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Corgressman James R. Mamn
Jane 19, 1975

Crs -

JRT -

This is the first
starting about 9::
that it is totally
release it. Seccr
questions ars just
of information.. C
cal actor, the his

I vould in sare c3
a memorandin answe
gaps that I'm goin
it a little bit be
were on this Jack
were kind of worki:
I know Brocks and |
little camittee a

South Carolin

tterview witk
in the rorni
onfidential
¥, we can be
o jog your &
role is tot
rical primar

s ask that, '
g sare of t
to refer to,
ar. Scch as
ks Damocrai
on articles
tanes and tv
I met with t

could tell you —

OFS - Edwards — ?

Yeah, Edwards. They played kind ¢
wers just in the backgrourd, worki
were coing at they took stm'.ctly
helpful rather than vanting to inmg
nevertheless working on their own.

Ncwwi'x:doyourecailmthisgmu

The first place I recall meeting ©
was in a roam which seemed to be a
hall fram Jack Broeks's office in

Goverrment Operations Camittee of
But I rarember meeting with Brocoks
Edwards, those are the only ores I

Last wesk Mr. Thornton gave us his
ard of course you saw the collectic
locate — 2 _

I asked my assistant down home to ¢
shipped dcwn thers and he's gone or
for the first time in three weeks &
said all of the impeachment stuff i
12id out. V¥ell, I didn't g=t down
laid cut alright, all of my books a
was lying there kut nothing was ide

gresgnan Mamm on June the 19th,
Cne of the urderstandirgs is

1 you reread it, edit it and
informal as you like; these

Y so that we have 2a ca mn bhasis -
You're the histori-~

r negative.
nrce; we're just around.

in particular, perhavs give me
nouiries or fill in scawe of the
that later I can reconstruct

r exgrpla, who the members:
Caucus Steering Cammittee fﬁat
the same time that we were.

r three others were on that

a couple of times. Brooks:

1 low=key role, you know, they
ard kind of passing on what ve
attitutde on what would ke

2 their thoughts but they were

hem on at least one occasicn
rmitteercon, almost across the

hmxaxﬁitmusthmzebemsme'

s or sarething of the sort. -
d Conyers and Sarkanes and
n recall at this moment.

5 drafts that he had with him,
here. Eave you keen able to

-hrough the boxes which I had
© weeks vacation. I went hceme
I went down to the office. Fe
n your dovnstairs office all
sre until Surnday arnd it was
boxes vere open and everything
fied. Ee hadn't actnally read

L I
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a vord, just tried to serarate -
to pull out of it. There ocught
in that group kecause I was ass.
fram Winthrop College by the nar
teresting how I got his assista
the problem with that story —— 1
meeting of the Scuth Carolina De
be wrorg, it cculd be Jamuary, !
The Scuth Caroclina Delegation sf
having an open meeting in the Si
Columpbia during Jamary, to take
of citizens, state goverrment, ¢
agenda; everybody was given 5 md
statement which I have scmewher:
this statement, it was a ccurage
calling for the impeac nt of §
I thought Jamary, 74 vas an e
and so later during the course ¢
the summer, I quess, I learned t
with Tan Gettys of Scuth Carolir
sence fram his job, he taught pc
Tcm Gettys to borrow him, so Tar
me for a period of a month or tw
I asked for him primarily with t
ing me with such writing as I mi
final judgment on the proceeding
conversaticn with him, telling k
indicated to him that it was ver
for impeachment. That regardles
Nixon's guilt, the evidence had
the proceeding was being properl

Now may I ask about when was thi

Yes, I will try to indicate that
the time that we started taking
weeks before we got to the debat
suspect that it was rather into .
such of the hearings that were o
guess. I got him into the Cammi
of any great assistance to me.
bounce ideas off he was very hel
either he or I kept any notes to
what I was going to do until I d
or anything of that sort. Where
was when John Doar started ccmin
of the oral testimony, during th
waited £i11 that point to start j
came to see me and brought me hi
the five articles. Joln Dcar vo

type of stuff that I wanted him

ke a rretty good ‘little folder

d during that timre by a professor

£ Bill Blough and it is very in-
2nd we can kind of just enter

- Blough appeared at an oren

ation in Jarmuary, 1973. I could

, but we can establish that.

ed about two or three years ago

house in the Senate chamber, in

re of the requests, carplaints,

what not. 2nd BRill was on the

es or more, he had a written

my file. I wvas impressed with
statement in the first place,

ident Nixon, at that early date.

date urder the circumstances,

ar hearings, or later during

he was up here as an intern

He was taking a leave of ab—-

ical science, and so I asked

e him to me. Bill worked with

7hile this hbusiness was going on.

thought in mind, I think, of help-
ultimately issue concermning mv
And at the time I had my initial

1w I wanted him to assist me, I

xabtful that I was going to vote

I my own private feelings of

Jemonstrate to the public that

irried out.

13t you indicate that judament?

would say it was prokably about

L testimony, just a couple of
:age, the latter part of July, I

7 when I got him. He attended -
and same of the closed ones I

» roan. Fe turned out not to ke
as a catalyst and ¢ cdy to

.. Unfortunately T don't think
:ak of and he didn't really know
t, didn't hlep me with my talks
‘eally threw the burden on him

) see me I quess during the course
tter part of July. I kind of

ng around the past. John Doar

+ of articles, that notebook with
drop over here at 8 o'clock in the



JR

JR1

LFS

DFS

morning pretty frequently during
of critical time. Eut his first
with articles and he wanted me t
prepared ard to in effect to prc
had. Well, on the Monday before
put Bill Blcugh, a member of Joh
sarething (you can figure out wh
line). Jolm Doar thought te was
Bill Blough and John worked all
to prepare articles along the 1li
which were the obstruction of ju
might have mentioned subreona o
labored on that Monday with artis
came up with ore during that who!
with me, which sarebody may reca:
my possession of that or tha faci
in cur discussicn that Tuesday mx
T should contimie with it and the
that project. I think that we
to get together that afterroon.

You probably did have the article
It was an article on obstruction

Sanething like that, I'm not sure
what:ever -

I don't remember either, it was
procuced the day before by Bill B
the impeachment staff. From then
in the preparation of articles an
I can rerarber right now about my
started out, I guess, on Wednesdx

That's correct Wednesday evening,

So on Tuesday, I know we did same
when did we meet again on Wednesd:

Here is the — (gives Mr. Mann the

We met Wednesday morning and Wedne
that together and frankly I didn't
different people, leaving that to

Even though I'l1l be fairly inaccuz
now, then we can fill in the gaps.
and when I use that term, I'll mez

25e two or three or four weeks

l1s on e were in connecticn

udy the articles that he had

>, make any suagestions that T
met in Railsback's office, I
Xar's staff, John lovotage or

chat name is samewhere along the
xetty good man for the purpose.
on Mondav in my office, trying
that I had suggested to them,

2 and the aluse of power, I

at that time, I don't know. They
y and I believe that thev only

2v. VWhich I may have hrought

to that Tuesday morning meeting,
at I had been working on articles,
na, kind of led to the idea that
ou, Tom Moconey, should assist in
uded to proceed independently and

ich you read —
justice —

it was typed or handwritten or

ibly typed out, and had been

th and this Jolm vhat-not from

as we know it was very hectic

'11 txy to highlight the things
ticular activity with it. We

lidn't we?

:‘ 24th,

‘2 work on the articles, and
orning —

rorology) .

y afterncon, I tried to put
nt to record the presence of

, let me tell it as I recall right
irst we agre=d in Devocratic caucus,
ne whole Democratic caucus in
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Podino's office behind the Fouse
cratic caucus that we had to hay
table at the time that the debat
ccurse the Dorolme articles. Yc
the Denohue articles were one of
one of the comittee drafts. We
temporarily expedient, sarething
recall?

Yeah, I believe I do from studyi:
Ve worked on Tuesday morning, Tu
and VWednesday afternoon. 'There
whether we were going to give th
lay cn the table. 2nd I kelieve
ncen, you did svggest that wihata
not cur final product, or your f:
to him and —

I believe we did, because we knex
thing than anything else that was
Camittee articles or the Brooks

put sare preliminary drafts out &
will, of course, show precisely w
reading them I can identify whetth
During the course of the General

speeches, I contimued to work wit
gotten in the act at that time.
for Article I which we were satis
know as the Sarbanes substitute.

or three days, while we were doin
matter of general interest, I did
mimute presentation because I was
and I endad up in just putting tcx
I gratbed up that had accumilated

V front of me when I made my presen’

orgam.zed the most impramta of
to confess that it came off fairly
partly because I didn't have mysel
Then the time came and I guess it
on Friday that we had to proceed v
had met that morning, as I recall,
and maybe had to redo it one time,
sitting in Rodino's office waitinc
and walked in with it. I don't ke

‘the time or the copies were grabbe

vere walking over to Podino's, rut
discussad before, the cuestion was
in as a substitatae, and I just loo
Paul Sarbanes and said Paul Sarkan

diciary Rocm.

