there was n real possibllity
that some of the charges were Lrup
JInd he declared his determination to
et Lo the bottom of the matter.

Fifteen and one-half months later
this Committee is now faced with the
responsthillty of making recommenda-
tlons whether or not the House of Rep-
resentatives should cxerclse its constl-
tutlonal power of impeachment.

And the critical question in {ha
Watergate matter, it seems to me,
what the Committee must deelde, s
whether the President was duped by
his closest political nesoclater o
whether, In fact, they were earrying
out his policles and his deelsfons, T
think this question must be declded
"n shist, the_ G,

n shori, the Commitiee has Lo de-
cide whothér In his st“l:r.emanl of April
30, the President was teling the truth
to the American people or whether
that statement was part of a pattern of
conduct designed not Lo take care that

1

the laws were faithfully executed but
rather to impede their faithful execu-
tion in the President’s personal inter-
est and in his behall.

This Committee has found that
much of the evidence pertinent to this
guestion and other questions is within
the custody and control of the Presi-
dent. In deflenace of subpoenas legally
authorized, issued and served by the
Committee, President Nixon has de-
nied the Committee access to this evi-
dence. Nevertheless, the Committee
has considered evidence thak is sub-
stantial, and thizs report summarizes
thal evidence.

Now, when we conslder this evi-
dence, we must proceed with caution.
We must not find the President er-
sponsible for offenses of others, But
likewise, we must not forget that we
are deallng with an awesome crime, a
constitulional crime of high crimes
&nd misdemeanors.

Now, I would like to talk just a min-
ute about consplragy. You know the
crime of conspiracy consists of several
distinet elements, . .

There must be a combination of two
or more persons to constitute a con-
spiracy. The person may plot or plan
alone, but he cannot conspire alone.

The second element Is that there
must be a real agreement or a confed-
eration with a common design., Mere
knowledge, or negalive or passive ac-
quiescence Is nol enough. The agree-
ment need not be in writing. It usually
is not. Most often In these kinds of
cases, as you all know, it 1s a matter of
inferences deducted from the aclions
of the conspirators

The third element is the existence of
an unlawful purpese. Anyone who
takes part in any port of the conspir-
acy is liable as a conspirator ... The
point I want to make, however, is Lthat
in this case, as I view it, this is not a
conspiracy case. This is not a conspir-
acy case. I don’t believe that it is possi-
ble to have a onspiracy Involving the
President of the United States. The
President of the United States is dil-
ferent, He is supreme In effect because
of his awesome powrr granted to him
under the Constitution. Those that
work for him as subordinales are more
extensions of him then co-conspiratlors
if there is an wnlawful crime. 1 make
that distinctlon, because [ think it is
an Important one as we review the evi-
denee,

This is nol to sugpest that the mat-
ters, the seriousness or the wrongness
of] the conduct that occurred is not
similar to that which occurs in a crimi-
nal conspiracy. Bul, xou just don't
have co-participalion. You don't have
co-equals when you are dealing with
the President of the United States.
There is just une President, and one
man when he is using his olficisl, or
performing his official dulies, thal is
in charge and directs the operation,
And the other pcople that serve him as
subordinales and as associates, as |
say. are extensions of that one man.

Now, proofl of, We all know that in
true cases of this kind of truth that the
patterns are the same whether It isin-
volving the question of impeachment
of the President for jbuse of power or
whether it involves the question of co.
conspiracy, that there is much ecircum-
stantial evidence thai you have Lo look
for. It is understandable that crinres of
impeachment, at leas! the ones that we
are considering loday, musl he proved
in that way because the essence of the
crime is concealment, duplicily, dis.
scmblying, prerequisites on the success
of the unconstitutional venture.

_-vw, 1ncre is another part of this
proof that I think Js important and
that is that we have to distinguish as
we go through the facts the difference
between decisions and cxecutions of
Lhe decisions The President can estab-
lish a pplicy, can lay oul a broad plan
that there will be a certain cover-up,
Then in executing that cover-up, the
means used, the execution of that, will
be carried out by subordinates. And
one of the difficulties that we have, in
analyzing this case it seems to me, is
that we first have not looked at the
presidential deleisions, bul we have
looked at the means for carrying out
those declsions. And we have gotien
into such questions of payments and
perjury end interference with official
investigations, all means and carrylng
out this plan rather than analyzing
whether, in faet, the President estab-
lished the plan in facl. And when you
get into the proof and try o find the
proof of the means, you find yourself
down in the labyrinth of the White
House in that Byzantine empire where
yes meant no and gp waos slop and
maybe meant certainly, ond 1t Is con-
fusing, perplexing and puzzling and
diffieult for any group of people to
sort oul, Bul, that is Just the very na-
ture of the crime, that In executlng the
means, everything will be done to con-
fuse and to fool,to misconstrue so that
the purpose of the decision is con-
cenled ...

Now, as I soy, we are going to po
over p greal deal and try to help to put
together and Mt together the circum-
stantial evidence . .. Jut, what 1 want
to talk sbout [irst Is direct evidence
heeause yesterday Mr. St Clair sold
there was no direet testimony that the
President direcled thls plon of the
cover-up. And [ want (o stale my the-
5is, my convlctlon, my Judgment now.

