
















































Ques. 39 

Ans. 

Ques. 40 

Ans. 

21 

Is it fair to fully pardon Nixon and then still expect an 

unconditional amnesty for draft evaders and deserters. 

These are different cases. The power of pardon relates to 

a question of precedent. The precedent of pardoning a former 
,r / 

President ; possible criminal act is substantially different 

from the precedent that is set by unconditionally giving amnesty 

to people who evade the draft or desert the military service. 

The precedent there, against the performance of duty or 

military service to your country would seriously undermine 

our defense establishment, whereas the number of times that 

a question of pardoning a former President'would be extremely 

limited insofar as precedent is concerned. 

Don't you feel the American people are entitled to know the 

contents of all the Nixon tapes and other documents. 

(ran off tape) 

' . 

' 



22 

Ques. 41 What is your opinion of recent legislation that would place the 

Nixon tapes and documents in the public domain. 

Ans. I don't know how I would answer that; I would have to look up 

the recent legislation. 

Ques. 42 President Nixon is said to have offered to return the partbl. 

Why did he do this, and what was your attitude. 

Ans. This is a conversation that occurred several weeks after the pardon. 

Ques. 43 

~ 
TIE manner in which the President referred to this I did not '.o(/Y/ 
interpret to be in a serious vein and I responded in kind. ~?'~ 

pb 
What part did the President's health play in the pardon. 

Ans. I believe the question is answered in the response I have given in ---
however, I am of the view that the failure to have given the pardon 

would have impacted adversely on his health and I am still of that view. 

Ques. 44 Were you ever approached by members of his family at any time in 

reference to a pardon, either before you became President or after. 

' 
Ans. No. I was not. I had a chance to talk with the President's family on 

several occasions but this was not a subject that was discussed. 



Ques. 45 

Ans. 

23 

In your press conference you made some reference to the fact 

that you would consider a pardon for President Nixon when the 

matter came before you. Didn't this imply some type of judicial 

or administrative procedure, and why did you ignore such procedure 

in moving in a unilateral way to grant the pardon. 

I did not mean to imply that I expected this to run the full judicial 

course before aeferre I would consider it. At the time, there was 

some question in my mind as to what my pardon authority was, 

particularly as to pre-indictment power. When it was clearly 

established that I did have such power, I decided to move 

expeditiously with granting the pardon. 

Ques. 46 Isn' tyour statement of lack of knowledge of pre-indictnlent authority 

to pardon wrong in light of your conversation withAl Haig on 

August 1 and with Jim St. Clair on August 2 . 

Ans. No it is not. In both discussions with them I did not receive clear 

answers in an authoritative way as to what powers I might have. 

At least, not to the extent that I did not want to carefully check it 

further. In fact, Al Haig is not a lawyer and his knowledge was 

based on what someone had told him. Jim St. Clair took himself 

out of the field by saying this was not an area of his particular 

interest and his knowledge likewi..se was based on an understanding 

of what others had told him. 

' 



Ques. 47 

Ans. 
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General Haig, or Mr. Buzhardt, is reported to have told 

someone you were given a handwritten memo setting out 

your pardon authority. Didn't this give you adequate infor

mation as to what your authority was. 

No, it did not. This was not a work product that indicated any 

substantial research or study and it was not represented to 

be that. It was a short, sketchy summary of the law. I did 

not give it thorough con-sideration because I did not follow 

through on the possible option with which it was associated. 

I did not read and study it with that much attention and even 

if I had, I did not think it was adequate enough to base a 

decision on of the type that I did make in reference to a former 

President. It was not a formal legal document or rief, and, 

consequently, it would not have been prudent to rely on it without 

further investigation. 

' 


