JDW= ﬂm—proaraa’?. reportd and noteto self for future on The Unimpeachment: 3/6/75

One of 1. most depressing stacks on my desk has been the conclusions of this booke The

20+ pages plus footnetes and muterial for footnotes has been there, with the materials
accumulating, since the neriod iamediately prior to the Ray evidentiary hearing, ss I recall,
about last September! In all the tine since I have heen too busy en too many other things
that had to be dene to do any rcal work en the dract.

Now there appear to be so many other imudnent needs thet while I've clezned much up it
aprears alse to be unlikely that workdng on the cenclusions any further dwconcmprehsiikiyxx
is tie firat need when 1 can return to this book.

bespite all that hes come out, most of the contents are not knomp,if most alseo
come from cited public sources.

S0, I've decided that ¢he first thing to do when I can pick this up again is to cut
the hell out of the opening. That was written when many explanations were required. They
no longer are,

Pertunately, I um have a separate place for this beok, separate files for its backing,
and have each chapter in a separate félder, with a dupe out of mj possessien, begun with
the reported ripoff.

And by the time I have read, cut and edited the draft I'll probably have a better
grasp than memory can give of what really should be in the conclusions. Its doctrine is
that in tilus of crisis the protective iustitutions always fail society and in this case did.

The way my nen~publishing history has gone, by the time I ean return to that point
an qﬁr epilogue will seem appreopriate! . o =

4 fadktly large percentaie of ay readers understand the situation and appyrove this.
Yesterday's mail was limited to institutional orders and two delsyed ones from Canada. But
the day before's, all titutienal orders included raves about the past work and
thanks for its continuation in all but one. By institutional I mean libraries, colleges
and several law schools. The accompanying slips reveal the most indivect sources of knew-
ledge of the existence of WWIV. In filling the erder for the Univ of Va. law schecl library
I had to correoct even the title of the dupe of their catalogue clip enclosed. All the rest
except my nime and address was completely inaccurate!)

Heanwhile, aside frem his deuire to get Post Mortem printed, Lesar is pushing me te
return to Agent Oswald, the last writing on which was probably abeut four years ago, if
not more. I'v: loaned hin a carbon of yhat I'd written.

How I can expect to get any vwriting dene....

Te clean the steck of draft I had te start at 4 a.m.!!! HW



CONCLUSQONS

Throughout the eoling years preachers and teachers will be spouting off about
the lessons ot Watergate. So will politiciams. The press will pontificate about how it
sav;‘thn land, with an occasional pretense st self-analysis and a tapping on the chest
it will tout as breast-beating. Books carefully calculated to commercial*Some sspect

will glut the market, the grcaéjghs glut the sligh%n;h. minuscule propsects of books
that could tell the true story a;zsthn fullcﬁff;ﬁzsiblc.

Clearly from the moment of the accidental arrests of the "assholes" inside the
Watergate there were all the signs of a great crisis, one of his?ory's mtErsived e
rakherzthamxuxtarxeomiyniiersxz political floods. All th-cu1 < of disaster were
vieible, But in &ll the land there were none who would see,

From that first report it is certain that the antennae in all foreign intelligence
services started vibrating in reaction to the ximmiw signals ignored within the United
States. Ignored, that is, so far as the people are concerned, for they were not told
then or since what it meant. In their great good semse, in their guts, most people
had understanding. But the people were without power, evemn influence.

, ’Thc CIA's antennae picked up the same sigmals. So did those of the FBI. Each ﬁj}‘”L;}
r:zg;ézsd-its ovn way, pipers dancing to their own tunes.

Each had its own purposes to serve. Each in its own way did., Neither was motivated
by or gave serious consideration to the national need. Each, of course, had national
obligations, but to any bureaucracy the first and only fully honored responsibility
is to the bureaucracy itself. Bureaucracies come to equate self-protection with service

the AT wl
to the nation. Unless the two are mixed self-service, sqgﬂlproteotion is Thtelerable
to the bureaucrat and to the bureaucracy itself.