We acreed in Demo-
. set of articles to lay on the
tarted. Those articles vwere of
now frankly I don’t recall whether
r first drafts or whether that was
ew whatever it was, it was just
the table at the time. Do you

the different drafts that we had.
3y afterncon, VWednesdav rorning,
alvays scame discussion as to
rairman a draft to work from, to
one point, like VWednesday after-
we had at that point which vas

L product, you would give that

: would be closer to the real
| existence at that time in the
icles or what. I think you did
he Donohue articles. The record
. those were. 2nd by looking and
they were the ones we used.
ate, as I call it, 15 mimute
var, and you and Frank Pope had
finally arrived at the language
1 with ard which went in as we
t during the course of that two
ir 15 mimite thing, and as a
t have time to prepare my 15
70lved in this other exercise
1er a few quotes and things that
1 kind of had it laid ocut in
lon. It was probably the least
the presentations and I'll have
211, Rut it was that disorcanized
ywganized for that presentation.
st have been the early morning
| the Sarbanes substitute, We
@ aporoved the final language
d meantime the Democrats were
| us, and we walked over there
ve that we had enouch copies at
p and being run off while we
- that time, it not having keen .

ised, well now, who is to put it |

arcund the room and picked cut
is the kest man to do it.

C e e e o e



JR1 - 2And like a good soldier, he didn

I don't even know if he had a ch
cut of Rodino's office and into
crder of husiness was the intxrod
and that's when Wiggins lit into
specific allegations Paul tried
cause I sat keside him, he knowi
but there was no wvay to ca nic
Wiggins in any reascnable way.
help a little bit, but given the
job. I'm sure that the Republic:
Rerublicans; that's how we'll idk
Now, with reference to Article T,
consulted with that Democratic St
thay callad it. So I'll pass ove
very little cause that one was
matter of the wording. Of course
the table, we contimied cur work
don't want to overlook John Doar'
He and I worked together constamt
them over here. Abcut that time
office. 2nd discussing whether 2
or whether or not it should ke s¢
the way I originally had it drawn
have been a better process as bei
of power. It was also adecuate w
it. But, as you know, Railskback
others didn't like the idea of it
too. They indicated that they wo
this would have been fully develo
article. No matter how that movt
vailing influence in that decisia
as a specification of Article IT :
was sanewhat adamant in his belie
article. I think he had sane sex
but maybe not. He'll have to ansy
me to do it as a separate article.
tion, it came well known to the <
support an Article IT with emphasi

to faithfully execute the —

That was McClory's emphasis as I x
of us at one time as I recall lut
the negotiating with me and others
me and Frank Pope and Jolm Doar, a
cle II which we thought would ke 2
I on Saturday night as I recall.

Elinch and he agreed to do it.

2 £o0 read it before we walked

camittee roam and the first

ton of the Sarbanes substitute

n as we know. To justify his

jet sane assistance from me

chat I had seen it — (laughter) —

to him and for-him t¢ respond o -

1sn't much help to him, I tried to

cumstances, he did a remarkable

gained a little. I'll say tte

fy the moverent for the mament.

m not certain to vhat extent I

ing Camittee, if that's what

hat for the moreri, I think

bly unanarously agreed just a

s soon as that article was on

Article IT.and Article IIT. I

ole in working on these articles.
He would do drafts and bring

started meeting in Jerry 2ie n's

cle IT and III should be separate
Fication and Article IT, which is
3 which to this day I think would
additional specification of atuse
in itself although I voted against
Flowers and maybe one or two

ing a specification and article
move to strike and I'm sure that -
» ut that they would suprort the
to strike came up, for the pre~

3 to whether or not include it,
Article ITI, was Jon Doar. FHe
at it cught to ke a separate
thoughts about it post-hearings
that. In any event, he persuaded

hile Article IT was under considera-

tion that McClory was willing to
n, what's the language?

11. So McClory met with a group
kind of let Frank Pore do most of
that connection. Well, between
others, we put together an Arti-
stable. Ve haéd voted on 2Article

Sunday morning we met at 10
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o'clock in my office, Pete Rodi
prokably had my man, Bill Bloug
else was there, well, probably
elese was present. We just had
agreed in principle to proceed
generally discussed, atuse of p
and McClory only stayed abcut 1
about 10 or 15 minutes, we agre
tails and remaining drafting wi
and Doar, I quess, were the pri
day, I don't remember how lcang.
the Republican suprorters in Mc(
I believe that kefore I went to
Monday morning. So, I think the
many didn't show up. I kelieve
and many of them didn't come. ¢
product to McClory's office wher
there, and I think Railsback can
there long and they basically ac
time, however, cn Sunday, knowir
John Doar and I discussed it. 1T
in his office in the Congression
sitting there with him and this
gotten the semi-final language,
decided cn Higate and we called
that we wanted him to do it. I
rot. But John Doar primarily ta
think we agreed on having it at
give him time to study it. I co
to him Sunday night, kut I'm not
lined up. After I cam fram McClt
Ziefman's office. 2And the Democ
and Frnak Pope care in to the of:
veren't quite satisfied with one
tinctly remember John Doar sittir
position that the contempt shoulc
morning we weren't quite satisfie
as we walked down the hall to go
journed the little Damwcratic ses
Bill Shattuck's office and wrote
Paul Sarbane stuck his nose in.
point, yeah that's the right lanc
you don't have a copy of the arti

~Ch, yes

Samething about in violaticn of t
used, it wasn't violation, hut th
at that point. Contrary to the r
language was added at that point.

McClory, Pore and myself and I
here. I don't recall if anvone
1 Doar. I don't recall if anyone
rery brief discussicn in which we
1 an article of the type that we've
z, leaving out the contempt husiness,
» 15 minutes, and Podino only stayed
that they would then leave the de-
the rest of us, rather me and Pope
xals involved. So we worked that
1en cn Monday morning I met with
v's office and we took cur product.
lory's office cur grcuo met on
. first met with some of pecrle, hut
t I asked them to core to my office
o, three and then I tocok the
, Pailsback, Cohen, Brooks were
n before it was over, he wasn't
d with the language. In the mean-
ur Sarbanes substitute vroblems,
is the first time I remember being
tiotel. In John Doar's office,
low John, and myself after we had
1k Pope might have been there, we
n on the telephcne and told him
't know whether I talked to him or
1 to him and Purgate agreed and I
‘clock Monday morning which would
believe that we tried to cet it
~tain of that. Sc we got Furgats
's office, I came back to then
; were in Ziefman's office waiting
» with the Democrats and me and we
the specifications. And I dis-
m the sofa. He again took the
» the third article. PRut on that
rith the last specification and
: Cannittee meeting, having ad-
n, Frank Polk and I stoprped in
down, agreed on it. I think maybe
re were the three of us at that

e. I forget those precise words,
2

rule of law, was the lanquage we
was the larnguage that was added
of law, how does it go, ut that



™ -~ The final draft was the next or
duced and 1laid cn the table.

JRM - There it is, Article II, in dis
does that differ fram this? Th
office after we had already, ev
we had it; I thought we'd had i
disregard of the rule of law, h
that the record will show that
in there.

™ ~- - I'll check that cut.
' JR1 - I think the record will show ths
™ -~ EBefore it was laid on The tabls:

JM <~ Yeah, before it was laid on the
change and then Hmgate introduc
So that in broad cutline is the -
I referred earlier to the meetin
Brooks' Camittee Foam with the !
as I say took a very, very low o
may have covered in a fairly subr
of the camittee in the Rodino xx
meantime of having more or less t
active for lack of a better word
how much they needed the moderate
and so there was an atmosphere tt
go along with — Thornton, Flower
firmly that's what we expected.
standing. Rather samewhat unspok
Deronstrating perhaps more by Joh
John just really kept quiet durin
not his nature. Whenever there w
us and s : of the others as ther
to do what we wanted to do. It w
that prevailed. And the same typ
to the Steering Camittee with Bx
suggesticns, kut it was clear thaf
as far as we wer=s heading. And tt
thing and that sort of thing. The
develop, in commection with these
myself, perhaps Thornton, kind of
those amendments not be introducec

cussion about it.

