THE ﬂ;mmmzna...uz POST, TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 21,

.\w..m.mﬁm Kraft

". Had Bob Haldeman chosen to write a
serious book about Richard Nixon he.
could have made a contribution to his-
tory. Instead he decided to go for a
socko revelation.

+.He then apparently drew back before
the legal implications. The upshot is a
tawdry . business for everybody in-
yolved.

+ Despite the niagara of material writ-
ten and spoken by and about Nixon,
large historic questions remain. How
was it possible for someone so ill at ease
with people to rise so far in American
politics, and to serve as president?

™ 'What is the connection between Nix-
on's often foolish comments and his
capacity to. make some considerable
decisions in both domestic politics
and foreign affairs? How did it happen
that the man who came on to Arthur
Burns and Henry Kissinger as highly
analytical, could bhe a blasphemous
erook in his dealings with many other
w.mo.u_mq .

- Haldeman was in good position to an-
Swer at least some of those questions.
He saw Nixon plain. He reinforces with
: new material the now widespread im-
pression that Nixon tired easily, had a
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foul temper and often concentrated on
details while ignering major matters.

But no picture of the whole man is
painted. Instead, Haldeman falls back
on the wholly inadequate views, previ-
ously advanced in other books, ahout
the good Nixon and the bad Nixon, the
light side and the dark side. -

Failing deep psychological insight,
Haldeman could fail back on a store of
detailed information, important be
cause it came from him. In one episode
that I know particularly well, the bug-
ging of my home in Georgetown and
my hotel room in Paris, Haldeman con-
firms some suspicions that were never
proved.

He says that Nixon personally or-
dered the bugging in each case.He says
that those buggings were the first crim-
inal actions undertaken by Nixon as
president. He intimates that-the pur-
Ppose of the bugging was to get informa-
tion on what Henry Kissinger was say-
ing about Nixon to outsiders. Indi-
rectly, in other words, he places at the
root of all the White House horrors
Nixon's neurotic suspicions.

But Haldeman affects to go way
beyond all allegation and intimation. A
good example is what has been billed as

the “true story” of the missing 18%
minutes on the tape of Haldeman’s

meeting with Nixon on the first White '

House work day after the Watergate
burglary. In discussing the 18%
minutes Haldeman purports to have
Nixon confessing that he had another
White House aide, Charles Colson, ar-
range the burglary through the former
CIA employe, Howard Hunt, in order to
get some dirt on the Democratic na-
tional chairman, Lawrence O'Brien,
and the late industrialist Howard
Hughes. ’

The book attributes to Nixon the fol-
lowing comment: “T was on Colson’s tail
for months to nail Larry O'Brien on the
Hughes deal. Colson told me he was
going to get the information I wanted
one way or the other. And that was
O'Brien's office they were ‘bugging,
wasn't it? And who’s behind it? Col-
son's boy, Hunt? Christ.”

But Haldeman had previously testi-
fled under oath that he had no knowl-
edge of what was on the missing sec-
tion of tape. He could not make the
above accusation directly without fac-
ing a perjury rap, Instead he says that
the comment attributed to Nixon dur-
ing the 18% minutes was “reconstrue-

.So the Haldeman book brings no con-
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tion"—"“the way the conversation
might have gone.”

Similar evasions characterize his ac-
counts of a great many other matters,

clusive evidence to bear on such ques-
tions as whether Nixon knew of the
burglary in advance, or approved the
coverup.

In advance briefings for publicity
purposes, however, Haldeman's pub- !
lishers claimed that the book answered !
those questions decisively and also
threw new material on such matters as
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the role of the Central Intelligence
Agency and the identity of the White
House leak known as “Deep Throat.” In
fact, the book did not give useful infor-
mation on those matters. But from the
bogus claims it was only one step to the
corridors of gossip and then a jump to a
break of the publication date.

In retrospect, everybody involved
ought to have at least a red face. Alsoa
strong sense that those of us in the
press and television are all going to
have to be more responsible if we ex-
pect to earn public respect and con-
tinue to enjoy the special privileges of
the First Amendment.
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