The theory is that governments exist to protect and serve the people., The practise
is that governments exist to perpetuate themselves. Whatever is required for perpetuation
of any adwinistration or any system that administration or uysto:réooa as best it can
percoivéa%hﬁ need ens then leeébit.
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For all the worldsz as though it hadm not just happened[ a}l over again, and
A criticism

‘=
buried in the "Style" section as a rview, the Past itself printed thig® ti:xﬂix:fxnﬂxx
O =
thezpsgtzeudzthe press of the Pagt. And about Nixon, Richard J. Walton imxthe(Author of

Cold War and Counterrevolution:The Foreign Yolicy of Johm F, Kennedxf and other serious
y‘ . s t

firks /.e‘f} foreign poliecy. He mﬂewMﬁWoons on Richard Nixon‘m
D Shrha: )

geinedziheRosixataffxinziinexiozebrexyrzatizetxiixeakexpatiticatxiifeaxx

noted ﬂ%rtoonist Herbert Block's "unique perception of Richard HfL Nixon" going back to
the beginning of Nixon's career. Then,
“Go?d reporters also recognized that Nixon was a disreputable man who would do
abl s oveh -
disreputahiuen’féﬁ;éhensible things as long as he consider it necessary to his career.
But they were not able to say so in the meinstream newspapers and magazines and on the
networks. For the press, most of it, had a passion for respectability and a horror of
being thought shrill or strident or extreme....Indded, if the press had not been so
handicapped by its own genitlity, if it had not been in such awe of men in high places,
Nixon would probably never have been elected President."
This tells it as it has been and is about the press{
K fnote 1 On 12/18/74

The courts?



It :l.b.cau%ﬂe bureaucraciess mftk of the inteldigences scrvices saw their sur-
vival needs and as individuals among the guilty sought to serve their own that what
did come out about The Watergate ocozed up out ofJ:hsqnu of political corruption.

Who dther than some spook could have been the origin of the accurate report to
Tad Sgulc that Hunt was the homcho, the report about which Ssuln promptly 11«1 and

ﬂ/ ‘
sent the hounds mextmonawgxssmatx sniffing the false spoor? And why should ke have

lied ~ why did he?

Who besides one of these with his own interest to serve could have fed The
Washington Pogt@gainst which Nixon and his wretched stooge Agnew had inveighed, the
Eost whose extensive and valuable properties were under Nixomism threat?

The Pogt that paid off with protection, whose homored reporters, as we have seen,
refused important stories, refused to follow established leads that were certain to yield
important stories that to this writing remain untbld. Had the Pogt told the story of
Hunt's ambition to assassinate the head of another state, had it told the story of
subversive domestic intelligence, it would have lost is sources that it prized above
all elge,

If under threat the Post, too, had survival needs and if in its excellent reporting
it told itself it was performing am important national service — as it did -it was also
corrupted. It was, in effect, bribed.

In one form or another ome kind of corruption or another permeated all of society
and its institutions and all the protective mechanisas failed.

There is no single institution that perforued as it is supposed to in protecting

Lt
either society or the system of society. Not one did its Jjob well, Not one met th-

it o bhigenfly. {r
most elemental standard of serving solf—interoatffot the press, not the Congress, mot

the courts or the system of justice. [ NSt LA
V2
Imaging/a federal judge praisimg the felonious Attormey “emeral who admitted
his crime ~ the same Attormey General who had the duty of clesning the whole thing up

“

but who was part of it — for been too loyal' Would he have praised the father who stole



24 o Yleimdisrs?
/ . , (

ATk

rKleindienst Footnoteonp— Vs

¥ Chief federal d:l.str:.ct court judge George

» Who succeeded Sirica when

,

Sirica reach%ndatory retirement age as chief ,judgc, & Harvey Katz, writing in The
Wi.élngtnninn magaziey (10/7‘9 put it, Hart, while praising Kleindienst, from whom he
accepted a misdemeanor plea instead of the possible repeddssdss-felony charges, "has
not pesitated to throw people in jail for comuwitting misdemeanors like blocking a side-
walk or parading without a permit,"

In plain English, the judge who praisﬁ* Kleindienst, the felonfittorney Genersl
and turned him loose with this blessing after Kleindienst had betrayed trust and the
system, is the same judge who threw in jail those who protested in order to make this

same system work,



food for his hungry childrem for his "loyalty?"
I can remember the Great Depression well. len were shot and killed stealing a
e bl o mik.
oal ol bread and—emgr the theft of what was then valued at less than a
) quarter they received long jail sentences, with no concern for the unfed children. Q& / “f '/ et
vl & gt o Wil flan md™ 26 Shia,
1 In 'those same days bank officials cleaned out the vaults and received minor punishment.
I can recall a case in “ondon, Kentucky, where the towm was virtually bankrupted by
the embezzler who cleaned out the bank, refused to say where he hid the money, and after
e ¥ am.t[ &
two years in jail becuo/lthe town's richest and medt spected citizen.
Thet is the kind of justice represented by praising tHe wxssksd Attorney General
who did worse than fail — who was himself a felon, whose abdication of his responsibilities
made the continuing secrecy ﬂbout the unexposed crimes posEbio.—-‘*‘—'ko 2 [J— oloei criminals while

%thnnTww.sfwvwiﬁhlmfiﬁ:mfl
Today some of these crimes remain unexposed. Who knows how many criminals also

remain unexposed and unpunished?