™ - Are you talking about amencments t

JM - No, no, I am talking about the add
taxes —

kut this was the cne Fungate intro-

ard of the rule of law, nocw how
lancuage was added in Bill Shattuck's
body had agreed on the way in. So
=done right fast. So we added in
wwing misused. I would suspect

nade that change before it was mut

t vas made -—-

le, but it was that last minute
it and we can go on fraom there.
these things came about. Now
at least ane occasion, in the
aring Camittee, the comittee

Lle because as Walter Flowers

way in the Denocratic caucus

, I suspect that Rodino in the
ted himself to sare of the more
Nixon group. Indicating to them
ndecided or non-persecuted crowd
they wanted to do what we would
nd me. 2nd we indicated fairly
it was kind of mutuality of under-
kut nevertheless it was there.
onyers than by anybtody else;

hese final stages, and that is

1 be a difference of opiniom g
i1l, they would clearly be wanting
right fummy, almost — the way that
¢ atmosphere prevailed when I went
5 and the group. Theyv had sare

2 were all on the same wave length
we weren't going to overstate any-
is cne little wrinkle that did
litional amendments, Flowers and

. it ke known that we preferred

d there was a good kit of dis-

rticles I, IT — 2

onal articles, you know Cambodia,
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- Impcundment —

~ Right, and there was sae ef
and others to keep those frorm
vacilation by the ones who we
that consideration we dicén't
of fact, I den't quess the fi
those was made until after we
perhaps the third one. They
traces a little bit at that p
used to try to keep them fram
they had to do it and robody :
So they did it. So that was:
all the Damocrats rather to «
and not be a radicalized tyre
beginning. In the ccurse of t
a littls romy sessicn sormswnee
feeling expressed by Railsback
to sane degree the understandi
little fuzzy on it hut it will
Darocrats, perhaps with the pa
myself, did a little scmetl’mmq
coalition, Railsback in partia
beyond what the expressed undes
more than anything else, I vote
you know, just to ke loyal to t
was not all that expressed. 2r
Article III, too. I would have
Article II. If it had been a ¢
ment really wouldn't have been
other abuses of power in the ar
an impeachable offense. 2nd fnr
cn the subpoena pover, I felt t
irpeachable offense. That's th
its power, really. The House, 1
power, but it should be accampar
of other impeachable conduct. 3
tion and impeach based on that.
it be a separate impeachable off
of the little reaction, same bre
two members of the cocalition, I
together just how that came abou
that led up to cur ccaliticn get
there are two or three which I'l
I knew for two or three weeks, s
others, This did more to jell #!
we realized the monstrocity that
certain people with no remorse st

;» I'm sure, on the part of Rodino

ing introcduced. 2nd there was scme
d to introduce them. BRecause of
real hard about it and as a matter
decision on the introduction of
i finished the first two anvhow and
1't have anything to lose by ucking
. There was pressure or influence
roducing those but thev thought
Ay said, "Fell, no, vou can't do it.”
1 indicating a desir= on the vart of
rate on what had been rather agreed
apcrecach to the whole meter from the
vroceedings before ARbicle ITIT or in
road there was a rather strong
1 ocne or two others that they thought
that we'd had was violated. I'm a
ne back to me as we go along. The
sipation of Flowers and Thornton and
1ttwc>c1rthreemarbers of the
* I think, thought was a little
md.mg was. 2And as a result of that,
gainst Article III. It was not,
understanding that we'd had, which
of course, had had my doubts about
eferrad that it had been a part of
of Article II, the Thornton amend-
assary so much, because counled with
le, standing alone is very risky as
-he very beginning of the contyoversy
it could rise to the level of an
1ly way that Congress can enforce
r the Constitution has impeachment
!, of course, by substantial evidence
can't conduct a frivilous investiga-~
, I've went for caution. Lettino
e, as a sevarate article, and ocut
of understanding, felt bv one or
=d against that article. We may put
The little incidents that occurred
7 together T can call to mind. BRut
v to touch on. In the first place,
 the oral testimony by Kalmbach and
‘hinking of these undecideds when
hard Nixon had done to the lives of
. and that sort of thing. The
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statawent fram the telephone co
Erliciman, for example when Fal
to care and see the special pro
Joln I didn't think that yom an
this to me and my family. And -
during that period there were h
movirg to a decision. I really
were several of us who had avoir
well as by training. Early, ve
telling Barbara Jordan on the wz
had in EF100 we had to be sure.
that the Demccrats agrsed to un:
a vote ard Flowers ard I kind of
point., Cause he and I, I don't
kut I did, I think that wve are ¢
I remember Bartara Jordan was a
she knew that we had not much tc
that opinion to her. I didn't e
matter proceeded it was pretty s
think that there was enough ther
job in not trying to influence m
in the way he hardled the whole:
tovards the last that he felt th
when in my judcment it was far £
was said a ccuple of weeks befor

Bat that was the 28th of June —
For exarmple, Kalmbach was the 16

It was during that time, walking
and I frecuently walked together
rmch. Ee didn't know how I was .
leaning. Every now and then we v
the shortcamings of certain areas
assessment of how the whole case
sonal ovinion about it. Ve would
talking. This was during the las
get around to it. T knew that it
haprened kut it was just a matter
of it. 2And two or three little i
latter days, I think that this wa
been concluded, and ve were arguil
discussion in cammittee, (those ¢
not very effective, they should h

" expressed our opposition to the t

to arrange and the chairman agree
down on the floor of the cammitte
evidence like a jury would do. E
superintendent for that purrpose Ix
permit it, that the microphone si-
be rather camplicated and that it
up there in those two decks and t
dence is not really the way to do

0

rsation ketween ¥almrach ard
ch had alreadv been notified
itor, and he called John and said
b and the President would do
ws like that. T think that
r three or four of us who started
think that up to that time there
making a decision conscicusly as
arly in the game, I remember
ack from one of the meetings we
iere Podino came out and anncunced
ously to proceed, we hadn't taken
sented that publicity at that

w if he exvressed it this way,
tle bit reluctant too, because

on at that point. 2And I expressed
ess it at that meeting ut as the
caning to enocugh substance to
ven though Pedino did a beautiful
bers, and being pretty objective
ker. It recame arparent that

the evidence was just overvhelming
overwhelming. But anyway that
e oral testimony was began.

lino’'s statement and your caucus.
md 17th of July —

*k and forth to the floor, Walter
» didn't talk about the case- very
ung, I didn't know how he vas
d cament or the inadecuvacy of,
But we really would not make an
ked., We vould rot give a per-
1k about getting together ard
wo or three weeks, and we would
s going to hapren but it hadn't
taking care of the mechanics
dents occurred. During those
ctually after the testimony had
procedure durirg a little private
ittee discussions off-camera were
been a lot more effective), I
7rising of the hearings. I tried
> put the tables in a quac¢ xwle
24 us sit around and discuss the
ctually contacted the tuildina
‘ound cut that the time didn't
zien and all that business would
st couldn't do it. 'Well sittirg
:0 have a discussion arcut evi-
not if you are trying to ke a
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devil's advocate, and do a littl
opinions off of each other. It
twice that weekend before we wen
well attended, particularly by tl
of time Cchen had st __ed over «
chat with him about getting toge:
said. Then one day during that
or I had mentioned gettirng toget!
seated at our desks in the camii
to me and said what's this I hear
of us have talked about getting t
So, in the meantime, time was was
I assumed 1t was Flovewrs and Rail
itiative decided that Tuesday moz
that Walter called me on Morday t
vaguely on how we finally cot trx

You would say then that the coali

Mo questiocn about it. There just
to get together and talk —

Now cnce you did, do youa recall a
ought to be here or that one not?

No, there was almost an instantan
all of us about the two primary a
akuse of power. Just very quick.
meeting, we didn't set up any rec
that, I guess. I don't think McC
maybe a day or two later. I ques
saying that seven was encugh to m
the more camany we had, the bett

Why do you think it took so long
meeting being a Tuesday bkefore the

Well T think it's a creature firsi
we wanted to hear it all before w
any judcment. 2And hearirg it all
discussions. So the decision poir
think it would have been right for
than a couple of days earlier thar
all that there was to hear.

On Friday kefore the Tuesday, I ke
the draft articles. Do vcu recall
the articles as you read tham over

Yeah, yeah, frankly I didn't study
and T just wasn't impressed. You
they were too extrame or too detai
objection wvas.

10.

mal searching and bounce a few

riy urging that caused us to meet

1 the tuke, and the meetings weren't
’epublicans., PRut durirg that pericd
side and Walter and I had a 1little
: and that is about all that was

2 period, I wvas walking with Butler,
to comebody elese, and wve got

:» rocm, Butler got up and came over
out a meeting? T said, well, sare
sther and he said that I'm interested.
g and I've never really lnown kut
ick or Pailshack on his own in—

g it was time to do it. I believe
those are the details that T recall
er.

n was almost inevitable?

d to be a time when we were going
conversation about this man mavbe

s afinity and agreement between
cles, obstruction of justice and
t that point during that first
tment campaign or anvthing like
y was mentioned that first day,
ach of us knew without any of us
the difference. Though I guess

jather in that context, the first
xdnesday — ?

! our own inderendence, and that

t in a position of having to vass
:luded even anv open full comittee
s still far encuch awav. I don't
; to have gotten together more

» did, before we finishbed hearing

2 was wvhen Mr, Doar circulated
. that time your irpression of

em very well, I glanced over them
w right now I don't know if T felt
. or just what my specific
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Cf all the Judiciary Camittee
Doar, so often, unicuely single
converse with you and so on?

