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I did it but you can’t prcwe it was a’,
crime.

That, in essence, is the defense of-
fered by President Nixon against the'

_charges growlng out of Watergate. ™

While hardly ‘a shining example of
moral leadership, his plea ‘at .least:
shows us where we are, Mr, Nixon is

s6'lacking in shame that He seems to -

feel' he ought to be president of the
bank Just bécause it can’t be proved he
robbed .5 e

_j[‘b,e true character of the Presxdent'
defense was reasserted last week with
the White House statements on the
cases involving the International Tele-
phofie & Telegraph Corp. (ITT) and the
Associated Milk Producers. In each the.
President: acknowledged responslbﬂity'
but. refuaed blame, - .

(v “In the I'I'I‘ matter, Mr. leon admit-
ted tHat he had intervened through
high "Justice” Department officials to ¢
diséﬁurage prosecution of "an antitrust’
case. Mr. 'Nixon ‘claims that his inter-”

~

df the ' President wan‘dng “the Attor-

ney General to see that his” antitrust
policy was carried out,” -

But if the intervention by the Presi-
dent was so innocent, why did two of
the -highest -officials in his administra-

- tion lie ‘to-a congressional committee
when .questioned about Mr, Nixon's

role? Why did former Attorney Gen-
eral.John Mitechell -and Attorney Gen-
eral-designate Richard Kleindienst tell
the. Senate ;Judiciary -Committee that
the - President.-had not intervened in
the ITT case? -

The almoxt certain answer is that

: t‘l"h
the two Justice Department ofﬂcinis

. the morning of
knowledges that on the afternoon of '

'A’ ‘"S‘hameless Pre&dency f\,w 1}13 W

were trying to protect Mr. Nixon. But. |
from what? Judging by inner . White'
House memos and the case of the lo‘b-

byist Dita Beard, it is hard fo Tile out

the ITT offer of money to hold the Re-
publican convention in San :Diego:

Similarly with Mr.! Nixona defenae 5

March 23,1971, He ac-

March 23 ‘he ordered & -hike;in. the'
milk-support price which was. highly
favorable to the produm .

* Mr. Nixon claims. t.his deaisiuhrm,'
also an innocent one,! unconnecté
with the milk producers cmqlgn

‘mgnem , that he'
er-'-.‘ i "'r.*‘.
tives. ’whn were ho ¢ a legisl
gun fo his head.- . .

But if so, why did lth-e&mﬂk produc-'
ers act as though they had, uomething*

tinely thruugh e dummy organiza-L
tions set up under the instructions of a
lawyer, Herbert Kalmbach,: identlﬂed.
as a presxdentlal bag man? i

The defense thrown up in. 'fhe ITT
and milk producers cases is only the
latest example of the same hrazen-tac-

ries that hold together only as hedg'es .

S
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ountry

tie. Time after tlme ‘Mr. Nixon has ac- thoe e
knowledged responsihllltiea with sto: -

i

against Criminal a‘** ”é'u”’t‘}ﬁn o
" Thus; he . aeknowleﬂged that . he
layed apart mtrying to get the Cen-

“tral Intelligence Agency to cover up

‘the nri,glnhl ‘Watergate burglary, but

that it was for. national security rea-

ts that he took. some
fishy tax deductions for personal pa-

in the milk "producers case. Hetiac- .'DPers,but that it was &t the: Ssuggestion.
knowledges portant contrlbudqu g of L;mdun Johnson. "He also. :Soncezieu
from the dairymen  which ‘that he and his secretary, ary.
brought to his  attention in. intemkl “{Wd!l &lwed a part in the er_gsure of

- White House memos. He ‘also admt.ge S0 Heghsection of a'critical tape—but.
that he met with representatives of “that, of c@qurse was ace_hie bakitic, e n
milk producers, at the White House on haé .all] thil; means i

Nixon is prepared to han qn nntﬂ it
-cdn be proved that he is a erook. The
hu tnv'aceept ‘the' Qluﬂlenge

P ‘whole fate: of Watergate now rests
with what emerges from the investiga-
on by the House Judiciary Commit-
tee considering impeachment, and the
inquiry and trials being brought by ;he

© Watergate special prosecution. There
m . 18 no reagon for anyone to ﬂlnch frpm

'these 6peratiotm.

or MF_ Nixon has shows Himself to
be.a mnrwithout a sense of shame, He

wdoesn’t ‘care two' pins about what it

the- -country, or his party or

to hide? Why did they move clandes- | the public for the. United States to

‘have a.'President who cannot be

&'.Noreanitbecln]med as|

amany including this columnist  were

‘wont to claim, that Mr, Nixon is only
the latest in a long line ‘of imperial
: Presidents. He has to be taken at his
own value, The question he is forcing
to answer is whether he is
“-not the ﬂrst crlminal President in our
hlst’.ory -
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