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Richard M. Nixon 

Always remember 
others may hate you 

but those who hate you 
don't win unless 
you hate them. 
And then 
you destroy yourself. 

—Farewell speech 
August 9, 1974 
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, b
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"Therefore I shall resign the 
presidency," Richard M. Nixon told the 
nation on Thursday, and the next day, 
August 9, 1974, after an emotional 
farewell speech to his staff, he paused at 
the ramp for the familiar wave one last 
time and then flew off to exile in San 
Clemente. 

The certainty of impeachment by the 
House and conviction in the Senate had 
forced Nixon to finally bring to a close his 
reign of power. His departure, however, 
did not automatically signal an end to 
Watergate, or even impeachment. 

"Mr. Nixon's resignation from the 
presidency leaves unresolved grave 
constitutional and civil liberties 
questions," stated Edward J. Ennis, 
ACLU chairman, on the day Nixon left. 
Ennis cited the impeachment of a former  

secretary of war in 1876 as precedent for 
continuing the process. 

"Accordingly, the ACLU urges the 
House of Representatives to consider and 
vote approval of the recommended 
grounds of impeachment so that there will 
remain no question whatever that Mr. 
Nixon's departure from the presidency 
was constitutionally justified." 

How the ACLU has acted so far in the 
momentous- affairs of Watergate and 
impeachment is recorded in the 
chronology that follows, and in Arlie 
Schardt's commentary on page 2. The 
chronology shows a concern both for the 
rights of individuals caught in the web of 
Watergate and for the rights of the 
American people which were violated by 
all that Watergate now stands for. 

An ACLU Chronology 

January 4, 1973—ACLU attorneys, acting 
on behalf of persons whose telephone 
conversations were illegally overheard 
on wiretaps at the Watergate 
headquarters of the Democratic 
National Committee, ask Judge John J. 
Sirica to block any disclosure of the 
contents of those conversations in the 
course of the trial of United States v. 
George Gordon Liddy. The motion is 
opposed by the United States attorney 
who argues that the conversations 
should be introduced into evidence in 
order to show the motives of the 
wiretappers. Previously the U.S. at-
torney had contended that the 
wiretappers were engaged in a black-
mail scheme. 

January 5, 1973—Judge Sirica denies the 
ACLU motion and rules that the 
illegally overheard conversations may 
be introduced into evidence. 

January 11, 1973—ACLU attorneys 
appeal Judge Sirica's ruling to the 
United States Court of Appeals for the 
District of Columbia. 

January 12, 1973—The U.S. court of 
appeals upholds the ACLU's contention 
that the illegally overheard con-
versations should not be publicly 
disclosed, allows ACLU attorneys to 
participate in the trial to protect the 
privacy of the conversations, and 
overrules Judge Sirica. 

January 17, 1973—In the course of the 
examination of Alfred Baldwin by the 
U.S. attorney during the trial, Baldwin 
is asked about information learned from 
the illegal wiretaps. After an objection 
by ACLU Washington Office director 
Charles Morgan, acting for the persons 
overheard on the wiretaps, an in camera 
hearing is held. 

January 18, 1973—Judge Sirica rules that 
the information provided at the in 
camera hearing is "potentially highly 
probative on the issue of motive." 
Therefore, Sirica rules, "the Court will 
submit the evidence of the content of 
the intercepted communications as 
proffered by the Government." 

January 19, 1973—The ACLU again 
appeals Judge Sirica's decision to the 
U.S. court of appeals. And again, the 
court of appeals upholds the ACLU and 
reverses Judge Sirica: "Proof of the 
contents of intercepted telephone 
conversations is not required to prove 
the charges for which the defendants 
are on trial. Disclosure of such contents 
would frustrate the purpose of 
Congress in making wiretapping a 
crime." Thereafter, Judge Sirica 
sustains objections to the introduction 
of such evidence. 

March 6, 1973—ACLU contends that the 
FBI's Watergate files which relate to 
persons other than L. Patrick Gray, III, 
should not be provided• to the Senate 
during the Judiciary Committee's 
hearings on the confirmation of Gray as 
FBI director. The Nixon Administration 
refers to and adopts the ACLU's 
position. 