There had keen one or two previ
another, and one that I think i
try to rememter if I can reamerk
rememt  there were five of us:
oral testimony to the public, I
started, Barkara Jordan, myvself
Mezvinsky and maybe one other.

with us, to try to persuade us -
Doar was there and I macde a fai:
prevail, kut in various vays it
as late as yesterday — Harry M
town, who said he is a geod frie
karcuet with a lawer by the nsp
said that John Doar has high rec
of thing. I think that he did ¢
key sort perscon but that when I
suasive. So I don't know what t
might bring same cchesiveness tc

Does the same answer avply to wh
whatever word you would like to-
steering camittee and so on —

Well I think it might have been,
Tuesday morning equiped, having ¢
problem. That probably is a ver
bably is the reason. You know w
vicusly the other members of the
assure that role cause of other ¢
I had already made sare move in 1

Did that role at all come from a
Nope.

You mentioned kefore that kind of
Sarbanes and then perhaps a littl

since in both cases you were irnwvo

Well they had a moderate image an
aat front. One would have to say

reservation on how I would vote.

And what was your reaction to the
voting article by article?

I don't recall —

11.

bers, frarkly why would vou sav
ou out, came over to your office,

little sessions of one sort or
orthy of note and I'll have to
orecisely what it was. I vaguely
were concerned abtout opening the
ink that is one place where it got
'obably Ray Thornton, maybed Fd

> Chairman and Don Edvards met
: this cught to ke done and John
versuasive arguement but it didn't
l. I had scomebody mention to me
rson, who is a lorbyist lawyer in
of Jom Doar's. 2nd I sat at a
+ Doglass from dowrrtovm vwho just
. for your judement ard that sort
he recognized that I was a low—
e a decision, I was rather per-
ecognized in me as the one who

2 group.

E was you who was the emissary or
, between the coalition and the

1se I went to the first meeting
:n sare preliminary thought to the
mple, simplistic-reason but pro-
rtzers are usually taken up., Ob-—
dition were willing for me to
.1dera‘m.ors, plus the fact that

. direction.

uvest from Redino to you?

rost off-the-cuff choice of
2ss off-the~cuff Fungate — why
i, why wasn't it the Mann substitute?

just didn't care to be that far
it T still had a one per cent

stermeier resolution, srecifving
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Did that seam to violate an urnde
the coalition members that there
all the articles?

—- Yeah, there were save real proce

—

-

-

nothing, really. I don't have a
how I reacted to that situation.

Yes.

How did I vote?

You voted against it.

I voted against the article by ar
That's right,

I was going to suggest that I wou
my judgrment until all the specifi
would have been illcgical for me
on Cambodia, and an article on t=
ard I voted against the whole dan
sense either. Put at least the t
these extraneous ar’ ' :les cut.

It's been said by one of the othes
was more partisanship or division
on substance.

No question about that, And T had
that. And T use the term minority
the great old mmerican urder-dog ¢
dency which was a good scenario fc
lack of proof at that stage of the
the hilt and they did. And there
and not be accused of partisi ship

‘got sare terrible letters and tele

reascnable vote in those procedura
partisan votes in those preccedural
back and looked at the votes ey o
of partisanship in that case, unqu

Tould you ¢ ent on the adjective
knew it's been called a fragi 2 oo

I don't think it was all that frag:
strong personal decision. It wasr
you raspect in judgment and honesty
to reinforce your own decision. We
of us was camitted to any coalitic

12,

ding especially among sare of
1 be one votz at the end of

dilemmas hut much 2do about
{led encugh recollection about
we vote on the Kastermeier?

ve, for the same reason, reserving
Juage was in, all of it., It

7 all of it includes an article
ind an article on irpoundment

g, that wouldn't have made

of that would tend to keep

ers that he felt that there
rty lines on procedure than

t of bitter things to sav about

isanship, cause a minority given -

of the fixation cn the Presi-

m to use at that time and the

er. They could play that to

5 way to cast a reasonable vote
hose procedural matters, and T
fran home because I cast a

ters hut the minority was casting

ars. I'm sure that if they went -

change them but I accuse th
1=2bly.

jile”™ simply for the record? You
n.

I think we each acted with a
© have sare mMmatnal people whaom
to ke in agreerent with yeu,
ragile in the sense that nome
eerent. We didn't have an
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agrearent; we merely had an unde:
corviction is the way to describe
to that scur conclusicn. We gave
the articles we agreed on, I don'
much in the way of an opinion on
Article I7T.

You see what's happened this morr
Ycu zeroved in on the key week, ke
hour with you we would like to pe
and then same of the aftermath of
the key feature. Thank you very.

13.

inding. Ve had a mutuality of
:. Ve tried to kxing s : order
> very little, each of us, in
‘hank that any of us gave up

» contents of Article T or

rand I think it's excellent.
ssue. When we have another
ps go back for a bit prior
at week, kut this has been
h, Congressman Mann.
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In cur first sessicn you zeroed
week and so we thought if veu'n
get a little kac _ -und, in the
place, see what were same of th
satisfactory to you?

Fopefully for the berefit of th
ry notes down hone during next v
an opportunity to refresh my mai

We will get any transcripts te w
your assistant down in Greenwill
before Filton Jead, that would E

I'1l end up doing it myslef, hut
if I can give a very sketchy bac
the subject. I gave no real con
ment until the Saturday Night Ma
was not the firing of Cox by vio
reference to the creation of the
tention to not carmply with the s
I recall on Sunday I was at a TV
Greenville and I made a statemen
fram which I got same flak, to t
investigation was in order to ge
the court order. You can imagin
that statement; that meant impeat
possibility of impeachment proce:
and that's really all T meant. |
got kback up here many resolution:
at sane hour the President annowm
2 o'clock on Tuesday — along alx
And that tcok the steam out of my
time being. Because he had carpl
was the particular feeling. The
rise to the level of impeachatle
in sare. I remember specifically
Snith made about that, during thz
my thoughts and as a matter of fz
think, frankly, that without the
court by the apparent intention t
more to do with the on—going proc
thing else by far., That really g
said that I'm cormplving with the
cutor kecause I think vau'ra cn t
it would have gained as much mame
gressicnal resolution on the subj
reactions to the idea of impeachm

l4..

a5 R, Mann of South Carolina on

exclusively an that one crucial

1ling we might back-track and
'st place, and then in the second
“termmaths of the thing.

Is that

roject I will be able to lock at
'« 'The transcripts will give me
acord. Then it will he a final

mad of tire and of carse, if
culd rout cut vour own drafts
ine.

at's all right. Vell let me see
amd of my early thoughts on
aration ot the issue of irmpeach-
>re. At which time my great concern
ion of the understanding with
ssecutor, kut the apparent in-

it of the accord of evidence and
ition doing sarething else in

> the press which was printed and
sffect that I felt an impeachment
ith the President's intention on

» a lot of reople responded to

mt and not just investigate the
igs taking place because of that

f course then on Monday vhen we

@ speeches were made, then Tuesday
| that he was going to camply, at
when he made his announcement,
eling about “impeachment for the

. substantially. I think that

ing of the prosecutor never did
duct in my mind whether it did
ading a statsment that Chesterfield
eekend period which he expressed
was a little strong. Put i

atus given to the movement by the
ot cc _ ly with the court order had
, gave it rore marertum than anv-
it started. Fad_the President
cecna hut I'm getting a new prose-
srorg track, I don't really kelieve
n to result in an ultimate Con-

. Anyhow those are my initial
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That pretty much answer:
back on the 31st of Jul:
resolution?

It was nil.
that time.

It was jusi

During the early stages
full Committee discussec
bDepartment of Justice csz
House staff had a memor:
randum on the same thinc
on what you think are tt

I'm sure I could phrase

it any recent thought bu
memorandum, the Doar sta
with the eontention that
Any conduct which was su
interests or the descrip
early page of the staff

perhaps connected with t
fit my description, we c
really fit my descriptio
has to be an indictable

Now how about this situa
that objectively is seri
the time recognized as b
consensus of the America
an impeachable offense?

