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WASHINGTON, . Sept. 10— Rhodes of Arizona, the House.
There was solid, bipartisan op-|Republican leader, reiterated
position in Congress today to|his support for President
the idea of a blanket Presi-|Ford’s pardon of former Pres-
dential pardon for onetime|ident Nixon, but said that.the
aides of Richard M. Nixon who|Nixon assistants “have not:
have been charged with Wa-|been forced to suffer the spe-:
tergate offenses. cial consequences that a fallen
| At the same time, widespread|President must bear.”
opposition and little support| Moreover, Mr. Rhodes said,
was expressed across the coun-|the aides’ “fates are not direct-
try to President Ford’s decision|ly connected with the well-
to pardon his predecessor ‘and|being of the Republic.”
to the idea of his pardoning| The Speaker of the House,
others. : : Representative Carl Albert,

Representative John J. Rhodes| Democrat of Oklahoma, said
lof Arizona, the House Repub-|that pardoning the many Nixon:
lican leader, reiterated his sup-|aides “would be viewed as an
port for President Ford’s par-|abuse of Presidential power.”,
-don of former President Nixon,| Senator Robert C. Byrd ofK
but he said that the Nixon West Virginia, the assistant|
-assistants “have mnot been| Democratic leader in the Sen-:
forced to suffer the special|ate, said that further pardons
consequences that a fallen|would “complete the cover-up
President must bear.” of the cover-up.” " 9

Even with no details The Senate Republican lead-|/
able of what the White er, Hugh Scott of Pennsylvania,;
“study of further pardons —_— i

. ‘ i
tailed, Representative John J. Continued on Page 30, Column 4 |

New York, said that selective

|some cases but should not be

|for delivery at American Uni-

clemency might be justified in

considered until individuals
were tried and convicted. Ear-
lier, Mr. Buckley issued a state-
ment calling Mr. Ford’s decision
toto pardon Mr. Nixon “prema-
ture.”

In a speech he had prepared

versity tonight, Senator Walter
F. Mondale, Democrat of Min-
nesota, said that he was plan-
ning to proposed a constitu-
tional amendment allowing
Congress to overrule a Presi-
dential pardon by a two-thirds
vote of the House and Senate.

President Ford received sup-
port’ from J. F. terHorst, his
former press secretary, who re-
signed Sunday over Mr. Ford’s
decision to pardon Mr. Nixon.

In an interview on the Na-
tional Broadcasting Company’s
“Today Show,” Mr.. terHorst
said, “Mercy, like justice, must
be dispensed -even-handedly
when it’s done at a Presidential
level. That would take in, I
think, many of the defendants
and some of those in prison as
a result of offenses stemming
from the same Watergate situa-
tion for which the former Pres-
ident received his pardon.”

In Austin, Tex., Governors

n_ors’ Conference expressed so-
lid opposition to.& blanket par-

don of thoseiinvolved in Water-
gate cases.

nued redction here and else-
where to the annolncement
Sunday-that President Ford had

Meanwhile, there was conti-|:

proééedlnas égamst Mrt. Nixon

Mr. Rodino told Mr. Albert in
a telephone conversation that
the impeachment inquiry was
meant “to develop facts toward
impeachment, not to determine

whether a man is guilty of cri-|

minal acts. That’s something”

he said, “that belongs to anoth-

er branch of government.”

Mr. Rodino suggested in the
conversation that the question
of whether Mr. Ford had acted
properly “would be decided
through the electoral process.”

An Associated Press survey
of state Attorneys General
showed that 23 flatly opposed
the pardon of Mr. Nixon, while
seven said that they favored it.
The others had no comment or
mixed emotions or had not
been reached by the wire ser-
vice.

The California Attorney Ge-

neral, Evelle J. Younger, a Re-||

publican, said that Mr. Nixon’s
pardon would not give him
protection from any possible
state prosecution and that Gov.
Ronald Reagan could not grant
a pardon in advance of prosecu-
tion. )

There have been suggestions
thot Mr. Nixon could be subject
to indictment in California for
his alleged role in the burglary
of the office of Dr. Daniel Ell-
sherg’s former psychiatrist.

) The state bar of California,
attending the Southern Gover-jholding its annual convention|#

in Sacramento, adopted a reso-
lutifon by a vote of 347 to 169
criticizing the pardon of Mr.
Nixon.

The board of governors of the
District of Columbia bar also
adopted a resolution condemn-
ing the pardon.

pardoned Mr. Nixon uncondi-

In Greenville, Pa., the father,
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% ited Press Infernational
Reaction from the public on Watergate-related pardons piling up at the White House.

From more than 16,000 messages sent in, the White House said, the reaction was
about six to one against pardons. ‘

nother 'and sister of. John W.Ereen,‘ made a similar request! Martha Mitchell, wife of.
Jean 3d, who was the legalilast night. fJohn N. Mitchell, the former
:)oun‘sel to Mr. Nixon, urge Mr. Dean, whose accusations'Attorney General, also issued
jgzséd%l;td Ft%l'd otg Dar439 M;'}'were paramount in the casea statement urging pardons for
; e _other aides IN-|,oainst the: former President, Mr. Nixon’s onetime associ-
solved in the Watergate affair| : i ” o
thas pleaded guilty to obstruc-jates. She asked: “Why didn’t

>ecause “if Richard Nixon® waed :
should be free, all others underition of justice and is serving a;Mr. Nixon have to pay at least

aim should have the same privi-| prison term of from one to fourjthe price of truth for his par-
ilege.” Mr. Dean’s wife, Mau-|years. : ‘; |don?”




