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Buckley :s 
Following is the prepared 

lest of the- statement by Sen. 
.Tanies L. 'Buckley (Cons.-R. 
:V.Y.)' at his news conferetice 
lost erday: 

For months now I have 
bdern.. Stiptgling to sort out 
the deeper implications of 
wttat: is: so inadequately 
called the "Watergate af-
fairi" arid, to determine what.  
I :Myself am called upon to 
do.,AS the result of a. long 
and painful study, I now 
feel impelled. by a duty to 
my country,. to my constitu-
ents-,Mid to my beliefs to 
state plainly the conclusions 
I have reached. 

I- do so with soorow be-
cause I - am a life-long Re-
publicanwho has worked ac-
ti7el3t -for Richard Nixon. In 
1972 I was co-chairman of 
the New York Committee to 
Re-elect the President, and 
at,the,:conVention I..gaVe one 
of ',the seconding 'speeches 
on his behalf. I saw in the 
dee-sive victory of Novem- 

'19'4, both the mandate 
aAi.:trie opportunity to carry 

threfo
:
rins of,  istoric rig

iricalee16r the nation.:Yet 
 

4oday, jus116 months later, 
*. is my conviction that the 
Pr.eSidenthas been stripped 
of the ability to fulfill that 
Ian d a te. 
z1 I' speak' out reluctantly be-

ciause I know that what I 
have to say will bring pain 
and distress to many who 
are my good friends and 
Wii,o have been good to me, 

ard. Nixon numbered 
rig them. I am; more-

Oer, reluctant to provide any 
egree of Satisfaction to 

ehose in and :out of the me-
Ijia.• who have been exploit-
ing the Watergate affair so 
kecklessly. I speak of those 
'4.0„.in their campaign for 

itY in government have 
de 'such wholesale use of 

sjanderous gossip, violations 
of grand jury secrecy, leaks 
of confidential documents 
and Meetings. -and any other 
defice they felt to be useful 
tea. their: 'purpose. I shrink 

In !Offering the smallest 
Oct.and "comfort to their at-
ttlthpt to use Watergate as 
One mate Means to subvert 
tylei decisive mandate of the 
9.7g 41.%ti6n. tleja  

e3tagei. has now been 
'ached, howeVer, at which 
mericans must come to 

terms with Watergate if 
Watergate is not to end up 
drowning all of us. 
' The Watergate affair can 
no longer -be thought of as 

rely a troublesome epi-
such4s occurs from 

'icaritiWiti the political 
It ,or. r - of every country. It 
ltadits ,taint origin in what ..  
WaSlitSelf -a trivial and fool-. 
isli; incident: But from this 
Minor incident, as has often 
happened before in history, 
1,Vatergate has expanded on 
a„,scale that' bps plunged our 
datintrY into what historians ill a "crisis bf the regime." 
A crisis of the -regithe is not 
like a 'political confrontation 
qf labor dispute or-economic 
WeSsien, or any other :spe-
ific anil lit-rifted difficulty. 

A crisis of the regime is a 
disorder, a trauma, involv- 
ing every tissue of the na-
tion, conspicuously includ-
ing its moral and spiritual 
dimensions. 

The outward signs of the 
depth of the crisis are 
obvious: the unparalleled 
downfall and departure of 
virtually the entire staff of 
the head of government; the 
-formal initiation of impeach-
ment proceedings; the con- 
fessions, indictments and 
trials. I won't repeat the list 
of what all of us know much 
too well. 

Yet at the very heart of 
the crisis are things which 
cannot so easily be listed, 
for they consist of felt 
truths which do not lend 
themselves to the confines 
of charts and graphs and 
,polls and headlines. I speak 
of the spreading cynicism 
about those in public life 
and about the political proc-
ess itself.'I speak of the per- - 
vasive and- undeniable sense 
of frustration and impo- 
tence that has become thg 
dominant political mood in 
the nation. I speak of a per- 
ception of corruption that 
has effectively destrOyed 
the President's ability to 
speak from a position of mo- 
ral •leadership. And I speak 
of the widespread conviction 
that Watergate and all that 
it has brought in its wake 
has done unique and per- 
haps irrevocable damage to 
our entire system of govern-
ment. 

It is in the nature of a 
usual crisis to swell and 
then recede, to reach a cli- 
max and then be resolved. 
But it is a peculiar feature 
of the Watergate crisis, as of 
some other major crises in 
history, that even as the 
months drag out into years 
it has shown no sign of re-
ceding. This in itself proves 
the profound significance of 
the crisis, far beyond • the 
separate significance of the 
individual incidents that 
mark its career. 

At every stage since the 
prelude in June of 1972. we. 
have heard the prophecy: 
"Everything will soon blow 
over." And this was a rea-
sonable prediction in , the 
early months. As a rule the 
public attention soan is not 
very long. Most things do 
blow over in a few months. 