First I made the stateme:
times during the various
an impeachable offense w
murder was an impeachabl:
little bit but the point
was indictable unless it
of such strong public mo:
that it did not constitul
offense. 1I'd take an ex:
example, I wouldn't impe:
further, I do think thert
public perception of whai
President of the United ¢
with how you arrive at tl
concrete indictable or ot
criteria that what is the
think would vary with the
people and the degree of
But so I think that that
certainly doesn't go as f{
is attributed to Jerry Fc

suppose, what was your reaction
hen Drinan introduced his first

frivilous act in my judgment at

the impeachment proceedings, the

hat was an impeachable offense, the
up with a memorandum, the White

um, Mr. Doar's staff had a memo-

nd we are trying to get your feelings
impeachable--~

a little preciszely, if I had given
sasically I -agreed with the staff
memorandum. And certainly disagreed
1 indictable offense was required.
antially contrary to the national
»n given in, on page 4, (it's an
»ting some Member of Congress
.Johnson impeachment.) It rather
pick that out very readily. That
ut I reject for all time that it
‘ense.

m, there is an offense in itself
i but that seriocusness was not at
\g serious by at least some

)eople. Would that still remain

more or less privately several
ages while that argument, concerning
going on, was that I didn't think.
ffense, that's overstating it a
that the mere fact that a crime
rectly effected his duties, or was
stigma or something of that sort,
in my judgment an impeachable
le, like negligent homicide for
a President for that. But going
implied by your question that the
s appropriate conduct for the
tes does have something to do
level of misconduct absent in any
r basically a very objective
roper level of conduct which I would
imes and with the morality of the
e status of the office at the time.
2s have an ingredient, but it
as the political definition that
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In your opening stateme
that -- "I'm pursuaded
in each of us and that
heart and conscience ot
is pretty much in the
members of the House?

It does. But it also i
standard. It implies a
the House must determin
use the current level o
of public morality, one
and the permanent impli
government itself. All
being subject to. determ

Again in the opening st
bankrupt that we will a
excuse?"

That of course was a re:
everybody's doing it anc
somebody else did it onc
of justice if we require
against one person we h:
everybody from the begir
are many ways it can be
else did at some other t
little and wasn't punist
system of justice is not
the Biblical admonition,
the first stone." We ca
an effort to administer
government.

Would you say that the £
or did you have in your
what is an impeachable o
for those three months?

Yes, I had I think from -
the effects and causes o
triggering device defini
apply it to any hypothet:
and say, "well, if he dic
that it would be.” I dic¢
I would not have impeache
Watergate break-in alone.
we didn't prove complicit
but had we proven it, I'n
the President. The other
power and obstruction of
threatening to the systern
it goes to the level of a

that Thursday evening on TV you said
at the search for truth is paramount
uth like beauty is in the eyes and
he seeker." Does that imply that it
gment of the House and in the individua

lies a standard other than a political

tandard of judgment and morality that
In making that determination it would

>ublic morality, the attainable level

own level of morality, and propriety,

:ions of that conduct on the system of

1ose things go into it, but it ends up

ition as to the truth aboult what.

ment you said, "Are we so morally

'pt a past cause of wrongdoing as an

ence to the public outcry that

hat it's just politics or because
before. We could have no system

that in order to eanforce the law

to catch all the offenders and punish
ng of time for that wrongdoing. There
t. But the real problem what somebody
e at some other place really has so
for has nothing to do with it. -Our
arfect, you know. It's like applying
T'hee who is without sin, let him cast
¢ accept that as an argument against
stice whether in the courtroom or

- preceeded the theory of impeachment
1 mind pretty much the theory of
mse before it, in fact, evolved

» very beginning been considering what
mpeachment might be. I had a

n in mind. I didn't attempt to

1 set of facts. I didn't speculate
his and so it would be or if he did
t carry it to that point. You know
the President for complicity in the
I don't think I would have. Cause
in the Watergate break-in at all,
ot sure that I would have impeached
ffenses, particularly the abuse of
stice, so much more damaging and
nan a mere political trick although
iolation of a crime, the law.
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So I think that there's
voted for impeachment b
Richard Nixon had been

Were there any particul
recall that you depende

Well, I don't remember .
by. I read Ronald Verg
interesting weekend by -
Warren conference of the
Foundation at Cambridge
Phil Kurland, Tom Innoc:
I think probably the De:
University. We were dis
the Presidential Powers.
discussed Presidential 1
each other. So I can't
by his book, as a matte:
implications. As I rec:
be subject to judicial 1
Other than that, I read
any real significance.

I think that I got in ir
Psychiatric Profile. I
propriety hearings that

Did you read much of the

No, I was snowed under w
I had no real time to dc
did not do substantial k
ment, I relied on the ju
to describe to you. As
prosecuted for ten years
could apply my common se
result. And as prosecut
a case if I didn't think
of its technical perfect
very weak case if I real
level of moral culpabili

Congressman, before we m

offense, just touch brie
that something is very s
indictable offense, is t
be able to attribute to

Well, there certainly is
it in the usual terms th
whatnot is difficult bec
use to describe the leve
that determines what his

whatever reaches that le

very good chance that I would not have
d on the fact of a break-in, even if
of the burglars.

sources, books, whatever, that you can
n or read, influenced by --?

that I was particularly influenced
book on impeachment. I just had an
way; I participated in the Earl

bscoe Pound .American Trial Lawyers
riday and Saturday. Rauol Berger,

of Yale, and Halpen, or something,

3£ Constitutional Law at Columbia

2d into three groups and discussed

ye didn't discuss impeachment, we

2ars, but Vergie and I enjoyed meeting
7 that I was particularly influenced
»f fact I disagreed with some of his
he implied that impeachment might
Lew. I didn't agree with that at all.
‘ew other books but none of them of
remember just a slight reading because
1e mail, the little book, Nixon: A
.nk that was during the course of the
read that. o

yhnson Impeachment?

. books about that time and found that
\at kind of background research. I
.ground research on the law of impeach-
iental level that I've already tried
wracticed in the criminal courts, I
nd I found that in most cases I
- and judgment and justice would

‘T didn't hesitate to not process
would make that test, regardless

nor did I fail to prosecute a very,
thought the guilt was there and the
was there.

away from what is an impeachable

on this: Once you've determined
ous and need not necessarily be an

e a degree of belief that you might °
offense?

degree of belief, but how to describe
we know, clear and convincing or

e no matter what words any man might
£ proof, it's his level of proof

te is, what his verdict is and its

of conscience, violation or
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whatever, In a case 1i
offenses involved, of c¢
together and furnishes
item standing alone mig
to be a subijective but
That's about all I can
different depending on
loose word to describe
task in the first place
be a machine at this po
very difficult. All it
effort to remain object
confessing that I had e
years, and I would say
hased upon thz Presiden
his explanation of it t«
handling of the fiscal
to the American people,
to mislead, or at least
judgment of Richard Nix«
almost means so partisai
lation of power of gove:
and his party. Not hav:
time, I was not prepare
same thing. From all ti
degree, however, Johnso1
Richard Nixon did. I c:
naivity and a lack of p:«
that handling of the ofi
that he deserved to be i
perhaps confessed to has
that justice would event
heaven. It came in an
contributing to it.

Did you and your family
portion?

The mail was sparked somn
procedural issues in the
and the press, caused tk
me of partisanship and s
strating the lack of und
how the system worked, a
Representatives might be
great preponderence amon
and they would use the t
A large part of the mail
it was bitter. It was t
letters said that I'll n
quoted "He who is withou
Chappaquidik, many peopl
people unfortunately sai
demonstrated a deplorabl
existence of this system

this one, where you have multiple
se, the whole pattern kind of works
.evel of proof where each separate
not meet the test. So it turns out
jell-founded belief, not frivilous.
r. And for each of us that can be
» level of impartiality, which is a
» situation, that one brought te the
In spite of your effort to try o
. == which I tried to be —-- it is
n be is that I made a supreme
» in the matter, But I can't avoid
:rtained doubts for a period of
least 1969, my first year here,
. handling of the Vietnam War and.
he American people, based upon his
sages and his explanation of ‘them
ich in my judgment were calculated
re not candid, caused me to have a
that he was so political, and that
as to engage in any type of manipu-
ent to further the ends of himself
been here during Lyndon Johnson's
o say that Johnson didn't do the

I could determine, as a matter of
id not do it to the degree that

up here with a certain political
isanship that caused me to deplore
e. That was far from any feeling
eached. But I think that I would

g had the notion from time to time
lly triumph, even if it was in
xpected way, without my consciously

ceive any threats during the end

nat by the biased handling of the
arly beginning, by both the minority
nail to be rather bitter and accusing
> instances and certainly demon-
standing by the American people of
what the duty of the House of

>wards the Constitution. And the

:he media against any proceedings
tcal far-fetched frightened approaches.
1s bitter, it wasn't threatening,
:atening politically, in that many

:ar vote for you again. Many people
sin." Many people called upon

said "It's just politics." Some
'Impeach the Congress," and

.ack of appreciation for the

‘or this procedure of impeachment.



JRM -

DFS -

DFS -

JRM -

DFS -~

DFS -

The threats received we
calls to my wife about

completely atrocious ac
whaose name should not g
our vote on the first a
Committee should be put
my Greenville office an
police protection. For
of the appropriate peop
perhaps a little steppe
perhaps resulted in my :
might otherwise have do:
guess the weekend after
revelations, I went to
reception, I guess, and
a lot of people didn't 1
cordial nevertheless.

