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The Unfinished Hearings 
.yr 

Considering the remarkable success 
ot-the. Senate Watergate investigating 
committee in developing unexpected 
evidence: against the administration, it 
is „not, stirpriiing that. the President 
wait te.. end this 'broad congressional 
dragnet 'in favor of'a . more restricted 
exert iSe in the courts. 	- 	,.; 

for Is it surprisihg that ihtie wake 
of Mr',  Nixon's latest Watergate re-
marks the White House has been pro-
moting-  a national effort to generate 
support 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 With the urgent business of our na- 

111;:.  Even Mr. Nixon's daughters have 
en out spreading the word. Since the 

ne has a certain superficial plausibil-
1 , it may excite 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 against the investigation for parti-
san reasons 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 
call, aspects of this attack on Constitu-
Atonal -gbiernment, to educate the pub-
lic 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-
dad And third phases of the Investiga-
tion, as -originally planned, may con-
tribute more to the commweal in the 
long run than the sensational testi-
mony of the recently ended first 
plume. 
-Z. The hearings to come are to deal 
.with (l) the so-called "dirty tricks" op-
-brations, some of which may not be 

' --6!-Ithin reach Of the courts because, al-
AhOugh sordid, they are not necessarily 

rfegal. and (2) the buying and selling 
 . the ,: government through hidden 

Campaign funds, some of which may 
also be beyond the, law. 

Special, Watergate prosecutor Archi. 
• 

uced the bombshells at the Senate 
hearings. 
. Probably the most 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 
conversations with his assistant, John 
Dean. The President's refusal to make 
the tapes public has now become the 
crux of the case. 

It is highly unlikely that the ,tapes 
would ever have come to light through 
an ordinary criminal investigation or 
trial.' Like a number of similar commit-
tee discoveries, the tapes were illICJIt-
ered because the committee has such a 
broad,mandate that it can probe with-
out inhibition, and this it has patiently, , 
sometimes imaginatively, done to great 
effect.. 

Mr. Nixon's insinuation that Con-
gress is neglecting the nation's busi- 

ness because of the Watergate hear-
ings is without foundation. Millions of 
television viewers can testify that the 
hearings were recessed countless times 
while the senators went to the floor to 
vote on important bills. During the 
course of the hearings there were 228 
roil-call votes in the Senate and 216 in 
the House—a fast pace by any stand-
ard. 

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 'Ter 
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." 

33 19'13. Los Lasolos 

bald Cox, if he Is not interfered With, 
can be. counted on to indict and prose-
cute vigorously the principal malefac-
tor's in time Watergate Scandal, but, in 
1 - rspective, it. won't matter greatly 

ether' 'the defendants--get long or 
ort„seutences, or even If they ,get 
baton or suspended sentences. 

hat matters for the hithre of the 
c tintry is total exposure of the whole 

as, and that can only be done by the 
ri committee. , 

"' The President would be happy to see 
Iverything turned over to the courts 
gor: very properly, the courts are con-
fined to the narrow focus of the counts 
jn whatever indictments are returned. 

r. •Nixon then would not have to 
Vorry over the kind of wide-ranging 
tut relevant explorations that prod- 
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Where Is the \ation's Outrage? 
(id ihal-7.7 
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 syndicated columnists, you get the 
impression that the American people 

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 is 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-
mocratized 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 

are not very angry about the first sys-

tematic attempt in history to under-

mine their judicial process, defy the 

constitutional powers of their Con.: 

gress, trample on their First and 

Fourth amendments,- manipulate their 

system to punish "enemies" and re-, 

ward friends—in sum, to destroy their 

form of government. 
One wonders why. Is it because, as 

Gardner suggests, there is a 

"frighteningly large" number of peo-

ple who don't pay attention •to their 

form of government and presumably 

won't do an until some larger-than-life 

H. R. Haldeman throws them in jail 

for not being positively "loyal"? 

Or is there an element of embarrass-

ment at work? Are we somewhat 

ashamed at our own lack of vigilance 

and inclined, therefore, to go along 

with the President and let the thing go 

to the courts, where the President 

can't be asked any more questions 
which might further embarrass him—
and us? 