May 11, 1973—ACLU issues statement 
regarding Senate Watergate Com-
mittee's adoption of rules which deny a 
witness his lawyer or the subject of 
investigation, the right to cross-
examine witnesses, confront his ac-
cusers, or to compel the presentation of 
other witnesses and evidence. The 
statement also rebuts criticism of the 
press role in investigating Watergate. 
According to the statement, "When 
government officials pillory citizens 
because of their political beliefs, that is 



McCarthyism.  When citizens, in-
cluding the press—especially the 
press—unearth and publish information 
critical of government officers, that is a 
duty to the nation and its citizens." 

May 24, 1973—Senate Watergate Com-
mittee adopts ACLU's position that the 
illegally overheard conversations 
cannot be introduced into evidence. 

June 14, 1973—The ACLU files suit 
against Henry Kissinger, John Mitchell, 
H.R. Haldeman, J ohn D. Ehrlichman and 
Alexander Haig on behalf of Dr. Morton 
Halperin, a former member of the 
National Security Council staff. It is the 
first suit to challenge what Richard 
Nixon termed in his May 22, 1973 
statement, "a special program of 
wiretaps initiated in mid-1969 and 
terminated in February 1971....I 
authorized this entire program." 

June 18, 1973—ACLU for itself and the 
Watergate wiretap victims files a 
"Report to the Special Prosecutor" 
urging his selection of a staff of in-
dependent non-Justice Department 
personnel. Special Prosecutor Cox 
follows this course. 

June 21, 1973—ACLU files friend of court 
motion in United States v. George 
Gordon Liddy seeking to set aside the 
convictions •on due process grounds 
alleging that the five guilty pleas had 
been purchased and the two convictions 
obtained by use of perjured testimony. 
James W. McCord joins in the motion. 

July 6, 1973—Judge Sirica denies ACLU 
the right to participate as friend of 
court in United States v. George 
Gordon Liddy. 

July 11, 1973—ACLU issues a com-
prehensive public statement on 
"Watergate and Civil Liberties." In 
question and answer format, the 
statement sets forth the ACLU's views 
on: the claim that the Watergate events 
were justified by considerations of 
national security; executive privilege; 
the responsibilities of government 
officials who say they did not know 
what their subordinates were doing and 
the responsibilities of subordinates who 
were following orders; the claim that 
the Watergate events are analogous to 
civil disobedience; the sentencing 
procedures followed by Judge Sirica; 
the charge of "McCarthyism by the 
press;" the 1970 "Huston plan;" the 
propriety of the Senate Watergate 
investigation; prejudicial publicity; 
whether the work of the special 
prosecutor should take precedence over 
the Senate investigation; the use of 
grants of immunity to compel 
testimony; the procedures followed by 
the Senate Watergate Committee. 

July 31, 1973—Federal Judge James 
McMillan, acting in a suit brought by 

the ACLU of North Carolina, finds that 
White House officials "systematically, 
arbitrarily, and discriminatorily and 
without pretense of due process of law, 
committed wholesale assaults, ex-
clusions, embarassments, slanders and 
deprivations of free speech, of right to 
freedom of assembly and right to 
petition for redress of grievances" 
during Richard Nixon's visit to 
Charlotte for "Billy Graham Day" 
celebrations. The next day, August 1, 
1973, H.R. Haldeman testifies before 
the Senate Watergate Committee on his 
own role in supervising the actions 
which led to Judge McMillan's finding. 

August 14, 1973—On behalf of Messrs. 
Kissinger, Haldeman, Ehrlichman, 
Mitchell, Haig et al, the Justice 
Department responds to the suit filed 
by the ACLU seeking damages for the 
wiretapping of Morton Halperin and his 
family. While admitting the allegations 
made in the suit about the extent of 
wiretapping, the Justice Department 
invokes "national security" and "official 
immunity" defenses. 

September 13, 1973—The ACLU protests 
Judge Sirica's order gagging Jeb Stuart 
Magruder and James W. McCord, Jr. 
pending sentencing in their cases. 

