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Should W
e Prosecute M

r. N
ixon? 

N
ow

 that R
ichard N

ixon has brought 
u

s to
g

eth
er, b

y
 sav

in
g

 u
s th

e m
essy

 
w

ork of im
peachm

ent, the question is: 
W

hat should w
e do w

ith him
 now

? 
A

ny reader for w
hom

 the answ
er is 

easy
 n

eed
n

't b
o

th
er read

in
g

 to
d

ay
's 

cohirnn. F
or the rest of us, as citizens, 

as o
fficials an

d
 as in

stitu
tio

n
s, th

e 
q
u
estio

n
 w

ill h
av

e to
 b

e faced
, an

d
 

fairly soon. 
T

he basis for the question is the ex-
P

resident's status as a crim
inal suspect 

—
w

hether unofficially, based on evi-
d
en

ce o
f in

co
m

e an
d
 real estate tax

 
frau

d
, fo

r ex
am

p
le; sem

i-o
fficially

, 
based on the obstruction-of-justice ar-
ticle . o

f im
p
each

m
en

t v
o
ted

 b
y
 th

e 
H

o
u

se Ju
d

iciary
 C

o
m

m
ittee, o

r o
ffi-

cially
, b

ased
 o

n
 h

is b
ein

g
 n

am
ed

 an
 

u
n

in
d

ic
te

d
 c

o
-c

o
n

sp
ira

to
r b

y
 th

e
 

W
aterg.ste grand jury. 
A

nyone else—
including anyone w

ho 
h
as lo

st h
is h

ig
h
 o

ffice an
d
 p

restig
e 

as a* result of im
plication in such of-

fenses—
w

ould surely be haled into court. 
S

h
o
u
ld

 R
ich

ard
 N

ix
o
n
 lik

ew
ise b

e 
m

ade to face trial on crim
inal charges? 

M
y ow

n thinking on the question has 
fallen

 ro
u

g
h

ly
 in

to
 th

ree p
h

ases. T
h

e 
first, in

 th
e fo

refro
n
t w

h
ile th

e im
-

p
each

m
en

t p
ro

cess w
as u

n
d
er w

ay
, 

w
as: Y

es, o
f co

u
rse h

e sh
o

u
ld

 face 
crim

inal charges, assum
ing his convic-

tion by the S
enate 

A
fter his successful fight to have the 

C
ongress define im

peachable offenses 
as synonym

ous w
ith indictable crim

es, 
h
is co

n
v
ictio

n
 b

y
 th

e S
en

ate w
o
u
ld

 
have provided a strong inference that 
h
e w

as g
u
ilty

 o
f serio

u
s crim

es—
at 

least a strong enough inference to w
ar-, 

rant a trial. 
N

or, I thought at the tim
e, should he 

be perm
itted to duck crim

inal liability 
by resigning once he saw

 his im
peach-

m
ent and conviction as probable. 
B

u
t im

m
ed

iately
 after th

e resig
n
a-

tio
n

, w
h

eth
er d

u
e to

 a sen
se o

f relief 
o

r o
u

t o
f sy

m
p

a
th

y
 fo

r th
e
 fa

lle
n

 
m

an
's fam

ily
, I started

 to
 th

in
k
 th

at 
m

aybe it w
as enough just to have him

 
out of office. I still thought that he de-
served jail, but I also thought that the 
co

u
n
try

 d
eserv

ed
 b

etter th
an

 to
 b

e 
to

rn
 ap

art in
 a n

atio
n

al d
eb

ate o
v

er 
w

h
at to

 d
o
 w

ith
 h

im
. P

erh
ap

s w
e 

sh
o
u
ld

 leav
e h

im
 alo

n
e, n

o
t fo

r th
e 

good of -N
ix

o
n
 b

u
t fo

r th
e g

o
o
d
 o

f 
A

m
erica. I w

as im
pressed by the talk 

of a "tim
e for healing." 

I also
 ap

p
reciated

 th
e fact th

at, n
o
 

m
atter how

 fairly the prosecutors han-
dled the case against R

ichard N
ixon, 

there w
ould be a 'substantial m

inority 
of the people w

ho w
ould see his prose-

cution as pure vindictiveness. ("W
hat 

do they w
ant—

blood?") 