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 
"system." Do such fortuitious circum-
stances really prove that it can't hap-

pen here? 
One more 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 1980s 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  

necessary because the Communists 
had previously behaved so badly? 

I don't know which of these possible 
explanations for our lack of enath 
makes sense. It seems to me that 11 

Americans any longer had much capac-
ity for anger, the nation would have 
risen in one loud jeer at Mr. Nixon's 
clinching 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 help 
to ensure that those who would exploit 
Watergate in order to keep us from 
doing what we were elected to do will 
not succeed." 

"Exploit Watergate"? There he goes, 
questioning everybody's motives agai n.  
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 unwarranted and unfair? - 

In Andrew Johnson's day that re-
mark would have been. called 
"effrontery." And Andrew Johnson 
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? 

0 19'73, Los Angeles Times 
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B
alcon

ies at th
e W

atergate 

1 

p
o
r 

R
ecovering F

rom
 W

atergate 
W

illiam
 S. W

hite 

"M
r. N

ix
o
n
's C

alifo
rn

ia 

press conference w
as in the 

m
ost striking contrast to 

his earlier speech to the 

country on W
atergate." 

P
resident N

ixon, as it seem
s to m

e, is 
now

 beginning the slow
 clim

b back up 
th

e
 h

ill, g
ra

n
tin

g
 th

a
t h

e
 h

a
s g

o
t a

 
long w

ay yet to go. H
e m

ay indeed be 
ab

le to
 p

u
t W

aterg
ate b

eh
in

d
 h

im
 in

 a 
pretty tolerable sense. 

H
is C

alifornia press conference w
as 

in the m
ost striking contrast to his ear-

lier sp
eech

 to
 th

e co
u
n
try

 o
n
 W

ater-
gate. T

he speech w
as surely one of his 

less su
ccessfu

l effo
rts —

 p
erh

ap
s b

e-
cau

se it w
as n

o
t really

 so
 m

u
ch

 a p
er-

sonal as a kind of corporate W
hite H

ouse 
effo

rt—
an

d
 w

as ex
trao

rd
in

arily
 w

eak
 

u
p
o
n
 w

h
at is, in

 fact, th
e P

resid
en

t's 
strongest case in this w

hole affair. 
T

h
is is h

is d
eterm

in
atio

n
 to

 k
eep

 
P

resid
en

tial p
ap

ers in
v

io
late, u

n
p

o
p

u
-

lar th
o
u
g
h
 th

at co
u
rse certain

ly
 is at 

th
e
 m

o
m

e
n

t. H
e
re

, n
o

 m
a
tte

r h
o

w
 

sk
ep

tics m
ay

 reg
ard

 h
is m

o
tiv

es, h
e 

has been and is defending the integrity 
o
f co

n
stitu

tio
n
al g

o
v
ern

m
en

t, sp
ecifi- 

cally
 th

e in
d
isp

en
sab

le sep
aratio

n
 o

f 
pow

ers. 
It w

as, therefore, disappointing that 
th

e P
resid

en
t's ex

p
lan

atio
n
 o

f h
is re-

fusal to hand over those fam
ous tapes 

w
as m

ixed up w
ith talk about the right 

of privacy as betw
een client and attor-

n
ey

 an
d
, w

o
rse y

et, as b
etw

een
 p

en
i-

ten
t an

d
 p

riest. D
raw

in
g
 an

alo
g
ies o

f 
this kind blunts the one relevant point 
w

hich, of course, is that the w
hole in-

stitution of the presidency w
ould be ir-

rep
arab

ly
 w

eak
en

ed
 if a p

reced
en

t 
w

ere set that its confidential files w
ere 

to
 lie at th

e m
ercy

 o
f o

u
tsid

e in
q

u
isi-

to
rs. A

n
d
 still w

o
rse, su

ch
 an

alo
g
ies 

p
lain

ly
 co

n
n
o
te g

u
ilt o

r, at b
est, th

e 
possibility of guilt. 