But with the Watergate 
affair, the situation has 
been profoundly different. 
Invariably; after a short lull 
some new, usually unex- 
pected blow has made, the 
crisis still .more profound. 
The affect of the landslide 
re-election of Richard Nixon 
might have been presumed 
to push the whole affair per- 
manently onto the sidelines. 
But as things turned out, it 
was the election that was 
pushed, quickly enough, 
onto the sidelines. 

And now, all these long 
months prove to be mere 
prelude to what lies immedi-
ately ahead. The impeach-
ment process has begun. 
The House will .or will not 
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vote articles of impeach-
ment; but in neither case 
will action by the Congress 
bring an end to our 'na-
tional agony. 

I don't think many of us 
have seriously considered 
what an impeachment trial 
would be like in the era of 
mass electronic communica-
tions. Public opinion would 
compel the proceedings to 
be televised. For three 
months or more the Senate 
Chamber would be trans-
formed into a stage set for 
the greatest melodrama ever 
conceived. History • would 
come to a stop for the dura-
tion—in the country and 
throughout the world. The 
ruler of the mightiest nation 
on earth would be starred as 
the prisoner in the dock. 
The Chamber would become 
a 20th Century Roman Coli-
seum as• the performers are 
thrown to the electronic 
lions. The most sordid dregs 
dug up by the Watergate 
miners would inflame the 
passions of the domestic au-
dience and provoke the guf-
faws, prurient curiosity, or  

amazement of tile outside 
world: The audience would 
hear those magical tapes in 
full—that could not be 
avoided. Not only the words 
directly relevant to charges 
at issue, but all the sur-
rounding talk and epithets 
of tough, earthy men speak-
ing as such men do in their 
suPposedly private dialogue. 

Can anyone imagine that 
such a trial could bring the 
nation back on an even keel 
and steady course; that it 
could fail to hurt the presi-
dency itself? 

True, impeachment is es-
tablished in the Constitu-
tion. Many argue therefrom 
that impeachment is the 
only proper procedure for 
dealing with alleged presi-
dential dereliction. They say 
that the result of the im-
peachment action will clear 
up the Watergate affair one 
way or the other, pull the 
nation out of the crisis, and 
enable us to go construc-
tively forward again. This is 
an illusion apparently 
shared by at least some peo-
ple on all sides of the 
Watergate issue. 

In the given circum-
stances, however, the im-
peachment process cannot 
possibly resolve the crisis. It 
can only exacerbate it still 
more, with reverberations 
that will be felt not only 
through 1976 but for many 
years beyond.- 

Suppose the House votes 
articles of impeachment and 
the Senate convicts. That 
result would leave a size-
able, embittered, stubborn 
minority convinced that the 
media had hounded Richard 
Nixon out of office in order 
to upset the mandate of the 
1972 vote and subvert what 
it believes to be the founda-
tions of the Republic. On 
the other hand, suppose the 
House fails to impeach, or 
the Senate, judging a House-
voted impeachment, fails to 
convict. With equal certain-
ty that would leave a major 
segment of the constituency 
equally embittered and un-
reconciled, convinced that 
the Congress had placed 
political expediency above 
its duty. Does either out-
come hold the slightest 



Nixon to Resign 
promise of domestic tran-
quillity? 

There is one way and one 
way only by which the crisis 
can be resolved, and the 
country pulled out of the 
Watergate swamp. I propose 
an extraordinay act of states-
manship and courage—an act 
at once noble and heart-
breaking; at once serving 
the greater interests of the 
nation, the institution of he 
Presidency, and the stated 
goals for which he so suc-
cesfully campaigned., That 
act is Richard Nixon's own 
voluntary resignation as 
President of the United 
States. 

Inevitably the President 
is the focus, the essence of 
the crisis of the regime, the 
linchpin of its entire struc-
ture. It could not be other-
wise. The character of a re-
gime always reflects and 
expresses the character of 
its leader. It is he who ap-
points his executive staff.' 
If he does not explicitly 
command what his aides 
and agents do, they in any 
event do what they sense 
and believe he wants them 
to do. the captain is respon-
sible for his ship, the com-
mander for his army. .And 
Mr. Nixon has explicitly 
recognized this responsi  nil- 

•ity. 
If the President withdi 

this crisis would be resolved. 
Watergate scars would re-
main, of course. The debris 
would have to be cleaned up. 
There would still be many 
of the problems that have 
issued out of Watergate -
not to mention the other 
mammoth problems our 
country faces. 

But the organic, integrat-
ed, pervasive crisis of the 
regime would at once fall 
apart into separated ele-
ments. 

SeIf-evidehtly, the  im-
peachment process would 
end, Congress ouldl be auto-
matically discharged of the 
Watergate affair, and couldl 
devote itself to its ,legisla-
tive business. A new Presi-
dent would be at the helm, 
with the capacity to inspire 
and to restrain the Con-
gress; to reach out to the 
people with the restored 
authority and moral strength 
that is so essential an ingre-
dient of the Presidency. 