Common people spend their lives in jail for relatively slight effemsesybut
offenses against property. For these most serious and most subversive crimes there was
no =x single stiff sentence. The crooked corporate executives piﬁd what for them and

their corporation aignificant fines and free and respected. Kleindinest not

CPoust Gl ™M (Post 8/3/74)
only was praised,(\he didn't even lose his license to practise laWAnd soon the papers

new a Sihg/é
were reporting his successful beginning of a profitable/career, ome€lient paying him

$120,000 a year. (Post 11/11/74)

g

The more repentant the Eatergate offended; the longer his sentence, ‘his is tha
way "justice" worked. Kleindinest and others were free.The rich and the influential

did not spend a day in Jjail. John Dean, whose marathon confessioms helped expose what
LU
was exposed, was ucn‘liod to one to four years im jail after confession and after con-

siderable help in all the prosecutions in which he was used as a witness. (Post 8/3/74)
wﬁf ;;EV i
He was also digbarred. (goat 2/7/74), Dean\ sentencias and Kleindienst™s not bedag—ddeab
n\: -

# PG+~V:F4O ! 7"’-

And Nixon? He and his wife will -reeeiwme all the rewards of honored service, fat

disbarred the same day.

pension, office and other help, even protection. Ford tried to subsldize ‘):'l.'il with about
G!“‘ IJ

smother million dodlsrs but the reaction was so violent it was cut heavily., Bua sub-



sidized and rewarded Nixon was.
The greater the offense against society the less the punishment,
As it wuas in the Great Depression, so it was with The VWatergate.
main
The pediment of the Department of Juaticefﬁuilding is engraved, "The Place of Justice
Is a Hallowed Pl.ce," That of the Supreme Court reads "Bqual Justice Under Law,"
That Whallowed" place is the sawe one that made the covering-up possible and

Jjoined in it, Justice is equal when the Nixone and Klenidiensts do not go to jail and

are revwarded finamcially? el ani i atd f’“"’“ wdiload
This is the lesson for our youth? This gives them thelegsons they wre—trIwora?
their

All society's propctionsy having failed, thoss responsible perpetuated Yim failures
and perpetuated self-protections aud the hunting of goats.

An inconrguous example crosses all the lines, of lawyers, judges, prosecutors,
the press and even the spooks.

In the course of his successful blackmailing Hunt wrote a threatening memo to be
pasged to the White House through Bitiman. Bittman had sworm he did not have it. But his
former partners and former lav firm had their own needs and reputations and futures to
protect, so the memo surfaced. (NYTimes 11/5/74;Post 11/19,20/74)

matiszRonrkhxpawxgrmak One of Hunt's threats is,"The Watergate bugging is only
one of a number of highly illegal ‘conapiraciaa engaged in by one or more of the flefendants
at the behest of senior White House officials. These as yet undisclosed crimes can be &

Ml Mn/w
&

Nixon was apprised and did@o-._ s one of the tapes used in the major conspiracy

prived." (NYTimes 11/4/74)

trial established. (Post 11/19/74) On Jsnuary 8 Nixzon told Colson, "Hunt's is & simple

case." It would be handled by build% public sympathy for him:;"We'll build that son af

& bitch up like nobody's business." ‘_“We'll got! Buckle% to lead the campaign, Nixon added,
Bittman, when called to testify to the mysterious disappearance of this incriminating

semo he had had and his firm had ficrofilmed, explained his having done nothing by saying

(f;ﬂ'f'/l{z“)W) ol abpt-
that he had “ra;joctd" the contentsfqﬂa could defend his client without knowing \léz‘

these other "undisclosed crimes" that are "a number of highly illegal conspiracies" ?



”@M

Braden's pad'giot‘a blood boiled over Historian Arthur Schlesinger,Jr.'s letter
published in The Washington Pogt Yovember 25, the flay the consirpacy-trial began.
Quoting the exuct words by Hunt that Braden would quote, Schlesinger said, "this
extraordinary statement has met with nearly total incuriosity."To this Schlesinger
added," Yet I am aware of no presidential, juwidical or even editorial demands that

this startling assertion be followed up. Does no one care...?"