I d
o
n
't k

n
o
w

 w
h
at I w

ill th
in

k
 to

-
m

o
rro

w
. B

u
t to

d
ay

 I am
 in

clin
ed

 to
 

say: L
et S

pecial P
rosecutor Jaw

orski 
proceed w

ith his investigations, includ-
ing his review

 of the tapes he w
ill be 

receiving from
 Judge S

irica. If the evi-
dence •points to serious crim

inality on 
the part of R

ichard N
ixon, let Jaw

orski 
seek

 an
 in

d
ictm

en
t. A

n
d

 if h
e g

ets it, 
then let's have the trial. 

L
ik

e m
an

y
 A

m
erican

s, I h
av

e n
o

 
stom

ach for seeing a form
er P

resident 
b
eh

in
d
 b

ars, o
r fo

r k
ick

in
g
 a m

an
 

w
hen he's dow

n. B
ut after tw

o years of 
w

atching the abuse of the governm
en-

tal process, I also have no stom
ach for 

obstructing justice, w
hether by acts of 

com
m

ission or acts of om
ission. 

T
he people w

ho are predicting that 
th

e trial o
f R

ich
ard

 N
iix

o
n

 w
o

u
ld

 d
i-

vide the country for years to com
e are 

the sam
e people w

ho w
ere saying the 

sam
e th

in
g

 ab
o

u
t im

p
each

m
en

t. It 
didn't happen. T

he im
peachm

ent proc-
ess brought together in logical fashion 
the evidence that had been .aceum

ulat-
in

g
 fo

r tw
o
 y

ears an
d
, as a resu

lt, it 
b

ro
u

g
h

t th
e co

u
n

try
 to

g
eth

er in
 its 

conviction that the P
resident had to be 

rem
oved. 

I su
sp

ect a crim
in

al trial w
o
u
ld

 d
o
 

th
e sam

e th
in

g
—

th
at it w

o
u

ld
 m

ak
e 

clear to
 all o

f u
s th

at R
ich

ard
 N

ix
o

n
  

either did or did not deserve im
prison-

m
ent. 
W

e d
o
 n

eed
 to

 k
n
o
w

 th
e ex

ten
t to

 
w

h
ich

 o
u

r g
o

v
ern

m
en

t h
as b

een
 co

r-
ru

p
ted

. A
n

d
 h

av
in

g
 p

aid
 th

e p
rice o

f 
fin

d
in

g
 o

u
t, b

y
 en

d
u
rin

g
 m

o
n
th

s o
f 

lead
erlessn

ess an
d

 th
e ag

o
n

y
 an

d
 re-

crim
ination of the im

peachm
ent proc-

ess, it w
o
u
ld

 b
e a sh

am
e to

 clo
se th

e 
books now

 w
ithout ever really know

-
ing the truth. 

B
ut learning the truth through crim

-
in

al p
ro

ceed
in

g
s en

tails th
e risk

 o
f 

h
av

in
g
 to

' p
u
t a fo

rm
er P

resid
en

t in
 

jail, a p
ro

sp
ect th

at m
an

y
 o

f u
s fin

d
 

disturbing, It has an un-A
m

erican fla-
vor to it. 

B
ut it is also distinctly un-A

m
erican 

to suppose that status h
as an

y
th

in
g
 to

 
do w

ith justice. A
 grant of am

nesty to 
N

ixon sim
ply because he is an ex-P

res-
id

en
t is to

 ren
d
er em

p
ty

 all th
e fin

e 
p
h
rases—

"eq
u
al ju

stice u
n
d
er th

e 
law

," "a g
o
v
ern

m
en

t o
f law

s, n
o
t o

f
.. 

 

m
en," "justice is blind." 
T

he question, really, is not w
hether 

w
e sh

o
u
ld

 b
e v

in
d
ictiv

e b
u
t w

h
eth

er 
w

e have the courage to practice W
hat 

w
e have professed to believe' for 200 

years: that w
e have no royalty descry- • 

in
g
 o

f sp
ecial statu

s, th
at all A

m
eri-

can
s—

ev
en

 P
resid

en
ts are ju

st citi-
zens. 


