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Note to the Members: These suggested questions are intended to serve
merely as a general guide for developing thought and -discussion on the
drafting of Articles I and II.  "We are not intending to write ‘a genera
history of impeachment or -an analysis of the information and‘evidence
that developed, but rather what information, events, =nd people influe
these seven Members and how they, in turn, influenced impeachment. Pl
feel free to strike, .amend, or add to any of these guestions.

In March 1974, Mr. Rodino was quoted as saying that, "The decisio
has to come out of the-middle of the Committee," to avoid paxtianship
or a final narrow (and hence .divisive) vote .as was the case 107 years
previous in Andrew Johnson's impeachment inquiry. On June 20, 1974,
for example, Messrs. Flowers, Mann, and Butler expressed their own
awareness of their unique position; or, again, :on July 10, ‘Mr. Railsha

" commented to Mr. Butler, "We have the thing in -our hands."

But perhaps just as important was the negative feeling: .e.qg.,
Mr. Fish commented that "Misery loves company." Mr. Thornton “just
o (iéree weeks ago recalled that "We shared, mot shaped, each others'
o ews." Or again, Mr. Mann, "It’s nice to find people of the same
- . motivatiocn." ‘
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SUGGESTED QUESTIONS FOR INDIVIDI'AT. INTERVIEWS

1. What were your initial, original, matural prediclictions,
inclinations: did you instinctively recoil at the very idea of

1 impeachment--naturally reluctant? did you initially ‘assume/

~ presume the President's innocence? Specifically, what was your

B ‘cb reaction when on July 38, 1978, Mr. Drinan introduced,the fixst, .
i )tﬁ%;f resolution calling for Mr. Nixon's impeachment?'#n75§é2521r2§f
* 2. When' did impeachmgnt begi-nA'-.t»o, %,cct; a possib;};ity‘? Whgt &

when did-you seriously begin to question either the possibility
& of impeaching a President or Mr. Nixon's innocence? E.g.; at

g the time of the creation aof the office '0f Special Prosecutor ‘2
iﬁfj)}onMay 8, 1973? —-when the .question of ‘Agnew's possible impeach~
C\.

ment in early October 1973 (before his resignation) was informall:
\ discussed? --when the “Saturday night massacre" occurred on
» October 20, 1973? —- when the Committee on the Judiciary voted
e 38-¥1 to grant subpoena powers on October 30, 19732 ~-with the
| passage of House Resolution:803 on February 6, 19742 —-when
the President failed to cooperate in supplying the requested
o evidence? --when Nixon made his April 30 TV .appearance and the

released transcripts caused such :a Furor? --did any one event
trigger in your mind the real possibility :of impeachment?
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3. How and when did you artive at your view of an "impeachable
offence"? In March 1974, the Justice Department, the White ,'
House and the Committee staff each published its suggested
interpretation (see special appendix for summary of three)w’ 'Fe?j'

--were you influenced by any, all? By Mr. St. Clair's no .
insistence that the proof be "clear and conwirn~in~ “’Eggénd<==:
"reasonable doubt." Vice President Ford's, ~uuyia- presenta-

tion, i.e., what the House considers it to be? 1Is the President 1
required to adhere to a standard of conduct in part described by.

a) the Constitution, and/or b) the "reasonable expectations®™ of

the American people?, etc. Q %7 P odant all el > : 2'IJ
_% 4.7 wWhat motive or motives weighed most heavily with you, espétially : -
i

as your views may have begun to change in the spring and summer
of 19742 --on the one hand, legal and constitutional/personal

conscience and responsibility vs. "political"? In other words,
did you vote evidence, conscience, district, or party; or a

combination of considerations. .. . o Ot m
meruwcadq Ad—pwuxxdi'o1'\ |q¢ufé;§t ZP 2 l?"
| 5, What outside factors influencedyou duripg thi ime? --media,
if so, which papers, magazines, etc.? ®-wifes children, other

B family, friends, constituents? —fdistrlcﬁwﬁﬁTitics? mail? s
. - threats? x¢ . }b"'W
AT bd ko Ko

What informa;}on px—evidence did You consider most helpful -- most
convincing‘&L mos i =— in your deliberations? - —-testimony

- of witnesses? (-PXon tapes?) --White House memoranda? =--St. Clair
{Zfs? X .a,::: , / % . ) -
? brl fS-I etC. o‘g * . ;& Iy 3 .
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1 7. Who within :32 vernment  (Congress, Committee, White House, etc.)
4 influenced your own evolving position lin spring and summer 19742
E.g., any personal background ties to NixXon? other members of the
"Coalition"? other members of the Judiciary Committee? Members of
House or Senate and party leadership? ‘ [? ;

Kt e i

eﬂ//{,.t was your ©6wn yrelationshipg (possibly changing.;.?) to: ,
fed_intssyikw with the