5B iugide parens (T aworski, remumber, wes a leader of onc of these same Braden funds,

the Anderson flllld.c)
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Larliin Ax{' -
(;n fuct, the conspiracy~-case prosecutoraCKEEGE;;:;’that they had wo inetation of

using the trial to edvelop all the fucts, all the crimes or all the conspiracies amd the
sarticipants im them. As the wam in charge — who just huppemed to be amothwer of those
om the earlier Justice “eeartment's get-Hoffa squad with Bittmun - James Neal, said in
open court, he dimmxk aud the rest of the prosecution were not going to "rum dowm every

rabbit track we come accross iu the smow.")(Wall Street Yournal 11/25/74)



5[ Jf/pri mrvr L i Sl a4 uib "'-"f""/ Fr 8= Htd g shedps i
Lim Wrccresr: cawa} O Hvman be 1gra s /Iu s th%/jﬂf/m ctrend?

Hunt's knowledge of them was in itself cr:uinnl not less than misprison of a felony,

fMavi v Joha
Bu.-t this is the testimony for which Ju&ge Sirica sat still imony that was no

What did follow it is the outrage of the former sppok Tom Braden who in his writing
and his public appearances remains the staunchest defender of the Cﬁ:t{hat it does or
is exposed as having done. It is he who corrupted siudents and engsged in all that
nasty, illegal and subversive domestic operation exposed in 1967 as it centered around
the National Students' Asspciation but actually was broadeﬁu and deeper, involving a large

N
nu.lber of prestigeous and wealthy foundations and funds. He raaponded to these exposures i# fhe

§ ot wr E‘f(zﬂ.vu&
Mb’y thanking God that the CIA did violate the law and th Constitution,

(SetlvsPost_____———7 Higs sincerity ought not be doubted. While the spookery is not

& monolith, Braden representing what is called "liberal" in its factions and Humt the

"conservative," all factions are true believers and their beliefs are predicated upon
the assumption that the end justifies the means. They alone know what is right and good
for the country and the hell with the law and the Constitution when this perceived good

is to be done.

outrage
So Braden addressed himself in melmszm to Hunt's testimony. Inecongruously, tooa

b-;’/f’ Brade
Hs/ﬁiled this paragraph of Hunt's successful blackmail threat "The last big
mystery" of The Watergate in his syndicated column, (Post 11/30/74) And Special Prosecutor
He‘\ry Ruth was going to solve it. (Ruth succeeded Jaworski, who resigned, regarding

his task as cLo- 1oted, as soon as the Ford-Nixon pardon deal was set and pulled off .Yf /3

alionely W e B iradiing >
Ho'n was Ruth going to "solve" this "last big" Watergate "watary?
iwait 5 ¢ ¥ (ﬁ/

By oalling Nixon as a witness, to test:l.fy a en Braden wrote this
selP-in qu.L catm,
column Nixon was recovering from surgery to corrcct a @l:;itis M-rc was then
4

no doubt tha’f for medical reasons alone Nixon would not be able to travel and takey the

witness stand for maonths, as a panel of doctors Sirica had dispatched tol;dﬂ him before
ll.S

Braden's column appeared. (Post 11/30/74) and-as Nixon's own doctors had said

loudly enoughe

Bat MEP-Ntvomts



v cfaned
Berffie hed never Beid,”"I am not a liar."

B Joyin
hat was thin , "I am not a crook" if not s liar?

Nizon had assured the v?ld, "I am not a crook,"

Why presume then, with all he had to hide, that if he testied he would testify
any more truthfully than in all his many statements none of which was ever other than

falge?

Could anyone reasouubly bolieve that suddenly Nixon would stop lying, tell the truth

gnl the whole truth and further incriwminate himself?

6B Hunt, then living it up with the added suveral hundred thousend from his auto-

Liogrephy, Under Cover, was barnstoruigg promotiong it. e was all over coast—ta‘éoast

TV and radio and in the papurs. Could mo intemiew?rm the media bludgeon or entice
Schlesinger's Lo g

explanations from hin? lot even after Sehdesincle reuwinder mf Braden's gidiimwzsx

covering up?



"If Mr. Nixon's health improves, and Judge Sirica grants Ruth the latitude he
is asking for, there will be nothing to stop him from pursuing the Hunt memorandum."
This is what encouragement Braden extended to the aching mation. All "if"
and no senge,
e — Suppose Nixon's health did not improve? Supgs- he died? Suppose Sirica refused

o

to %= "grant" what Braden calls "latitude?" Suppose the rikghts of defendants are

Jeopardized? Or suppose Nixon merely stands on his Fifth Amendmen ghts against self-
incrimination?