During this time, what ¢
books and so forth, you
We asked several member:
Head of having an inforn
because in so many case:s
and take there.

My wife and I don't ope:
I would say that I insul
my mail, I didn't read i
in this period. "I start
then I abandoned that.
to answer it currently.
no one. Absolutely no o
when I would go home on
this period, there would
passed during the course
who had called, who .had
whatnot, but I received
walking down the hall.
part of my wife to influ
to do that.

- Do you think the media,

for example, that story
figure, that type of thi:

I don't recall having be:
until it was all over.

It was on the 27th of Ju.
Oh, that was after the d:

Yes.

-

not too direct, a couple of phone
\ going to blow his head off, the
n of the state Republican Chairman
own in history who said that, after
cle, that the House Judiciary
jail, enough threats to cause
er to collaborate on arranging
r to post by her telephone numbers
to call, FBI and local police, and
p survelliance at my house. It
going home on weekends when I
And yet, when ¥ did go home, I
e voting and before the Monday
aw public places, a wedding -
s very well received. Of course,
2 much to say, but they were

ar factors -- you talked about
1tioned your wife, for example.
1at they would think at Hilton
gathering of the members wives
lere seemed to be a very close give

» that way and she’ understands it.
:d myself from opinions, including
1xcept accidental situvations here
out reading it a good bit, but
lidn't read it in depth but tried
\d I discussed it with absolutely
Not even my wife. Of course
kends, as I did during most of
ivitably be two or three sentences
" the weekend, maybe in the kitchen
e this, what they were saying or
t information just like I would have
now that there was no effort on the
e me. She never really has tried

n unconsciously, influenced you,
the New York Times on you as a key

targeted by anybody as a key figure

nad been cast.
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No, I was not aware of
particular role that I
because I maintained i
just as constantly, I
as one of those who wo
would not discuss it.

Did you read the Times,
No.

What information or evi
most conwvincing during

The oral testimony was
Dean and Kalmbach, and
in their obvious lack o©

Since we're putting the
only real source, I gue
so far so I'd just like
said, "Mann considers t
for him when the Commit
witnesses to put flesh

The testimony of Butter
overall Presidential re
"This question of accou
stay behind closed door:
of the responsibility £«

He guotes me from a stai
was interviewed by him v
is true. Of course, no:
looked at the forest, we
mony was presented. The
pull it together later,

kind of emphasized the n
the lives that had been

remorse. The testimony

£ill in the gaps, just k
Then when John Doar made
hand together. It was d
say that the solution wa

Do you think a clear and
without the tapes?

No.
That the tapes were esse
I do.

What was your feeling wh
and first heard one of t!

10 -

\y outside identification of any

s playing. Although I was aware,

‘0 constantly and was bombarded

- aware that I was being.identified
not reveal how I was thinking and

or example, or Newsweek, constantly?

nce did you consider most helpful or
e inguiry? :

most convincing and that's Johnm
or two others who were convincing
candidness. -

w W

3cord together for the members the
you might say, is Theodore White

» quote what he said about you, he

: .the issue had become constitutional
* in early July had called live

| voice to the documentary evidence.
:1d had moved into the thought of
msibility?! Then he quotes you,

bility, to what extent can a President

run this country, and wash his hands
the action of his men?

ent at the hearing, because I never
h connection with the book. This
of us had really stood off and

aw all these little trees as testi-
resentation of John Doar tended to
t it was the oral testimony that
strasity of the whole thing. And
ined or damaged without any apparent
nded to complete the picture and

i of all made it hang together.

is presentation, it really did

ing that period that I began to
inescapable.

»nvincing case could have been made

you actu:”ly sat in
White House tapes?

the hearing room
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My recollection at this
with the revelations th
Rodino maybe, or someon
tapes, talking about ho
have been used, or reve
indicate how convincing
that impression, except
I don't recall what the
don't remember being im;
The expression, the ton
didn't come as any real

Do you recall what your
likeral members of the |
Committee was? Did thaf
and Summer with your si:

No, a great tolerance,
Nobody was trying to cor
basis of anything. Ever
there was several of the
and were showed, were gc
them tried to impose the
moving apart because the
I might very well end ur
There was not any indicse
to take a hard stand. 1
fellowship and respect k
confronted with this dif
together, more than usua
in that respect without
differences.

How did you at the momen
Rodino was quoted in the
is going to be a unanimo

That's when somebody who
saying that he made that
of the people who visite
they made a report to a

~ great surprise to me bec

any such statement, that
it, because he, I guess,
knew that he couldn't qu
irreparably. As far as
orchestrating a successf
his interest and I don't
he issued carried some c:
it substantially. I did:
substantially.. I didn't
guess he made an explana:
recall the event.

ment is that I wasn't overly impressed
I got from the tapes. I had overheard
1se, who had previewed some of the
‘evealing, the word shocking might

ng was used in such a manner to

- was of culpability. I didn't form

ry slowly as the tapes were presented.
rst two or three tapes were but I

ssed by the first tapes .that I heard.
the things that were unsaid and whatnoi
e-openar to me, I don't think.

lationship with the more, perhaps
ocratic group in .the Judiciary
hange noticably during the Spring
ce about impeachment or vice versa?

hought, existed during that time.
nce anybody else on a personal
hough I, in my own mind, knew that
that no matter what they looked at
3 to vote for impeachment. None of
ideas on me. Nor was there any
<new that I was unconvinced, that
2ing a defender of the President.
>n that anybody resented my failure
anything, there was an increased

2d upon the fact that we were

rult task and we were thrown closer
so it was a coming closer together
ring apart because of ideological

'xplain on the 28th of June when
)S Angeles Times as saying there
Democratic vote?

.sited his office was quoted as
:atement. - It turned out that one
he office was a reporter or else
orter. Well, it came as a very
e he knew he had no basis to make
why he protested so loudly about
s afraid that those of us whom he
. that way might resent it
uming his interest was in
impeachment, I don't say that was
y that it wasn't. The denial that
ibility to me, so I didn't resent
like it but I didn't resent it
labor the point with anyone. I
n to the Committee, but I don't
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Yes, and on the Floor, t
the defense counsels, St

Of course, I was a great
him the objectivity of a
the same way. I viewed .
lawyer who was seeking t.
of his obvious agreement
matters, matters more le
to conceed to the logica
qguibble for partisan rea
appreciated that trait .i:
Republicans appreciated

stem the tide that event
Garrison and had no deal.
dealings with him throug
even heard him, had no m
argument. Then I was imj
of what he had on rather

- course of the hearings a:

matters and whatnot, Gar:
opinion, he was usually
reason in support of the
when as I indicated it w:
only one that could have
a good argument, but it x
doesn't endear me to a I«
all he's got, I guess it
did it to satisfy the rec
who were willing to allos
impeachment process, and

There were several who be
Democrats were acting cot
to do the same thing on 1}
distressing to me from bc
that partisan from eithe:
So he was responding to {
that he gave as we went :
present the best argument
he did a creditable job i
good matter. So, now as
again in his questioning
interested in trying to i
diction and willing to le
impression. Now, that's
courtroom; but in my judc
in this proceeding. It ¢
as his technical qualific
higher duty which a lawye
credentials.

How did you evaluate the work of
‘lair, Garrison, Jenner?

mirer of Jenner, because I saw in
‘eat lawyer. Now, I view John Doar
1, not as an advocate, but as a great
truth. So I thought Jenner, because
th Doar on certain procedural
. than factual, I saw a willingness
nswer rather than knit-pick or
S or just to be difficult, and I
im as I'm sure several of the

even though they were hard put to
ly swept him out. I did not know
's with him and didn't have any
t the entire proceedings and never
ure of his ability until his final
ssed by the way he made the best

ort notice. But throughout the
he opinions were asked on procedural
on was called upon ti give an
present some technical or tenuous
posite position, very adroitly even
very ‘tenuous, he seemed to find the
en made in most cases. It was not

a technical argument and that
of it particularly. If that's

s his job to present it. So, he
rements of those of the minority
ny technicality to defeat the
ere were several. .

eved rightly or wrongly that the
iratorily and it was their duty

alf of the President. It was
standpoints. That anybody can be
ide. But it was there. That's that.
t motivation in the various opinions
ng. In the final analysis he had to
hat he could, I guess, and I thought
marshalling the facts in a technically
r as St. Clair is concerned, St. Clair
s the supreme advocate only

ntify some weak link or contra-
stand what he knew was the wrong

1 right in an advocate in the

nt it doesn't do credit to a lawyer
s credit to him as a lawyer as far
ions are concerned, but not to that
holds out in a matter of his
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Another member of the Co
as a lawyer say that thi
Ford had brought his 1lif:
preceeding fall, Nixon b
was enough to jaundice t

That's too much of an ow
either Nixon or the proc
send a lawyer rather tha
attitude that he had, he
would hope that the syst
that it did to conceal o:
that happened with Nixon.
of the man and the way he
to realize why he thought