September 14, 1973—The ACLU files a 
friend of the court brief with the United 
States court of appeals on the dispute 
between Special Prosecutor Archibald 
Cox and Richard Nixon on the release 
and disclosure of the White House 
tapes. The brief asks the court to reject 
the president's claim of "executive 
privilege" as a ground for withholding 
the tapes. However, the brief argues 
other persons unknowingly overheard 
on the tapes should have the right to 
move for suppression of their contents. 

September 30, 1973—The ACLU national 
board of directors, after seven hours of 
discussion, votes to call for the im-
peachment of Richard Nixon. The 
grounds detailed in the resolution in-
clude specific proved and acknowledged 
violations of the rights of political 
dissent; establishment of a personal 
secret police which committed crimes; 
attempted interference in the trial of 
Daniel Ellsberg; distortion of the 
system of justice; and perversion of 
such federal agencies as the Depart-
ment of Justice, the National Security 
Council, the Secret Service, the State 
Department, the Internal Revenue 
Service and the Central Intelligence 
Agency; 	and 	usurpation 	of 
congressional warmaking powers in-
cluding, particularly, the secret 
bombing of Cambodia. 

In adopting the resolution, the ACLU 
becomes the first major national 
organization to call for the im-
peachment of Richard Nixon. 

(Continued on next page) 
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O

ctober 4, 1973—
E

dw
ard J. E

nnis, A
C

L
U

 
ch

airm
an

, an
d
 A

ry
eh

 N
eier, A

C
L

U
 

executive director, announce the call for 
im

peachm
ent at a press conference in 

N
ew

 Y
o

rk
. S

im
u

ltan
eo

u
s p

ress co
n

-
feren

ces are h
eld

 b
y
 A

C
L

U
 affiliates 

acro
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u
n
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n
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 th
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p
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p
aig
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m
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m
unities. 

O
ctober 14, 1973—

F
irst of a series of full-

page A
C

L
U

 advertisem
ents calling for 

im
peachm

ent appears in the N
ew

 Y
ork 

T
im

es. 
A

d
 is h

e
a
d
e
d
, "W

h
y
 it is 

necessary to im
peach P

resident N
ixon. 

A
nd how

 it can be done." A
d is repeated 

in the N
ew

 Y
ork T

im
es on O

ctober 19. 
In the next 3 w

eeks, it appears in about 
a hundred daily new

spapers from
 M

aine 
to

 H
aw

aii. T
h

e ad
s are p

aid
 fo

r b
y

 
contributions arriving in A

C
L

U
 offices 

lo
y
 th

e
 th

o
u
sa

n
d
s fro

m
 p

e
o
p
le

 
resp

o
n

d
in

g
 to

 th
e ad

s. T
h

e ad
s also

 
stim

u
late ten

s o
f th

o
u
san

d
s o

f letters 
and telegram

s to m
em

bers of C
ongress 

calling for im
peachm

ent. 

O
ctober 22, 1973—

A
C

L
U

 issues detailed 
rep

o
rt o

n
 R

ich
ard

 N
ix

o
n

's o
ffen

ses 
w

arran
tin

g
 im

p
each

m
en

t an
d
 o

n
 th

e 
h

isto
ry

 a
n

d
 p

ro
c
e
d

u
re

s o
f im

-
p
each

m
en

t. L
ater, th

is rep
o

rt is in
-

dependently distributed under the title 
"W

h
y
 P

resid
en

t N
ix

o
n
 S

h
o
u
ld

 B
e 

Im
peached." 

O
ctober 24, 1973—

A
C

L
U

 congressional-
d

istrict o
rg

an
izin

g
 m

eetin
g

s fo
r im

-
p
e
a
c
h
m

e
n
t g

e
t u

n
d
e
rw

a
y
. M

o
re

 
m

em
bers participate in these m

eetings 
th

an
 in

 an
y

 p
rev

io
u

s activ
ity

 ev
er 

undertaken by the A
C

L
U

. T
housands of 

A
C

L
U

 'm
em

b
ers m

eet, w
ith

 th
eir 

representatives in C
ongress to press for 

im
peachm

ent. 