. ‘,ci=c>,; g.—~at the time o s _alleged .
L.2 3 “‘M Pie pred iffiouy Democratic ‘ero- K '
: 1

Peachnes “xthe Committee leadership ggnerally, o

\ 2o qetaiet-X —=N Doar,
Mr. Jehner GarrisoN,(Mr. CatesnMr. St Clair. etc,?
--thg Committee "libergls" (resentment by Mr./KasSt..mejer a
. \ 2SN
expressed in his procédural amendmgnt, requlying\a vote on each
article separately?) --other gyoups in the Judiciary Committee
( (e.g., Mr. Mann's contact?)\\ﬁééye "lea$§ﬂ, €.g-, Dixoq/memos, et%}
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a)

b)

c)
d)

e)

f)

g)

1)

/1)

Was

a)

c)
d)

e)

| %T\ o T3 7%,,@7%/&
9. ( ‘-he "mechanics" of the ‘@I_r}erging Coalition: Lw -

your recollection of the earliest, informal, perSOn to- .

person contacts by _whom?  about when? &¢&~ﬁ>
was, to you, the Cojiition natural, inevitdable, obv1ous9
‘ T‘**

what influence, if any, on the formulation of the Coalition,

was the circulation of the Doar articles on Friday, July 19?
veoKs }\. lrr.u,(pf

how did you get to the meeting in Mr. Railsback's offic
Tuesday, July 23?  Why in his offlce” WM"

why hadn't theuﬁers % such met earlier -- why so late? %

specifically, what Coalition meetlng do you recall attending?
At those, what other Members do vou recall presezt At those,
what subjects were discussed? fkvL.¢-\ L#IL- ﬂ”7¢~4

why were these and not othe the,Coalition? Messrs. #?h l'
Froehlich, Hogan, Hungate, Mc 8ry, Smith, Sarbanes, etc.?
did any of the actual 7 have "doubts” about thelr be;ﬂg 3) _L
part of the groyp during the ,week? <

2 . B g m

what specifics d;vyou ? caki of tHe intensity of work, pressures,
time, etc., of the Coalition's meetings’ Were any sub ect
matter areas qulckly dlscarded. b 7,‘...,6

what role, if any, did the proposed Artlc e ITI play 1nr%;e

Coalition's considerations? s wets
R S 2
it a "fragile' Coalltlon° bé:;;:p’ L h(’“L*c %;#
bl el ol
1

on the question of procedure (1 e., vote on each antic
separately or together?)
/_-

on specificity —-- personal reaction to Wiggins' and Sandman's
criticisms (dinner at the Capitol Hill Club Friday night)?
were the Coalition's articles general out of necessity or by

‘choice? what role did Doar play in the Coalltlon s furnishing

| ueeded informatlon, ete. W aA m pﬂ: f{‘f’ﬁ( pid

on basic convictions?
on the realization of the power they alone held?

on the mutual political support the 7 Members afforded one
another? (re their respective home districts)

" Account for the evolving drafts of Articles I and IXI, July 23 to

July 29?2 (see supplement for all drafts) Did Articles I and I1X
reflect all of the concerns of the 7 Members? How were the final

- - “ - [ P S = arnA Tiimeaat+a?
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After July 29: your hindsighb+ on the Coalitionry its work {and
your role in it? thjkt,,t’ ' _Lp%? 20 — 3|
a) In anticipation of a Senate trial, were .you, as a lawyer, <

satisfied with Articles I and II as defen51ble.-2
Eh .t ok . C

b) / what was your immediate reac 10on and actions after
the vote on especially Article I (27- l) on Saturday evenlz&;J

July 272 (za; .\)MMM
c)zIf the Pre51dent h not released the damaglng tapes, how do.

you think the three articles would have fared in the House?

d) Could the Congress have recessed for the November elections
and then returned and flnlshed up the impeachment in the 94th

Cong;:ais 2 m\; WW

e)} What "Senate outcome WO ou have expecged? up, down,

close, etc.?
f)2#it has been said that the inquiry staff did very little \\\
original work. Do you accept this? Is this a just criticism?

g) Why was a small, bipartisan Coalition virtually able to dictate
in this one important case? Why don't such coalitions form

more often--or do you feel they do?

}n’,In your assessment of the offenses presented, what role did
p N

.the offenses of past Presidents play? -
5P kb Creian o

Do you feel the inquiry received generally r-terir trestment
in the media? exceptions, etc.?

j) nhr. Nixon had handled the presentation of his case, tapes,
etc., differently, do you feel a different outcome would have

been possible?

k)| Is there now ;fzzeanfﬁefinition of an impeachable offence for

future geneii;iiééngf/ |
1) What beneficial Yfresults for our system of government came out

of the inquiry?

m) hat imp di ou rdle h n O
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