P
en

iten
ts d

o
n

't g
o

 to
 co

n
fessio

n
 b

e-
cau

se th
ey

 feel in
n

o
cen

t; th
ey

 g
o

 fo
r 

p
recisely

 th
e rev

erse reaso
n

. A
n

d
 

w
hile it w

ould not be fair to say that a 
m

an
 d

o
es n

o
t retain

 a law
y
er sim

p
ly

 
b
ecau

se h
e is a g

u
ilty

 m
an

, h
e su

rely
  

d
o

es n
o

t h
ire co

u
n

sel u
n

less h
e h

as a 
liv

ely
 n

o
tio

n
 th

at g
u
ilt is g

o
in

g
 to

 b
e 

im
puted. 
S

o
 m

u
c
h
, th

e
n
, fo

r th
e
 e

a
rlie

r 
sp

eech
. S

an
 C

lem
en

te co
u
ld

 h
ard

ly
 

have been m
ore different —

 again per-
h

ap
s b

ecau
se it all cam

e o
u

t o
f th

e 
P

resident's personal hat and not out of 
th

e W
h

ite H
o

u
se sp

eech
m

ak
in

g
 ap

p
a-

atu
s. T

h
ere M

r. N
ix

o
n

 d
o

d
g

ed
 n

o
 

o
u

g
h

 q
u

estio
n

; resp
o

n
d

ed
 w

ith
 so

m
e 

a
n
g
e
r b

u
t w

ith
 n

o
 la

c
k
 o

f p
o
ise

; 
sh

o
w

ed
 th

at w
h

ile h
e d

am
n

ed
 w

ell 
d
id

n
't lik

e so
m

e th
in

g
s th

at w
ere h

ap
-

pening to him
 he w

as very far from
 be-

ing any case O
f com

bat fatigue. 
A

 p
e
rso

n
a
l e

stim
a
te

 su
c
h
 a

s th
is 

o
n
e o

f m
in

e is n
ecessarily

 su
b
jectiv

e 
and adm

ittedly com
es from

 a m
an w

ho 
w

ants the P
resident not to be guilty of 

an
y
 real w

ro
n
g
d
o
in

g
 an

d
 w

h
o
 reco

ils 
in horror from

 the very thought of see-
in

g
 th

is co
u
n
try

 g
o
v
ern

ed
 b

y
 a tru

ly
 

c
rip

p
le

d
 e

x
e
c
u
tiv

e
 fo

r n
e
a
rly

 fo
u
r 

m
ore years. 

S
im

ply stating these facts as due the 
reader, and m

aking no sort of apology 
for any of them

,1 finished hearing and 
th

en
 carefu

lly
 read

in
g

 th
e S

an
 C

le- 
m

en
te tran

scrip
t w

ith
 stro

n
g
 d

o
u
b
t 

th
at th

e P
resid

en
t really

 d
id

 k
n

o
w

 in
 

an
y

 g
en

u
in

e sen
se o

f th
at W

aterg
ate 

co
v

eru
p

. I n
ev

er d
id

, b
y

 th
e w

ay
, b

e-
lieve that he had any know

ledge w
hat-

ever of the idiocy of the break-in itself. 
M

o
st o

f all, p
erh

ap
s, an

d
 w

ith
o

u
t a 

ch
em

ical trace o
f p

artisan
 feelin

g
, I 

felt reliev
ed

 to
 see th

at th
e P

resid
en

t, 
w

hether baddie or goodie for that m
at-

ter, w
as w

ell in
 ch

arg
e o

f affairs an
d

 
in no sense som

e neurotic or w
him

per-
in

g
 v

ictim
 o

f th
e g

h
astly

 m
isfo

rtu
n
es 

th
at h

av
e b

efallen
 h

im
. 

P
erh

ap
s, to

o
, th

e w
h

o
le ep

iso
d

e 
o
u
g
h
t to

 m
ak

e M
r. N

ix
o
n
 reap

p
raise 

his attitude tow
ard press conferences. 

T
h
is o

n
e su

rely
 d

id
 h

im
 n

o
th

in
g
 b

u
t 

good—
and, one suspects, the country 

as w
ell. g 1973, U

n
ited
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