Statement by Wiggins on Support of Impeachment

Speolal to The New York Times

WASHINGTON, Aug. 5 —
Following is a statement is-
sued today by Representative
Charles E. Wiggins, Republi-
can of California, a leading
defender of President Nixon
in the House Judiciary Com-
mitteg, in which he said he
would now support impeach-
ment:

Throughout the painful
o<rdeal(7 of investigating cer-
tain events occurring during
Mr. WNixon’s Presidency to
deterthine whether sufficient
cause exists to justify his
impgachment and remowal
from.gffice, I have adhered
to the deeply felt conviction
that a judgment on so mo-
mentous a question must be
basz' solely upon the facts
anv it law applicable there-
to. . .wy other basis for judg-
men: is, in my opinion, con-
trary to the oath I swore to
uphold.

When the necessity for de-
cision was thrust upon me
and my colleagues, it was
and is my judgment, acting
as a lawyer for the House,
that the facts disclosed by
our ‘investigation were legal-
ly insufficient to establish
persqnal Presidentjal miscon- )
duct | authorizing’ his im-
peachment.

But the facts then known
to me have now changed. I
am now possessed of. infor-
mation which establishes be-
yond:a-reasonable doubt that
on June 23, 1972, the Presi-
dentfpersonally agreed to cer-
tain -actions, the purpos and
intent of which were to inter-
fere with the F.B.I. investiga-

‘tior: 17 the Watergate break-
mn. .« wvera]l overt acts oc-
cw " shortly thereafter, the
purj«#2 and intent of which

were to implement the plan
of action agreed to by’ the
President.

‘Legally Sufficient

These facts standing alone
are legally sufficient in my
opluion to sustain at least
one count against the Presi-
der: of conspiracy ‘to’ ob-
struct justice.

Viewed most charitably to
the President , it might be
corcluded that the President
did not possess the requisite
crininal intent to obstruct
jusice on June 23, 1972.
Adnittedly, there were legit-
imae national security rea-.
sordrte: conceal activities of
E. doward Hunt unrelated to
" Witergate. And there were
understandable reasons for

fine a growing political scan-

dal which did not necessarily

involvé a.corrupt purpose on
his part. But these consid-
erations only justify the con-
clusion  that the President’
may have acted with mixed
motives. For purposes of our
inquiry, his intent is better
measured by his awareness

- of the natura] and probable-
consequences- of his deeds. -

Having reached the conclu-

sion that'the President has, .

in one instance, violated the

law, it remains to be decided -

whether such misconduct jus-
tifiest his impeachment.

Give New Meaning

I would lke to believe that
the eevnts of June 23, 1972,
represent a single transgres-
sion and that shortly there-
after the President returned
to a proper course of coop-
eration with>the F.B.I. in its
investigation. If such were
the case, it would be difficult
for me to justify the harsh
remedy: of impeachment,
given its profound impact
upon the domestic and inter-
national - interests of this
nation. -

T-cannot say that the facts
now known to,me establish
beyond -a reasonable. doubt
‘that the President’s intent to
obstruct- justice. continued
beyond: July 6, 1972; but
those facts do tend to color
and give' new meaning to all

* subsequent, statements of the
" Presdent; particularly those

on ‘Aug. *29 and Sept. 15,
1972, times when his aware-
‘ness of “the events of late
June were fresher

recalled. Such
statements are properly to
be considered in the resolu-
tion of the remaining and
ultimate gquestion.

It is ‘a matter of deep re-

" gret to me that a question of

such importance cannot be,
judged dispassionately and
in historical perspective. But
the intensity of ‘current emo-
tions and the pervasiveness
of public suspicions, even if
not justified by the evidence,
have already poisoned’ the
proper atmosphere for judg-
ment.. - .

Given. the reality of the
times, I.believe it is appro-
priate therefore to focus on
another question. ;

After considerable reflec-
tion, I have reached the
painful conclusion that the
President of the United
States should resign. .

If challenged.to do so, I

in his -
" mind and more apt to be
subsequent

believe that any competent

counsel could mount a prin-

cipled defense before the bar
of the eSnate which might
avoid the conviction of the

President, even acknowledg-

ing those errors of judgment

* which may constitute an iso-

lated criminal act. But the

greater issue is the welfare |
of the United States. Even a !

successful defense would
leave the nation terribly di-
vided and the capacity of the
President to lead fatally

- weakened. The national in-

terest thus requires the Pres-
ident to concentrate his ef-
forts on a speedy and orderly
transition of power to the
Vice President. The process is
a delicate one which must
recognize the potential for
international instability - and
domestic recriminations.

In reaching this conclusion,
I am not unmindful that the

long-range interests of our

country cannot be served by

tolerating a President to be .
.hounded from office by a

hostile press. or irrational
public opinion. But.the facts
now before us establish a le-

gal predicate for a Presiden-: |

tial impeachment and there-

- fore .lay a proper. .basis. for. .

apropriate consideration to
be given to public attitudes. I
do not rest my conclusion‘on
such a basis, but it now be-
comes a factor which is en-
titled to consideration fin re-
solving the ultimate question
of whether the President
should be impeached.

Orderly Transition

- Under all of the circum-
-stances, I believe that this
is not the time for the Presi-
dent to meet with his attor-
neys to plan for his defense
in the Senate. It is a time
for the President, the Vice
President, the Chief Justice,
and the leaders of the House
and Senate to gather in the
White : House to discuss the
orderly transition of power
from Richard Nixon to Gerald
Ford.

Failing such -action, with
great reluctance and deep
personal sorrow, I am pre-
pared to conclude that the
magnificent career of public
service of Richard Nixon
must be terminated involun-
tarily and shall support those
portions of Article I of the
bill of impeachment adopted
by the Judiciary Committee
which are sustained by the
evidence. I shall of course

'stand.

resist impeachment on Ar-
ticle II and 111, both of which,
in my opinion, would consti-
tute "unfortunate historical
precedents if allowed to

the President to want to con-




Semator Sam J. Ervin Jr., left, chairman of the Water-
gate committee, conferring with members of the Senate
Rules Committee. Members of panel, from left: Howard
W. Cannon of Nevada, chairman; Robert C. Byrd of West
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Virginia; James B. Allen of Alabama and Harrison A. Wil-
liams Jr. of New Jersey. They are all Democrats, The
committee is ‘hearing testimony before drafting recom-
mendations in case the House impeaches the President,