I realize that there is an 
argument against resigna-
tion, which might be best 
summed up in the injunc-
tion to "bear thok ills we 
have, than fly to others we 
know not of." To this argu-
ment I can only reply that 
it is not given to us to be 
able to' predict the future. 
But it is demanded of us 
that we obey the dictates 
of reason and conscience 
and this is what I have at-
tempted to do. I cannot 
guarantee that the course I 
have recommended will 
bring our nation tranquility 
—but it will, most certainly, 
free our nation from the  

particular spiritual crisis 
that Watergate has made 
the central political fact of 
our time. 

I think it is necessary to 
emphasize that my conclu-
sion is based not on a reac-
tion to any single incident 
or event but on what I see 
to be the cumulative effects 
of the entire affair. It is 
fruitless to argue that much 
of what has occurred in 
Watergate has occurred be-
fore and will in all proba-
bility' occur again, human 
nature being what it is. What 
is important is the situation 
in which we, who bear the 
responsibility to ourselves 
and to the future as well as 
the past, find ourselves; a 
situation different not only 
in degree but in kind from 
any other in American his-
tory. 

On this point I want to 
guarantee against misin-
terpretation. By proposing 
the President's resignation 
as the way' and the only way 
to resolve the crisis, I do not 
in the least imply belief that 
he is legally guilty of any of 
the hundreds of charges 
brought against him by 
those sections of the media 
that have appointed them-
selves permanent grand ju-
ries and public prosecutors. 
My proposal reflects no per-
sonal judgment on the mat-
ter of guilt or innocence, for 
I have made none.. 

Nor do I propose Richard 
Nixon's resignation as a re-
treat by him, or as in any 
way acknowledging either 
guilt or weakness. Richard 
Nixon's resignation now—
before any irreversible ac-
tion takes place in the im-
peachment process—would 
be, and should be, a free, 
positive, and magnanimous 
act on his part. It would be 
an act of sacrifice for the 
achievement of the goals 
that he has proclaimed. 

He would be succeeded by 
a man of his own choice, 
and one, most importantly, 
who is free of any connec-
tion whatever with the en-
tire Watergate affair. Gerald 
Ford upholds .the policies 
for which the electorate 
overwhelmingly voted in No-
vember, 1972. Therefore, his 
installation would be in no 
way a repudiation of the 
electoral mandate. Rather, it 
would reaffirm those goals, 
which have been forgotten 
or neglected or defeated in 
the Watergate shambles; 
and it would offer a much 
more favorable chance of 
realizing them htan is pos-
sible while the crisis con-
-tinues. 

I am deeply aware, of 
course, that in recent weeks 
Richard Nixon has found 
several occasions to say that 
he must defend the office of 
the President, and that he 
therefore should not resign 
because that would weaken 
the office. But precisely the 
opposite is the case. In or-
der to preserve the presi- 

dency, Richard Nixon must 
'resign as President. If fu-
ture Presidents are to carry 
out their grave responsibili-
ties in the free and unfet-
tered manner President 
Nixon desires, they must he 
able to inherit an office that 
has not been irrevocably 
weakened by a long, slow, 
agonizing, inch-by-inch pro-
cess of attrition. As it now 
stands, the office of the 
President is in danger-  of 
succumbing to the death of 
a thousand cuts. The only 
way to save it is' for the cur-
rent President to resign, 
leaving the office free to de-
fend itself with a new in-
cumbent. 

Mr. Nixon also argues 
that it would be destructive 
of the office for a President 
to be hounded out of office 
because he happens to have 
a low rating in the polls. In 
normal circumstances I 
would agree. But we have in 
the present case a qualita-
tive difference that hinges 
not on the fact of a low rat-
ing but on the reasons for 
that rating. The President's 
current rating in the polls 
does not reflect a dissatis-
faction with one, or 4 wo, or 
a dozen specific issues. 
Rather it reflects a cumula-
tive loss of faith that has 
eroded his credibility and 
moral authority; a loss that, 
in my judgment, is beyond 
repair. This goes to the 
heart of the crisis of regime 
that is unique to Watergate. 

Finally, there is the fact 
that the office of the Presi; 
dent is not the only insiti-
tuion for which we must be 
concerned. We need a 
strong President now as 
well I as in the future. We 
need the balance wheel that 
alone can be provided by a 
President able to exercise 
the full authority of his of-
fice, or we run the risk of a 
runaway Congress that 
could commit us to new and 
dangerous programs from 
which we may never be able 
to extricate ourselves. No 
one disagrees about the 
need to defend the office of 
the President. But there is 
little point in protecting the 
office of the President if at 
the same time irreparable 
damage is done to the Re-
public as we have known it 

I do not doubt that, as he 
sees and judges his own con-
duct, Richard Nixon has 
acted throughout this time 
of troubles for what he be-
lieved to be the well-being 
of his country. I hope and. 
pray he will realize that the 
greatest and culminating ac-
tion he can now take for his 
country is the renunciation 
of the world's highest office. 
His countrymen and the his-
torians of the future, I feel 
sure, would judge that ac-
tion in terms of the courage, 
patriotism, and self-sacrifice 
it would so dramatically dis-
play. 