Vs
Then, of course, former executiV¥e spook Braden has enculpafed 2ll of those who .

L_%M o (ﬂl—ﬁd “Nyumbap q bigh 7:/!(74/ [ r/;mc/ﬂn
failed as well as all those engaged in® these—unexposed conspiracies. thy Mid,
Beginning with his old CIA cronies mmollow travellers,
True enough, Hunt reports serious and unexposed crime. And true enough it hus
to be exposed. But what is wrong with society's regular machinery for that? Why wasn't
this same Henry Ruth doing what he was charged with doing about it, as his predecessors
Jaworski and Cox had not? Indeed, why had Bittman mot been :Lndicé‘.:tod rather than along

with Nixon being designated no more than an "undicted co-conspirator?” Why did Ruth not

rush to the grand jury with this memo 'l:hﬂi-~ could have been hgd at time if anybody
Co L had Dufn sxldhsst
had really wanted it, Hunt ;. gignalled its nxistejf:o, charge| Bittman , if-enly
& {4

with obgstruct Justice and misprison of a felony for Mithhelding the lllO’

_ (% of

Hunt one of legal history's most frequest witnesses. He appeared before
grand juries countless times, before a number of committees of the Congress, and as a
witness in trials, Indeed, Ruth had had him testify in that very trial just a few
days earlier, the trial of these “senior White House officials."

Why had Hunt not been questioned about these serious, undisclosed crimes? By
Ruth? If not earlier then the moment Hogan& Hartson's needs required the disgorging of
a copy of tiis memory-holed memo? Could ﬂradun not think of this?

& r; — had no
Hunt ssukdxemtxctaioncteConsti tutdonal protection, having been immunized, If he

rym M S
had or pretended o Ljseemreisthe
fhon 41 el

all over again. If Hunt@n:d_;:o testify to what he claimed to know and said "can be

d Ruth had the power: immunize him

- &f_:u:/lﬂ



proved" he could linger in durance vile long enough to wrkim boil his literary pots

with another two-score cheap novels. Those whose philosophy suited his, those whose poli-
tical views he shared, those he served, Nimom, Mqtchell, Mardials and company, had already
seen to it by their corrupting of the grand-jury system Zmis from an institution for the
protection of people against oppressive government into an institution for political

oppression, as the Trial Lawyers' Association's publication had reported. As long as & ., -
iid 4 ravid guned

wilced Betdy v [heh
grand jury remained in session and Hunt remained silent Hunt remsined in jail. Jﬂ:":f'i “ ;?ﬁuf a

Gbmwhdc, E_e_ifﬁy N P Hrawd gury-
Braden's 'scholarly solution is like burming the barn to barbecue a steake.

REREHEE 1

Eszxsrfarmer zpuokzinis nonsmsexesskt xbuzpssand ol fxa N zNe NI eX ENANZNON SEBRBTZ

I£
Braden's career in spooking and his lifetime defense of it and M\u it
impossible to pass this off as no more than nonsense. If he knew nothing of conspiracies

and the way they work prior to mmk joining up -~ and up fairly high - in the CIA, he
them—~
surely learned there that the essence of conspiracies is to limit /to the practise of
T Bpakin'y e kringuled
all spooks everywhere, to "need to know."™ Nixon need not know of a single mimm

Heen
one of thosoﬁx%imci-a.

o
But Hunt did jAm.d Hunt could name others who &And Braden knew thes,
p il ETEY
Hobody Hynt to testify because his testimony wasn t wanted and the covering-

.y 4 Mha tontvnin
up had never stopped. Not asking Hunt then or earlier i contin cove, up.

What Braden wrote, in fact, is another means of accomplishing the same end. In
Braden's case motive can be attributed with ease: full disclosure led inevitably to
his fellow travellers of the CIi, as we have already seen,

The real outrage is that the Bradens write such columns and they are uncritically
published throughout the length and bra@ of the land, miginforming the people and
further corrupting the corrupted society. .

There vas no Post editorial i 1{?5"‘%?1{ facing page of' editorials.

The dome of the Capitol did not ring with m@%ﬁﬁts.

411 systems normal., All failing, all self-protecting.

One thinks, writtf/a, investigates and lives with a sense of deju-vu.