My judgment 18 that the fncls are
overwhelming in lhis case that the
Prosident of Lthe United Stales author-
jzed o broad, general plan of {liegal
electronle surveillance, and that Lhat
plan wna put into operation by his sub-
ordinnies,

Of course, he did not know of the ge.
tunl fnets that the Watergate had been
broken In on the 17th of June. There Is
no proof thal he even knew that there
hnd heen n bugging oporallon golng on
there, no clear and convinelng proof,
although there Is some roference In
the transeript that he had someo_knowl-
cdge that Infermalion was coming
from an Intelligence operalion. Bul,
with respeel to the plan, with respect
to Lhe plan, T gay thal declsion eame
direet [rom the President or Imple-
mented_through his two closest assocl-
ales, Fald and Ehrlichman, Fal-
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Iowing that, I say that he directed,
made the decision, the President made
the decislon to cqver-up this shortly af-
ter the break-in on June 17th and he's
been in charge of the cover-up from
that day forward,..

On the morning of March 21, 1973,
just before the meeting ended...and
the President is speaking and he says,
and Haldeman and Dean are there,
and he says: “All right. Fine, And, uh,
my point is that, uh, we can, uh you
may well come—I think it is good,
{rankly, to conslder these wvarious
options, And then, once you, once you
decide on the plan — John — and you
had the right plan, let me say, I have
no doubls about {he right plan before
the election. And you handled It just
right. You contained it. Now, aftérthe
election, we've pgot te have another
plan, because we can't have, for four
years, we can't have this thing—you
ﬁreigulng to be eaten away, We can’t

o it”

Now, during that same conversation

" and in a pumber of other conversa-

tions, the President refers several
times to the contalnment was the deci-
sion, Conlainment was the plan, con-
tainment was the decision. Contain-



On the 21st of Maxch, he talks about
having Johm Mtichell come down the
next day. It's urgenl he come down.
Why does he want him to come down?
He wants him to come down so that
they can have a new strategy, not to
develop for the {irst time a strategy,
but to have a new strategy. All of that
is direct evidence that the President
directed nnd made the decision to
cover up back shortly after the brealk-
in.

Now you move back to the Septem-
ber 15th conversalion, and I won't go
into that, but I say to you, anyone
reading that as a whole, and taking
into conslderation what the President
knew at that time, can only conclude
that that too is direct evidence that
the President made the decision to
have n plan of conlainment of cover-up
shortly after the break-in.

You remember that when John Dean
comes Into the room, he says: “Well,
you have had quile a time, Jahn, you
have [inally pot Watergate on the
way.” And he says. John Dean soys:
"Quite a three months.™

In the President™s transcript, the
quole "quite a three months" which
happens fo go right back almost the
17th of June, it's not there. And then
vou read the June 30th excerpt of the
transeript und you see the discussion
between Haldeman and Mitchell and
the President. And if that isn't direet
evidenee of a presidential decision Lo
cover up, then 1 am badly mistaken.

S9, those are direct cvidence of
proof of what I say is the matter that
you_ have lo consider, gnd weigh and
decide in coanection with the Water-
Hate exlenl of thiscase . ..

Now, I will summarize with just one
more observation. | realize thalt most
people would understand an efforl to
conceal a mistake. But this was not
done by a private citizen, and the peo-
ple who are working for President
Nixon are not private citizens. This
was the President of the United Slates.
Whal he decided should be done fol-
lowing the Walergale break-in caused
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action not only by his own Sservants,
bul by the agencles of he United
States, including the Deparlment of
Justice. the FRI, the CIA and the Se-
crel Service, It required perjury, de-
struction of evidence. obslruetion of
Justice, all erlmes. Bul, most Impor-
tanl, It required dellberate, contrived,
continued and continuing deceplion of
the Amerlenn people. It Is Lhal evi-
dence, Lhat evidence, that we want to
present Lo you in detall and to help
and reason with you, and this book is
the basls, or a work product, to help
you In that reasoning. . . .

Albert E, Jenmer

-+ . Now, ns Mr. Doar said to you, it
is very difficull for any man or woman
Lo put himself or herself In the shoes
of pnother. RBul, in part, as judges In-
struct juries, there must be an cflort
toda that, It Is very dlfficull here to
put yoursclf in the shoes of the Presi.
dent. But, i';mt are all prolessionals
who have been treimed throughout
your profossional lives o do your level
best to take an objective viewpoint. .,

And may | mnke one personal
reference? 1 have heen here now since
January 7th, | have been through all af
thesre malerinls aned | have read thoso
transeripts and | have listened to the
lapos. And ladies and pgentlemen, |
have never heard the President of the
United States or any of his aldes ever
say, as Mr, St. Clair Is wont lo say, hy
any manncr or words, this Ismy coun-
iry, this Is the Constitulion of the
Uniled States that I8 invalved. These

x

are the people of the nalion who will
be affecled one way or the other by
what I do or what I don't do. These are
the people who will be affected if I
don’t seck out that to which I have
been alerled.

