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Coﬁﬂderihg Lho remarkable success

nf*‘ﬁht,-Senate Watergate investigating
1 e .in developing unexpected

TCE, ag ~the administration, it
sgurprising that. the” President
end this ‘broad congressional
in favol of‘h more :.'estl:

ﬁmxona latest Watergate re-

4 national effort to generate

d,

t;m White House has been pro--

suppo “‘for the new presidential .

theme:,“The time has come to turn

‘Watergate over to the courts . . The

time' has come for the rest of us ‘to get

on w‘ith the urgent business of our na-
ons

Even Mr. Nixen's daughters have

0 ‘out spreading:the word. Since the

e has a certain superficial plausibil-
iy, it may exclte some public backing

d may even soften up one or two

embers of the committee headed by
Sen, Sam Ervin (D.-N.C.), who are ei-
ther agalnst the investigation for parti-
san repsons or who come from Nixon
strongholds.

Despite” this, there is little or no
chance of sidetracking the hearings,
especially now that the polls taken af-
ter the | President’s speech show so
much confidence.in the Ervin commit-
tee and so little confidence in what
Mr. Nixon has said.

The courts, of course, do have an im-
portant prosecutorial role to play in the

Watergate drama, but it is no. substi-

tute for the much broader responsibil-
ity of the Senate committee to explore
-all aspects of this attack on constitu-
tiohal government, to educate the pub-
Tic on its' significance and, finally, to
recommend legislation which will pro-
tect America against another Water-
gate,

.* The mission of the Ervin committee
*is far from completed. Indeed, the sec-
‘dnd and third phases of the investiga-
tion, as “originally planned, may con-
fribute more to the commweal in the
long run-than the sensational testi-
mony of the recenuy ended first
jghue

-1 The hearings to ‘come are to deal
.with {1) the so-called “dirty tricks” op-
‘erations, some of which may not be

' “within reach of the courts because, al-

+#hough sordid, they are not necessarily
fliegal, and (2) the buying and selling
#f the . government through hidden
cimpaign funds, some of which may
also be beyond I.he,.law.

Special. Watergate prect.ttor_éAr‘c‘lg.i-
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bald Cox, if he is not interfered with,
can be uunnted on to indiet and, prose-
cute vigorously the principal malefac-
torsin the Watergate seandal, but, in

" conversatio

rspective, it; won't matter greatly

Mhether''the’ de!en&mW—get “long or
ort. gentences, or even if they get

bation ' or suspended

Ehe?resident would be luppy to see
g turned over to the courts

vezjy ‘properly, the courts are con-
d to the narrow focus of the counts
w.h_nuver indictments are returned.
+:Nixon then would not have to
“over the kind of wideranging

‘but: :.'elevant explomtlana that prod-

uced the - 'bomb'sheliiia't'" the Senate’

hearings.

", Probably fhe mnst damaging devel

opment of the ‘hearings is the almost

. accidental discovery that the President
. had bugged his own offices, which
. meant there were tapes of his critical -
with his assistant, John !

Dean. The President's refusal to'make
the tapes public has now becnme the

_crux of the case. i

It is highly unlikely thst tha tapm
would ever have come to light through
an ordinary criminal inveatigation or |
trlal. Like & number of similar commit-
tee discoveries, the tapes were uncov-.

- ered because the committee has such a

broad mandate that it can probe with-
out m.mbltlon, and this it has patiently,
sometimes imaginatively, dnne to great
effect. |

Mr. Nixon'a insinuation that ‘Con-
gress is neglecting the natim'r.si busi-

X

3 ness because of the Watergate hear. |
,ings is without foundation. Millions of |
“ television viewers can testify that the |

_hearings were recessed

5

countless times |
while the senators went to the floor to |
vote on important . bills. During the |
course of the’ hoarlngs there were 228
roll-call votes in the Senate and 216 in |
thg House—a fast pace by any stand-
ard. hef e

The public reaction is reflected in |
the latest Gallup Poll ‘which shows a
high rating for all members of the Er- |
vin committee, ranging from 69 per |
‘~cent to-84 per cent “favorable.” John |
Gardner, president of Common Cause,
~seemed to be speaking for the great

- majority when in calling for continua-

- tion of ‘the'hearings he said, “The

. greatest political scandal in our his

tory with a missing last chapter is un-
‘thinkable, The American people would

'. ‘never stand for it.”
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Tom Braden

Where Is the Na

John Gardner remarked the other
day that one of the post-Watergate
problems was the problem of staying

angry enough to do something about :

it. It 1z a useful reminder, No major
reform in our history has ever been ac-
complished without anger.

Our own revolution, for example, be-
gan with the angry cry, “No taxation
without representation,” and much of
the Declaration of Independence is an
angry, sweeping accusation of the
king.

During the Jacksonian era hundreds
of thousands of angry Westerners de-
moeratized the federal system.

