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A Very l if Rlddle

@eeks an Answer v

’I.HE RESI(JNATI'ON of Premdent 1\11xon ata.
time when the House Judiciary committee had'réc:
ommended impeachment ‘but the Senate had not -
yet actéd, left unanswered the prime constitutional -
question ralsed by thdt plece of lnstory niamely:
Just“What 3

The commlttee $ mtenswe mqulry had looked
at’ thai; questmn repeatedly-as its members ar gued
over-the intent of the founding fathers when.they...
cited:-“treason, bribery and other high crimesand- »
mlsd»emeanors” as the‘grourds for impeachment.”
Some held. as did the Pre51dent and his attorneys,
that” an _indictable oftense ev1dence of criminal-
culpa,blhty, was the sine qua fon. Others put for-
ward “‘serigus failure.fo- discharge constitutional
dutLea ‘as ‘adequate, .and-some.harked back to.the
early-day- pronouncement of Corm essman . Ford -
-that'an impeachable ofi Eense 1s whateve1 a majux
ity of the House thinks it is.; b

. In quest of further clarlhcatlon (,ong‘reaalon ‘
al Quarterly ‘has interviewed two influential Cali-
fornia members of the committee, Congressman
Charles E. Wiggins, Republican from Southexn
Lahfomla and Congressman Jerome Waldle Dem

of the'TRi"o ;rnpeachment forces_ and authox o_f the
first impeachment measure to bé intr oduced. ;

.- THE TWO FORMER ADVERQARIES are in
agleefnent that the big-question was never an--
swered. Walche said. the committee was unable to
~ find-“the“answer and'concluded that it was “the *
respofisibility of . edch’ member” to defme "‘i'm,-';
peaghable offense " P

‘ t""the astoundmd Whne:
House tapes dad not “prbduce‘ He seeins now to

Cou : ‘-sérved by L011f1111ng~’- :
unpeachment solely to erimindf acts,” he told his. -
interviewer. “A President should be impeached;
for example, for snnply fallmg to discharge his
duties.

«He amphﬁed his new position by asserting:
“Tf- thes political realities requpre the removal of the
Presidént for the good 6f the'coun try — a pretty
big §tandard — then we must fmd the mechanisin

s

to do 50.”. i

WALDIE AND WIG(:NS amce that the inf-
peachment proceedings left the presidency un-
damaged.” Waldie thinks they made the “next im« -
peachment “easier, becaus 1. YWe have seen' that -
the country doesn’ (,ollapse with impeachment, ™
He also thinks that Congress should have proceed- |
ed with ‘the. 1mpeachment even afteI leon re-
blgned and that is hlohly tabl¢ i

There is a distinet possibi 1ty that a long draw g
mcr out of this already divisive episode in U:S. his-
torywould have torn the country dangerously
apart. “On the other ‘hand, it might well have filled *
a pe,rsmtent consmutmnal vacuum by glvmg lhu,
big questlon a still needed answer. P