O
cto

b
er 2

8
, 1

9
7
3
—

A
 seco

n
d
 series o

f 
A

C
L

U
 fu

ll-p
a
g
e
 n

e
w

sp
a
p
e
r a

d
-

vertisem
ents starts appearing. T

he ads 
are h

ead
ed

, "T
h

ere is o
n

ly
 o

n
e th

in
g

 
that can stop im

peachm
ent now

. Y
our 

silence." 

N
o
v
em

b
er 1

8
, 1

9
7
3
—

T
h
ird

 series o
f 

A
C

L
U

 fu
ll-p

a
g
e
 n

e
w

sp
a
p
e
r a

d
-

vertisem
ents starts appearing. T

he ads 
are headed, "C

ongress is responding to 
y

o
u

r d
e
m

a
n

d
 fo

r im
p

e
a
c
h

m
e
n

t. 
S

low
ly." 

January 5, 1974—
A

C
L

U
 resleases R

oper 
poll to press show

ing that 79 percent of 
th

o
se p

o
lled

 in
 d

ep
th

 b
eliev

e o
n
e o

r 
m

o
re

 o
f th

e
 m

o
st se

rio
u

s c
h

a
rg

e
s 

against the president are justified. T
he 

p
o
ll sh

o
w

s a b
are m

ajo
rity

 ag
ain

st 
im

peachm
ent, 45 percent to 44 percent. 

O
pposition to im

peachm
ent is largely 

based on fears of its destructive effects. 

F
eb

ru
ary

 1
1
, 1

9
7
4
—

A
C

L
U

 p
u
b
lish

es 
h

isto
rical stu

d
y

, "H
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h
 C

rim
es an

d
 

M
isdem

eanors: W
hat T

hey A
re, W

hat 
T

h
ey

 A
ren

't." 

A
pril 1, 1974—

F
ederal Judge John L

ew
is 

S
m

ith
 o

rd
ers th

e g
o

v
ern

m
en

t to
 tu

rn
 

over to M
orton H

alperin and his A
C

L
U

 
law

y
ers "all m

em
o
ran

d
a, reco

rd
s, 

co
rresp

o
n

d
en

ce, co
m

m
u

n
icatio

n
s, 

docum
ents, tapes, logs or other tangible 

th
in

g
s o

r w
ritin

g
s" re

la
tin

g
 to

 th
e
 

electronic surveillance of H
alperin. 

A
pril 18, 1974—

A
C

L
U

 files suit on behalf 
o

f "W
h

ite
 H

o
u

se
 e

n
e
m

y
" A

lla
rd

 

L
ow

enstein against C
harles W

. C
olson, 

John W
. D

ean III, John D
. E

hrlichm
an, 

H
.R

. H
aldem

an, L
aw

rence M
. H

igby, 
John J. C

aulfield and Internal R
evenue 

S
erv

ice D
irecto

r D
o
n
ald

 A
lex

an
d
er. 

S
u
it alleg

es th
at in

fo
rm

atio
n
 fro

m
 a 

secret investigation of L
ow

enstein w
as 

tu
rn

ed
 o

v
er to

 a p
o

litical cam
p

aig
n

 
opponent, U

.S
. R

epresentative John J. 
R

ooney. A
C

L
U

 also files sim
ultaneous 

su
it o

n
 b

e
h

a
lf o

f a
n

o
th

e
r R

o
o

n
e
y

 
cam

p
aig

n
 o

p
p
o

n
en

t, P
eter T

. E
ik

en
-

berry, on sim
ilar grounds. 

A
pril 24, 1974—

A
C

L
U

 presents testim
ony 

to
 H

o
u

se Ju
d

iciary
 C

o
m

m
ittee o

n
 

"national security" w
iretaps. 