Slavery was put down in' anger.
“Trampling out the vintage where the
grapes of wrath are stored” pretty well
summed how most Northerners felt
about the issue, no matter what schol-
ars say about the economic causes of

ashamed at our own lack of vigilance
and inclined, therefore, to go along
with the President and let the thing go
{o the courts, where the President
can’t be asked any more questions
which might further embarrass him—
and us? v
Maybe it’s because ‘Watergate did
not frighten us enough. The system ex-
posed it, everybody is saying, and
that's true if you can call an alert
guard, a couple of good reporters and
a courageous newspaper publisher a
“gystem.” Do such fortuitious circum-
stances really prove that it can't hap-
pen here? g e
One mere possibility—maybe a lot of
Americans secretly admire tricks and

' deceit by the powerful so long as they

consider themselves on the side of the
powerful. Mr. Nixon's argument that
violations of law by protesters during
the 1960s explain and even partially
excuse violations of law by representa-
tives of his “new majority” during the
1970s has a faintly familiar ring. Re-
member the Nazi argument that viola-
tions of the German constitution were

Dot Th177

“You get the impression
that the people are not very
angry about Watergate.”

the Civil War. The reforms which fol-
lowed the Great Depression—Social
Security and insured savings accounts,
for example — were eminently logical
in themselves, but they might not have
been enacted without anger.
So it’s a useful weapon, societal an-
_ger. But if you read the newspaper edi-
torials, the letters to the editor and
the ted columnists, you get the
impression that the American people

tion’s Outrage?

are not very angry about the first sys-
tematie attempt in history to under-
mine their judicial process, defy the

constitutional powers of their Con-t

gress, trample on their First and’
Fourth amendments;-manipulate their
system to punish “enemies” and Te-
ward friends—in sum, to destroy their’
form of government.

One wonders why. Is it because, as
Gardner  suggests,
“frighteningly large” number of peo-
ple who don’t pay’ attention :to their
form of government and presumably
won't do 50 until some larger-than-life
H. R. Haldeman throws them in 'jail
for not being positively “loyal®? - e

Or is there an element of embarrass-
ment at work? Are Wwe somewhat

necessary because the Communists

had previously behaved so badly? ; -
1 don't know which of these. possible

explanations for our lack of ‘wrath

makes sense.

1t ‘seems to me that if

Americans any longer had much eapac-
ity for anger, the nation would have

risen in.one

loud jeer at Mr. Nixoh's

clinehing argument in his Aug. 15 tele-

vised speech: “If you want the man-
date you gave this administration to be

carried out—then I ask for your hélp
‘to ensure that those who would exploit
Watergate in order to keep us from
doing what we were elected to do will

L not succeed.”

“Exploit Watergate”? There he goes,
questioning everybody’s motives again.
What does he mean? That trying to
discover what his administration has
done to the country—and trying to dis-
cover it against every obstacle he ‘can

raise—is unv

and unfair? - -,

In Andrew Johnson’s day that re-

"e’mﬂtﬁn’.“

was summoned: before the House for
less than effrontery, and for a great
deal less than the high crimes Mr. Nix-
on’s men have committed. .
But nobody - gets mad any more.
What’'s matter with us? Are we tired,

or old?
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William S. White

Recovering From Watergate

President Nixon, as it seems to me, is
now beginning the slow climb back up
the hill, granting that he has got a
long way yet to go. He may indeed be
able to put Watergate behind him in a
pretty tolerable sense.

His California press conference was
in the most striking contrast to his ear-
lier speech to the country. on Water-
gate. The speech was surely one of his
less successful efforts — perhaps be-
cause it was not really so much a per-
sonal as a kind of corporate White House
effort — and was extraordinarily weak
upon what is, in fact, the President’s
strongest case in this whole affair.

This is his determination to keep
Presidential papers inviolate, unpopu-
lar though that course certainly is at
the moment. Here, no matter how
skeptics may regard his motives, he
has been and is defending the integrity
of constitutional government, specifi-

wu.a\ £ _h,.J. J...,J..,‘.

cally the indispensable separation of
pdwers.

It was, therefore,; disappointing that
the President's explanation of his re-
fusal to hand over those famous tapes
was mixed up with talk about the right
of privacy as between client and attor-
ney and, worse yet, as between peni-
tent and priest. Drawing analogies of
this kind blunts the one relevant point
which, of course, is that the whole in-
stitution of the presidency would be ir-
reparably weakened if a precedent
were sef that its confidential files were
to lie at the mercy of outside-inguisi-
tors. And still worse, such analogies
plainly connote guilt or, at best, the
possibility of guilt.

Penitents don't go to confession he-
cause they feel innocent; they go for
precisely the reverse reason. And
while it would not be fair to say that a
man does not retain a lawyer simply
because he is a guilty man, he surely

JuaBi2il
Balconies at the Water

W,

does not hire counsel unless he has a
lively notion that guilt is going to be
imputed.

So much, then, for the earlier
speech. San Clemente could hardly
have been more different — again per-
haps because it all camé out of the
President's personal hat and not out of

e White House speechmaking appa-

atus. There Mr. Nixon dodged no
ough guestion; responded with some
anger but with no lack of poise;
showed that while he damned well
didn’t like some things that were hap-
pening to him he was very far from be-
ing any case 6f combat fatigue.

A personal estimate such as this
one of mine is necessarily subjective
and admittedly comes from a man who
wants the President not to be guilty of
any real wrongdoing and who recoils
in horror from the very thought of see-
ing this country governed by a truly
crippled, executive ' for nearly . four
MOre years.

“Mr. Nixon’s - California
press conference was in the
most striking contrast to
his earlier speech to the

country on Watergate.”

Simply stating these facts as due the
reader, and making no sort of apology
for any of them, 1 finished hearing and
then carefully reading the San Cle-
mente transeript with strong doubt
that the President really did know in
any genuine sense of that Watergate
coverup. 1 never did, by the way, be-
lieve that he had any knowledge what-
ever of the idiocy of the break-in itself.

Most of all, perhaps, and without a
chemical trace of partisan feeling, I
felt relieved to see that the President,

_whether baddie or goodie for that mat-

ter, was well in charge of affairs and
in no sense some neurotic or whimper-
ing victim of the ghastly misfortunes
that have befallen him.

Perhaps, too, the whole episode
ought to make Mr. Nixon reappraise
his attitude toward press conferences,
This one surely did him nothing but
good—and, one suspects, the country
as well
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