Here we go agmin! {ryt‘ilf(;ﬁ_ {'
ﬂ \/i;.Qi‘v\ —k
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Supposed "liberal" Braden, non-stop defender of the CIA no matter what it did,
had other complications in his life besides his own illegal domestic operations for the CIA.
These are not uncommon among columists. And while Nixon and his partisans bewailed the
alleged anti-Nixon bias they claimed existed in the lepublican-owned press, the fact is
that the bias was for, not against Nixon and the Kepublicans and Nixon's hand-picked

successor, Forde. i ”thirl

Charles R, Seib, an associated editor of the WzPost then and formerly an executive
Cobiinmty’ i %hb’fuw

of the WxStar, addressed ks an editorial article of press self-criticism.

However, it was long, long after the fact, long after it made any difference in what
the people could know so that representative society could function. It was a sort of
Yew Year's resolution, published 1/2/75. It fell short of telling all the complications
and conflicts of three of the well-paid syndicated columnists whose writing figured
in the story of The Watergate:

pu "Tom Braden, who writes on ﬂublic affairs from Washington, strongly supported
Newlson Rockefeller during the [ vice-presidential confirnation| hearings on Rockefellerss
finaneial largesse. It wasn't until later mnmokirsEmexrsds ziames skt xhs

that he revealed — with some reluctance — +that he hud received over $100,000 in loans
from Rockefeller back in the 1950s to finance purchase of a newspaper."

No mention of Braden's CIA career Nor of William Buckley's:

"William F. Buckley,also a public affuirs columnist, defended Rockefeller in the
matter of the campaign book about Rockefeller's gubernatorial opponent, Arthur Goldberg,
But Buckley did not tell kimzeif his rcaders that he was chairman of the firm that pub-
lished the book for the Rockefellers."

That unnamed firmf was the right-wing Arlington House, wamemed, It did not merely
publish the Rockefeller-financed smear disguised as a normsl publication, it did it on a
digﬁ’in which the Rockefellers paid them a guaranteed profit for the politieal service,
[n’tLiater Seib did not mention that the author of this ax-job on a Yemocrat was a professional
tennedy-hater, author to two similar books against JFK and Bobby:
"Victor Lasky, best known as the author of the Goldberg book mentioned above,
received $20,000 from Richard Nixon's Committee to Re—elect the President while writing

e syndicated column. The $20,000 deal was a secret until it came out in Watergate testi-
mony, 4nd nine months ¥skwx then passed before Lesky's syndicate notified editors of it."

All three cl.imed no conflict of interest. Lasky went even farthur, claiming "he had

every right to make an undisclosed deal with CRP..cearned $20,000 by writing speecheses.

CRP connection didn't influence him views, which were pro-lixon in the first place."



HAGE Jlaueil Luuvue A

Nixon always campaigned against the press, regardless of the pro-Nixon bias of its

ownership, "It is very important in terms of the final campaign that the media be
. _ (Parade J%/23/75) o

effectively discredited," he declared goward the end of the 1972 campaign in which as
close as possible to 100/ of the press supvorted him.
Add 2: Actually, lirs. Braden is a former executive assistant to Rockefeller and the twe
wmwm borrowings, of $80,000 and #50,000, were to buy the later-sold Blade-Tribune, of
Oceanside, California, in 1954 Braden sold th e paper in 1967 (Parade 12/29/74), the
year his subverting of the youth and the foundations for the CIA was exposed. He was
simul faneously spook and newspaper owner. Simultaneously a Democract and a Rockefeller msn

and Rockefeller beneficiary.
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under at least physical surveillance. 4 reporter was fired for not boing “objective" then this

i 1ce pesorted he had been drinkdng with me on his own time, ot in Hitler's Germany-in
( Footuote on 8 )

] i tarln
Hemphis and under the eyes and nose of the feuerql court_,“" hye tr-lfi?fﬁ; £ uh
= AL,
I wus Ray's investigator and served other fuuctioms in the volunteer, unpaid

defense which sglugh":: to force the working of the system of justice by granting Ray &

trial. He wus never triwd. As though to argue the doctrine of this book, in its efforts
to prevent the federal court frow ordering a trial, it and most particularly W. Henry

of Tennessee
Hgile, Stuts/kssistant Attorney Gencral, pulled z geries of Watergete dirty trick from
the tiwe the case reuched that office all the way to the Supreme Court. There was no lie
too base or outlandish, no plece to sacred for its telling, The press repeated them without
question,_l;-}: courts accepted thew with placidity even when they were proven to be both
lies ano deliberate - after they were clearly established as no better than rsonfsxsiwred
contrived falsities. Open and repeated conterpt of court wc«.-x:d; entirely unpunished because
that contempt of court orders requiring the delivery of suppressed evidence to us was by
current or foruer public officisls. All were friecnds of the judge, from his stratus of
“emphis wid Tennessee socivty, all fellow lavyers.