A
pril 29, 1974—

A
C

L
U

 files am
icus brief in 

U
n
ited

 S
ta

tes v. Jo
h
n
 N

. M
itch

ell 
a
sk

in
g
 Ju

d
g

e
 S

iric
a
 to

 h
o

ld
 a

n
 

e
v
id

e
n
tia

ry
 h

e
a
rin

g
 in

 w
h
ic

h
 th

e
 

defendants could attem
pt to prove that 

S
iric

a
 is n

o
t im

p
a
rtia

l a
n

d
 sh

o
u

ld
 

disqualify him
self. 

A
pril 29, 1974—

R
ichard N

ixon releases 
ed

ited
 v

ersio
n
 o

f th
e W

h
ite H

o
u
se 

transcripts. A
C

L
U

 criticizes failure to 
p

ro
tect th

e p
riv

acy
 o

f p
erso

n
s u

n
-

w
illingly overheard on the tapes. 

M
ay 3, 1974—

Judge S
irica denies A

C
L

U
 

m
otion in 

U
n
ited

 S
ta

tes v. Jo
h

n
 N

. 
M

itchell. 

June 17, 1974—
A

C
L

U
 subm

its report to 
th

e
 R

o
u
se

 a
n
d
 S

e
n
a
te

 Ju
d
ic

ia
ry

 
C

om
m

ittees dem
onstrating the efforts 

by the N
ixon A

dm
inistration to em

ploy 
the Justice D

epartm
ent in the cover-up 

o
f th

e W
aterg

ate b
u

rg
lary

. 

June 21, 1974—
A

C
L

U
 files am

icus brief in 
U

.S
. S

uprem
e C

ourt in U
nited States v. 

R
ichard M

. N
ixon. B

rief contends the 
office of the presidency is no shield from

 
judicial process. 

June 21, 1974—
A

C
L

U
 sends letters to all , 

S
en

ato
rs d

isp
u
tin

g
 H

en
ry

 K
issin

g
er's 

S
alzb

erg
 statem

en
t th

at "th
e w

iretap
s 

o
f M

o
rto

n
 H

alp
erin

 an
d
 o

th
ers w

ere 
legal." 

Ju
n
e 2

6
, 1

9
7
4
—

A
C

L
U

 calls o
n
 H

o
u
se 

Ju
d

iciary
 C

o
m

m
ittee to

 release ev
i-

d
en

ce co
m

p
iled

 in
 th

e im
p

each
m

en
t 

in
q

u
iry

 w
h

ile p
ro

tectin
g

 th
e rig

h
ts o

f 
innocent third parties. M

aintaining the 
secrecy of inform

ation on the bom
bing 

of C
am

bodia, the A
C

L
U

 says, gives "at 
least tacit ap

p
ro

v
al to

 th
e n

o
tio

n
 th

at 
'n

atio
n
al secu

rity
' can

 b
e in

v
o
k
ed

 to
 

preserve the secrecy of past conduct on 
fu

n
d

am
en

tal issu
es w

h
ich

 m
ig

h
t em

-
barrass the governm

ent." O
n the other 

h
a
n

d
, th

e
 sta

te
m

e
n

t c
a
lls o

n
 th

e
` 

co
m

m
ittee n

o
t to

 release in
fo

rm
atio

n
 

"o
n

 th
e p

u
rely

 p
riv

ate b
eh

av
io

r o
f 

p
e
rso

n
s in

sid
e
 a

n
d

 o
u

tsid
e
 o

f th
e
 

governm
ent." 

A
ugust 2, 1974—

A
C

L
U

 recom
m

ends trial 
p

ro
c
e
d

u
re

s to
 th

e
 S

e
n

a
te

 R
u

le
s 

C
om

m
ittee. T

hey include televising the 
trial and convicting, if at all, only upon a 
standard of clear and convincing proof. 
A

lso
 su

p
p

o
rted

 are th
e p

resid
en

t's 
rights to know

 the charges against him
, 

to appear in person and/or by counsel, 
to

 p
resen

t w
itn

esses an
d
 ev

id
en

ce, to
 

m
ak

e u
se o

f co
m

p
u
lso

ry
 p

ro
cess, to

 
cross-exam

ine w
itnesses, to testify in 

his ow
n behalf, and to obtain-  a w

ritten 
record of the proceedings. 