What was your reaction tx

Well, I didn't like the |
subscribe to the idea th:
or calculated. I caught
thing or nodding my head
That, I was afraid, was ¢
sorry for the reporter, t
to go on and not thinkinc
real secret nature anyhow
thesae public facts behinc
sin to let it be known tl
known facts behind closec
from the partisan standpc
doing occurred in retalic
far as the culpability is
it rather than give some
these leaks could have be
things. 1I. just educated

Now that we've considered
last hour of the preceedi
29th of July and you reca
first vote on the first i

Well, I don't rightly knc
come back to the office a
because I was meeting the
people on article two. I
but I can be rather calm
and once I made that deci
indicated that my process
the two weeks or so befor
last, until I voted what
to anybody, including mys
have prevented me from vo
been developments, I don'
caused me to vote the oth

tion phrased it this way; would you
.5 an overstatement:
0 the Judiciary Committee the

ght his lawyers, and that alone

. That whereas

case.

tatement. I find no criticism of
re by the fact that he chose to
oming himself. Given the mental
ose not to be more candid. I
would not operate to the degree

o fail to account to the degree
We have to understand the nature
ad been operating for those years
verybody was his enemy.

he lealks?

t that:leaks occurred.but I don't
they were in most cases deliberate
self on one occasion saying some--
en a reporter asked me a question.
eak.- And, yet, I was just feeling
ing to give him a little something
f what ‘I had revealed was of any

And the fact that we were considering

losed doors didn't make it a great
we were considering these already
sors.  So, I think it was overplayed
t and that »>re deliberate wrong-

on of non-deliberate leaking. As
sncerned, that's where I would put
adence to the idea that. some of

good faith, sort of, accidential
2sses in some cases.

week ago, the week itself and the
months, let's switch now to the
:ulate your own feelings after that
rachment article?

since I guess all that I did was
call my wife and then go to bed

:xt morning to work with some

on't think that I'm without emotion
i hard and cool, when I need to be
on and, of course, even though I've
! decision really occurred during
:he vote, I reserved until the very
1ight do. I had made no commitments
*, nor in my opening talk that would
\g either way. And there could have
:now what kind, that might have

way, but the compelling weight of
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the impeachability of t!
that vote. Well, after
what I did or how I felt
grimness that I felt whe
I certainly didn't go ar
my office alone and gues
sure of that. So I'm af
outstanding features on
I don't recall because 1
morning and able to proc

You have already, I'm st
but just for the record
were you as a lawyer sat
defensible?

Yes, indeed. I thought
my experience with crimi
them. I think any more
and I thought that the d
enough to put the defend
with, particularly given
for the presentation of
based. Plus the argumen
Committee itself. So, I
the articles were approp
That's pretty strong. T
simplification or more 4

Did you give any thought
Senate?

I gave substantial thoug
mentioned. It was menti
Republican in my distric
remember precisely how,

that point was defensibl
proceed further and be a
tolerable in my district
others to be the cutting
that trial in the matter
my brother who is a lawy

“that the historical oppo:

mental and -- let's use

would make. He knows my
is concerned, as seeking
advocacy. It was just a:
passed up -- that was hi:
would have been solely b«
duty. I'll go further a
when one looks around the
the people who portray tl
prejudiced image, you ge-
it perhaps would have bes

conduct was such to drive me into
> vote, I don't remember specifically
I'm sure I felt the continuing
[ voted. I didn't go partying and
jet drunk; I merely faded back to
:hat I called my wife; I'm not even
id that I don't really recall any’

If I had any difficulty sleeping,
> recall that I was fir the next
i with the work.

, have answered this in substance,
in anticipation of a Senate trial,
ied with articles one and two as

-

'y were quite adequate based upon

. indictments, as I have prepared
:ail would have been inappropriate
til that was there was certainly

. on notice as to what he was charged
ile facts that his lawyer was present
v testimony upon which they were

on the facts made by the Judiciary
\d no question in my mind at all that
ite. I thought they were well-balanced.
. you move in either direction,

.iled, would have been wrong.

» possibly being a manager in the

to it because my name started being
d in the press. 1I'll say the leading
ommunicated with me, I don't '
icating that what I had done to
r understandable, but that to
osecutor would probably not be
I guess I got similar advice from
ge or to take a leading role in
th only one person in that way,
in Greenville. His comment was
nity, from the legal and govern-
word statesman--my contribution
w-key manner as far as prosecution
ter the truth and not too much
pportunity that could not be
pinion. I, if I had accepted, it
use I thought it was an inescapable
be completely candid and say that
ouse Judiciary Committee and picks
moderate nonpersecutorial, non-
own to very few. From that standpoint,
my conclusion that I had to do it
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A,

because I did have that
“You know just as a kind
Father Drinan and Liz H
that job and it wouldn':
Sarbanes, Mann, Hungate
So that is the kind of
confronted with.

A broader question -- D¢
beneficial results for ¢
that phrase several time
impeachment procedure?

I don't think that there
pluses are so tremendous
have difficulty finding

But the pluses are so er
concept of the American

their understanding of w
remains unclear. I'll L
when I say the system I'
the American people gove
talking quite so much ak
exeuctive and Congress,

The fixation that the Am
the Presidency, you know
like this, had gotten so
it. The electronic thro
tell the people what he

benefit that the media g
handled the news. After
for them to get the news
with one voice and it wa
into law a bill that he
so he gets all the credi
something, the President
Congress should get cred
many cases because it is
authorized. So the edit:
write your Congressman,

for love in Michigan. A
money for research and e«
the way the Executive br:
So unintentionally the p:
alledgedly of Richard Ni:
overriding Presidential i
still persists is demonst
felt free to get on the t
presenting his energy pr¢
getting around to and the
are only one and a parti:
yet, it was so important
statement 10 days later,
lacking six days after te¢

:age. There weren't many that d4did.
" ridiculous example, but you put
zman and Don Edwards over there in
ome out the same as if you put
lowers, and Railsback, let's say.
uation that we would have been

ou think that there are some _
system of government, you used
that did accrue from the whole

s any question about it -- that thea

hen compared to the minuses. I would

y minuses. The pluses are so great.

neral they are disipating fast. The

>ple of the system, by that I mean

- representative government is,

a little bit selfish and prejudiced

>rimarily talking about is the way
through representatives. I'm not

: the struggle for power between the

: to a degree I am talking about that.

lcan people have come to have on
hate to make an extreme statement

id and many things contributed to
that he could mount at any time and

ited them to hear. The nonintended

» to the office by the way they

.1, the white House made it easy

hey laid it out to them and spoke

ore news that the President signed

}osed while it was before the Congress,
And when the bureaucracy does

ts the credit. Actually, the

for what the bureaucracy does in

rsuant to programs that we've

al writer or the columnist says

y've appropriated money that went
low and behold, we appropriated
ation or something and because of

h handles that money we get the flak.
s, in spite of their dislike

, furthered the cause of this wrong

er. The fact that that fixation

ted by the fact that Jerry Ford

e to make statements after

am on which we'd been a 100 years
olutions are many and his solutions
one as anybody would admit. And,
at he felt he could issue a public
ving taken of course six months

ng office to make that proposal.
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. purse.

And accuse the Congress
and of course he knew be
the public perception of
conspiritorial instituti
from doing something, wl
that they agree with hin

The second lesson is the
withstand these kinds of
sable is a lesson that w
if the man that is in tL
the people's representat
function. So I perceive
education in this countr
mechanism,the bar associ
or whoever. So, I think
to be as practically eff
that the leadership in C
large part of the blame,
some new.innovative 20th
Congress, they merely ma
that because we overrode
early period after the i
reasserted itself. That
Congress is not reassert
have reacted any differe
in but we are allowing o
traditional methods of 1
of this government has g
legislating in the dark

verifiable nature are co
information by the Execu
of information by the Le
reaction to the budget w
was before Watergate, an
self-policing mechanism,
is that at least the Con
income estimates now. T
accept the Executive's i
the expenditure estimate
income estimates, and th
a look at the programs a
As I indicated i
don't believe the strong
could substantially chan
is now operating. I thi
be said that Congress ha
to do its job. That mea
its procedures with refe
proper use is made of it
and regularizing I mean

information and not leav
the system, committee ch
to determine whether or

When we do that, then we

being a do-nothing Congress as if,

:r, that he was taking advantage of

1at the Congress is that monolithic

that is going to keep our President
it so happens he agrees with or

ar system is strong enough to

tings. And that no man is indispen-

. last but it's not so important

: can exercise such great power that-

1s are in essence deprived of their
need for continuing citizenship '

)y some organization or some

.on or the League of Women's: Voters

le lessons of Watergate are not going

:ive as they should be and I think

rress bears some of the blame, a

cause instead of responding with

mntury capability changes in the
political statements and asserted

couple of vetos there during that

rachment that the Congress had

£ course, if poppycock. The

r itself. It probably wouldn't .