5o coupletely did the State press prostitute itself that lMs. Pat Welch, who had sat
through all the evidence and testimony, reported :Lnl::/lﬁ.ashgi;lg Tenpessean roundup story
Jubli hum 10/74 that, /(han among the nev testimony and the j_i_zf;_gli}tgtinmgf b4
by Jemes Harl Ray were his unequivocal denmial of being the wurdered and his proffer of
proof that he was elsevhere when the crime was comuditted she virote he testified to
notlliu.g‘{new."mie‘:n Jin besar and I dreed the swamps of ofTicial secrecy and coume up with

she prctrecy ed

docunentary proof that Ray's eonatitution%l rights had been violated beyon remedy /)r—c
AL wepiresenti gl sond Lo —b'i','_ﬁtd
portrayed as playing trick:fhe dociments that officially ord.red the interception(o FoL
{ '“"‘

e [ :
Yay's mmikky corwunicatioms, including with his luwyers; @.ea of this correspondence and H/AJ

letters to n/judgu - even copies of his noteffor his owm defcnse stolen from his cell

while he slept by the guardy sup osed to keep hi.i frou bidng kdlled — =11 of which we
srosecutor's office CUL hize i) poc el anted Trnns Y Pe5 T g B wvasiy AN Ereds
forced the to surrender@)ic

vere to her vithout meaning or legal aignificanze.
.
tmﬁhwe"the defenge )not the systce#u. of justice o¥'those who conspired to defraud ij she
L
told her réaders Kl;{“on triel." John Bicg nthel, her publisher, had beem & high UsSeBepartuent
. J abrt polvbice gsdin 414 ; ﬁ" f‘?l‘l/
of Justice functionary and hadl writsen o boolc(ﬁmrfﬁ' Search for Truth, seysy justice

] 5, x,
doesn t work except in the paperse So also did fat Welch write, Nobody learned from The Watergat
i Tewwe JJ€€.




From the fable of the Emperor's Clothes to the wisdom of Ecclesiastes,Ehrough

the Lookinglass though the Bradens and those whose interests they serve want us to see,

(_“;;.Em—’um.ﬂ,d( 1-4 te d
it is all there and there js nothing new under the sum.
1

The same abdications and trunsgressions by the same people protected the same
way, the same institutions all failing,

The same lessons no: EJéearned.. Libib hend

Within the memory of.,‘thoae old enough to #ead this there is another on history's
endless precedents from which aoc:l.%y'a institutions did not learm when they then and
since madmxkim comnitted and perpetuated the same failures.

When John Fitszgerald Kennedy was shot down in broad daylight on the

m 1.z
a W, clud
streets af a major American city and questions about his assassination could Temain

unasked and unanswered, could it be expected that anyone would ever be safo, Mﬂ%
any political lu.der Mw one who, like JFK, had determined to
reorder national priorities around the needs of the people rafher thmfwﬂ: policy of war?
Is there really any mature person with any knowledge at all who believes the
official account of' that assassination? Does the major media really believe this
official account? Even the members of the Warren Commission didn't. sweds reported
in the fourth of the hitewash series,its most conservative member, the late Senator
Richard B ﬂi{xfﬁ:;%l /::couragod my quest for further proof that the Yeport he was deceived
into signing was not acceptable and did not tell the truth,
The newest disclosure of official corruption and deception of the courts and
of the intent of the Warren Commission not to investigate fully or report fully is
one of a series off interruptions of the researching and writing of this book. Another
not irrelevant because it typifies the same failures and dishonesties was my work in the
defense of James Earl Ray, who had been accused of assassinating Dr, Martin Luther King ,J)",
and then had been intimidated into pleading guilty by his own lawyer, the country's

most famous criminal lawyer, Percy Foreman, \Lf"ﬁ""ﬁh—

The f.,vwwvw.ni‘ the J#«ﬁﬁ!‘iif‘{ '
———Z—hadsued~for %proyerly and illegally script of thf Wlarre llj.asion's jﬂmug,
"1&'( oy | [eirne®, wdce Thise y/
/ ’f executive session at which, among other "seamy" disclosures, thaea—waaé;uﬁ#‘ the former