I haven't heard any of that. There
isn't a word., There isn't a phrase,
there isn't an inlerence to be drawn
irom which you may find that.

Now, we are talking not about Mr.
Nixon, we are talking about the presl-
dency of the United States, The people
of this nation revere the office of the
presidency of the United States, and
all of the presidents, the individuals
who have been elected and sworn to
the office of the presidency become,
for the people of this country, deities,
because they expect he—and mayhe
some day she, not far away, I hope—
will have in mind that cath of office,
will have in mind the provisions of the
Constitution to uphold and defend that

Conslitution, to assure that the laws -

are faithfully executed and their liber-
ties and their propertiés and all they
hold dear will be protected by the af-
{ice.of the presidency of the United
States.

As I say, you take the same ocath, not
only as lawyers, but you take the same
oath when you are inducted into office
2s members of the Congress of the
United States.

And I have been troubled by another
thing. Constantly, throughout all of
these proceedings, and while I have
sald to myself, yes, the President of
the United States s elected in a gen-
eral election going across the country
by almost 220 million people who elect
to decide to vote, but there is the Con-
gress of the United States also elected
and selected by the 220 million people,
and it Is a divislon, it is a part of the
Constitution of the United States, and
one of the three divislons to which the
220 million people turn and say, there
are our represcntatives who have
taken this oath to uphold and defend
the Constitution of the United States.

And we learn as children in gram.
mar school that there are three divi-
sions invented by our forebearers, and
there is no peradventure about that, 1o
have checks and balances, the Legisla-
tive. the Judicial and the Executive,
because those wise men realized what
Abraham Lincoln said later, and per-
haps others hefore him, Montesquieu,
that once you creale government you
must laKe care, you must be diligent,
lo see that the government does not
hecome a monster and destroy that for
which it wus created by you in the
first place.

Now, this matter of reverence, you
had on the witness stand Mr. Kalm-
bach. If he doesn'l typify what hap-
pens to people who have reverence as
we all have for the office'of the presi-
dency, but then comes close to-the of-
fice itself as he did, and be affected by
it with the tremendous candor and

. shame that that man had In appearing

before you. That shame stuck out all
over, and his apologies were over, ang
over, and over again, within the preg-
ence of the President, the office of the
presidency. Now, whal the wise mgn.
who created that Constitution said to
themselves, we want a slrong Pr’zj-
denl. They weren't thinking of any'ia-
dividual, they were thinking of a
strong office of the presidency. And
vou have read those debates., We have
brought them to your attention. They
were afrald that you as members of
the legislature, if given oo much lati-
tude with respect to the office of the
presidency, that you might subvert it
That is one of your $roblems here to-
day. and why you are so conce‘jled,
why you are going to casl aside tedhni-
cal rules of cvidence, Your consijtu-
ents don't know aboul technical r;_lea
of evidence., They know that youlare
men and women of honor and dignity
and have a Jove of country and a },?ﬁ\'a
of them as well, And you will werry
and fret at night, and all day long in
your ultimately reaching as part nfthe
that you have lo reach as part of
political process. Perhaps I wolld
concede jt is entirely a political p
cess. but a political process for §
preservation of this nation. And it: 3
the framers of the Constitution iy~
tended, and as appears from thel
debates, that the granting to you of t B
highest privilege that the people g ¥
in ereating this government, that is
bridge [rom the Legislative o 1
Executive, the executing dcparlmcnir

i

;t;w::."i-';i:t"lu you the sole power of
impeachment, the sole power of im-
peachment,

That is not 1o destroy the presidency
or Ils office. What Is it for? It Is to
continue to strengthen It and regard-
less of what your ultimate decision,
majority decislon, may be in this Com-
mittee, on the floor of the House, up
or down in that deecision, you will be
strengthenlng the office of the presi-
dency of the U.S., snd the Executlve
Department in the Interest of the peo-
ple thal you represent,

T wish to jein with Mr. Doar—I join
with him in all the remarks he has
made, but 1 wish to emphasize the as-
pecl of conspiracy and concealment
and contninment . ., In the cose of &
consplracy, you lawyers, and 1 know
many of you have been very able trial
lawyers, in elvll and criminal cases and
consplracy eases, where there Is se-
crecy and eoncealment, you must draw
Inferences. You donl' have, you can't
find the man with his hand In the
cookle jor when you open the door
suddenly, bul you can see the pleces of
Lhe cookic, the crubs, perhaps off In
the corner of the room, when you sud-
denly open that door.

Now, in Lthe lght of all that, and
with your permisslon ngain, Mr, Chair
man, this is hislory. You are not recre-
ating the Conslitutlon: you are pre-
serving 1t and you are strengihening
lhe Constitutlon of the U.S. irrospec-
tive—and that is the way [ wish to con-
clute these comments—irrespective of
what your ultimale declsion may be
beeause 1L is being reached as lawyers
of abjectivily and looking ot the evi-
dence the way Inwyers do, especlally
those of you who have for many yenrs
boen litigators both on defense, on Lhe
plaintifl’s side and In criminal cases,
as former proseculors, and a5 counsel
representing the delonae.
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