Yy if Richard Nixon had still been

:elves to continue in the old

.slating when the complexity

.en to be so great that we are

far as information and facts of a

rned. With the withholding of

‘e branch and the lack of developing
lative branch. The knee-jerk

h we have done something about

11l be helpful. Although it is a

e of the helpful features of it

ss 1s going to take a look at

' never used to do that; they would .

me estimates, and merely nit-pick
So, if we take a look at the

if we develop a capability to take
then we can exercise the power of
just a lack of bold moves. I

adership of Rayburn or anyone else
the handicaps under which Congress
if it could be summed up, it could

ot equipped itself with information
institutionalizing and regularizing
ce to that information so that the

When I use the terms institutionalizinc

t we have a system to make use of that

t to the whim of some individual in

man, subcommittee chairman or whatnot
that information is to be used.

n handle our job.
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I'd 1like to go back to ¢
one. Some members in tt
feeling as they were sit
members were acting for
that they had been prep:
Did you get that impress

No, I'm not aware that ¢
seen a replay; I can't =«
the voting, in a haphaze
I never really studied ¢
judgment, but of what T

Do you think future gene
of an impeachable offens

Yes, I do. I think that
scholars and by civics t
the 0ld idea of an indic
put to rest. There will
it was a partisan or pol
precedent is not binding
come out that it is a me

It's been said that the
work, do you accept this

As a matter .of fact, Jer
night on TV, and one of
staff didn't do any orig

I heard that he engaged
didn't see it. To a deg
gathering of existing in
was virtually nil from w
of any new information.
witnesses and the record
of those statements or g
explanation for that is
such .a marvelous investi
much new ground to be pl
probably did spend a wor
the Ervin Committee and

"or different. So, it's :

independent information,
the Ervin Committee had

Had you paid much attent
attention to the Ervin C

Very little. When I say
watch the replays on TV.
time to time and glanced
little but no more than f
up here.

guick point on the vote on article
interviews so far have expressed the
1g there, several of the other

» cameras when they were voting,

1g themselves for quite a while.
1?

ody did that. Of course, I haven't
that, I guess I did see a replay of
manner over the next week or two.
'play, so, that I could make a

| see, I formed no such impression.

:ions now have a clearer definition

i handling of it by constitutional
'hers and the like will be such that
le offense will be substantially

;. some who will still contend that
cal matter and, therefore, the
ut I think in most cases it will
ngful precedent.

uiry staff did very little original
just criticism?

Zeifman was interviewed just the -other
things he said was that the Doar
1 work.

some sour grapes subsegquently. I
he's right. It was a collating and
mation and the investigative effort
I could determine and the developing
ey did a lot of interviewing of
owever, did not reflect too many

es from those statements butthe

t the Ervin Committee had done

ive job, that they didn't leave

d or that could be reached. They

of time in duplicating effort of

e up with very little that was new
that they didn't try to develop

t they were handicapped in that

2ady plowed the ground.

or perhaps a great deal of
ittee the previous summer?

ry little, I didn't stay up and

just caught 'snatches of it from

the news stories. I won't:say very
typical citizen, even though I was
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The pragmatic aftermath
your role in the impeact

Well, I think it resulte
margin. First, because
impeachment proceedings
level that had not subsi
may have been very reasc
very wild guess to say t
it. One clue is I thinl
Political Department of
and I paid for the exper
with the older people w:

" that to my failure to su

my historical image in t
would have enabled me tc¢
and wonder about the yot
based upon the Nixon iss
communities of older pec
this radicalization of t
perceived it. So, I fee
of the vote on account ¢
increment because of cor
South Carolina, which csc
Republican and resulted
Governor in South Caroli
good vote, 62.9%. But 1
many, many people who mi
unimpressed, or routine
proud and very enthusias
good representation and
vehemence but with normsz

To go back to a point yc
Congress and informatior
the impeachment inquiry=:
would assemble the infor
he then decided what wer
to the Committee.

I don't consider that tkh
situation of a lawyer or
thought was the most locg
convincing manner. That
investigative effort to
as they might do in the
There was no adversary a
the Committee or between
John Doar and the Presid
adversary position betwe
it shouldn't be that way
intend that when they de
of powers. They thought
not creating confrontati

astion: What effect do you think
1t hearings had on your reelection?

in a slight slipage in my reelection
the proximity of the vote to the
1 the resignation and the emotion
1 in the minds of what otherwise
>le people. It would be mainly a
vhat extent I thought it affected
little poll I had taken by the
rman University as a student project
5. They found that my ratlng
soor and I certainly don't attrlbute_
>rt programs for the elderly, or '
community, on the contrary, that
> able to count on the old people
people. I consider that purely
., You know that basically the
2 couldn't reconcile themselves to
procedure as they might have
:hat I lost as much as 5 or 6%
:hat issue. I lost another smali.
sion of the governor's race in
:d some people to vote straight
the election of a Republican

In spite of that, I got a
:ant to add also that there were
: have otherwise been lukewarm or
porters of mind who became very
:.and convinced that they had ‘
they voted with a little bit more
iumbers. (LAUGHTER) )

1ade a little while ago, concerning
lidn't we almost have that case with
‘n other words, the inquiry staff
:ion, it would go to John Doar and
:0 the Committee and when it went

;ame situation; that's purely a
1izing the evidence in what he.

11 or perhaps even pursuasive or

i or would be a part of any

't the wheat from the chaff and not
‘eau -~ select the chaff. (LAUGHTER)
)ysphere as between John Doar and
»hn Doar and the truth or between
:, per se. There is almost no

the Executive and the Congress,
Our founding fathers didn't

sed the principle of separation

ley were dividing up the duties,

i. So the adversary approaches
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which of course the tw
adversary atmosphere.

Now, by May 1975, which

- over, you made the dec

Coalition. What were

have made you be a 1lit
say, than your willing
in the time that affec

I don't think.so. I h
or even detailed inter
had one previous somew.
months ago by somsbody
good there, and it's q
and make it available :
of this interview. Thi
the names who had done
this -- on the impeach:
and all through the px¢
who I knew were workinc
tance it was in giving
before some other vers:

Is it practically polit
would have been to do t
year?

- -

No, I don't think so.

One of the questions ar
and I missed it, to go
of the whole impeachmer
assessment of that trea

Yes, I was generally sa
the major newspapers, t
Los Angeles Times, and
comparison of the absol
received among what I w
sophisticated newspaper
newspapers, the papers
Washington connection,
tional parts and the pa

-promote their political

certainly in my part of
in the failure to repor
report objectively on s
for example. But in sp
was disillusioned, bitt

weren't devoting more s
on the process as it we

assumed that the reader

Constitution and the sy

arty system is indicative to that
t it is not the same.

10 months after the whole affair is
on to tape your recollections of the
e of the factors that possibly would
more reluctant last October, let's
s now in May? Was there any difference
your willingness?

.never failed to respond to inquiries
#s with reference to the matter. I
‘detailed oral interview a couple of
sm ¥Yale. I was clipping along pretty
2 possible that I can get that tape
supplemental or comparison purposes
were some people and I won't name
jood bit of background work on

= procedure -- before the proceedings
sxdings, and beyond the proceedings,

1 books and if I displayed any reluc-
am the fruits of their endeavors
interferred.

1lly safer now to do this than it
3 in October or November of last

i@ may have already answered this
'k to the treatment of the press
'roup, can you give just your
nt?

fied with the treatment of it, by
New York Times, the Washington Post,
St. Louis Dispatch. But only in
ly deplorable treatment that was
d describe generally as less
hroughout the country. The local
t didn't maintain an adequate
their picking up on the sensa-
san parts and the parts that would
ew which was basically I think
e country pro-Nixon. Now that's
actual developments and failure to
of the disputed procedural matters,
of that comparison, basically I
vy disappointed that all papers
2 and attention, to an explanation
along. And you know these reporters
aw as much as they did about the
n and the House of Representatives
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and an investigative con
sort. So that rather tt
and judicial objectivity
as a partisan political e
when all they had to do
little information about
and what this was based
how the Committee was se
happened on other cases
the bigger papers did it
it adequately. They mad
good news about how the
was functioning. So tha
and it's printed in my 1
Bar Associati - to condu
this sort of civics and

Mr. Mann we are very gra

Not at all and I'll try
activity in two or three

ttee proceeding and things of- that’
having a strong constitutional

5> it, the proceedings were painted
rcise. That was the way it came out.
s in each story, temper it with a

ow this fit in the overall picture
>n and how it was appropriate and

ing to do these things and what had
i the like. But no paper did that;
whole lot better, but no paper did
oad news out of it. There was no
stem was designed and about how it
caused me on at least one occasion,
al paper, to call upon the American
‘dnterview programs and to provide- -
astitutional education.

ful for your patience and time.

restructure a little bit of my
reas.
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