94

Where this transcript they had just studied proved the official intent was uot to i‘f?resti—
vhen it w
gate aud to cover up and/disproves the Bowsission's rectuml conclusions, that net Fom—

Na ve-
nerorated the ? 11th amiversary of thut assassinstion by rerwming tﬁ%ﬁf

the official mytholofy it had aired the year beiore.

footnots where ind on ©

Oe Washiuston Pogt published and syndicated un honest story. AP and UPI also had

Mot lt
honest sta@iua dn their usjor or "aY wires, Th:As.t‘tcl-.‘ticn of individusl papers ranged
up to #he morc than 40 column iuches on the first page o1 the Sacramento Bee.(11/22/74)
an.ﬂd H é’t‘{[ :
Sut not a single bouok wholesaler in the entire country phoned or wrote to ask for &COTY.
D whel 63 el et G .rif?f/{ lﬁ
s A‘ll the indicatikon are tlat the s~Atho had the book in stock had not Fut Ttoat

in & single store, Mot TV wet hadScact ve f’"’(“( The 2 ded,c-;.&?( p AV
y/ The éﬂ’m& e {Mt-zﬁ;u .7 R LinJeblcj inte s ﬁﬁm ol U/émﬁ%
gl d’th'-tt\) 44m “wun & ﬁawf‘mw 7 (L “’hﬂ"u’mﬁ Jéc&tu?é ‘



chief spook of them all, Allen Dulles; itks& from him down 211 in CIA weedd comuit perjury
or keep secrets from anyone and so would the Director of the FBI and everyone under him,
% im Lesar and I took time from our work on the Ray case to bring this book out.
Now here it was in the era of The Watergate and there was this until-then "Top

Qe f’};LJ.‘F‘I-vn }.-ym,f” Lol ¢
Secret" deliberation - an actual sbemegraphic tramscript of the fiembers themselves -

dee
and there was no(ajor-media interest. ’f-ﬁﬁzﬁ; 7/(

? {_ - I offered it exclusively to one TV network. It pondered for two months and declined.
4] I wrote a letter and made three phone calls to a slcon.d.{ network, All went unanswered,
W-Jz:ﬁ‘the book was out copies were left for the third net when Jim and I had to go to
E.lphis for the hearing. They never pr;cked them up. So, we made the same arrangemcnts p M

—

all over agmimn and the books were accepted. As—JI-write-this. gix weeks leter {hprc hasd$t b

: . The ‘iuﬁwuthw W »
been even the formality of a rejection. M‘-ﬂi“i’f“"ﬁ% reprEl o Thevr puadiiin

e Mebuonds Mo Al kivws i phoadid
Yet in some ways that transcript is "seamier" and more supversive than any of

the disclosures of Nixonian corruption. It is not the words of a sick man. +t is not
the conspiracies of the authoritarian-minded power-hungy. It is not a gathering of
politicians seelcing political advantage. ’Z

It is the deliberations of the most respected, the most eminent, ék%\mnt to the
integrity of sgﬁioty as nothing else could amd-about what is more subversive of any kind
of representative system of government than any act can be, shaubes political assassination,
which nakes a nullity of election= and the entire system itself.,

And here these eminences were, with so sacred an obligation, pondering in such

secrecy they expected that not even their trusted staff would ever know their words, The i "’g

M/V'Lluﬂ it % /w‘l.d '}'D
hbuﬂhﬂ-ﬂoﬂf&gﬂt around their duties and obligationg at the very outset — the month
+ fhiy alpo ﬁﬁ Ll ’)ﬁ:r\rm " wam&)
L] -

before they called their first witness. 7
/J/wf‘ 4 y V%‘é{

heards all their witnesses..)
(4N% b Wiy
d,&xpt-,-rience had taught ueJth.ﬁBbuJ.d—be as Bcclesiastes says, so gr more than

another month I was away and preoccupied with the Ray hearing, so intensively it was not
Bg jor
possible to recad the papers. The/conspiracy trial was then being held in Washington.



Inote on 1L

also evgluating
This/was the conclusion of NBC's legal reporter, Carl Stern, in zepewting the
after that of

testimony/m® the last witnesss, Kenneth farkinson, on the network's evening newa of

that day, 12/18/74.



Ordinarily a writer would be worried about not keeping up with developments in so complicated
& case to which there was so much public attention and in which the major witnesses
would be t.stifying in public, under oath, with penalties for false swearing. It gave
me no trouble because it was as cc:gfin &8s anything under the sun that nothing new and of
any major consequence would evolve at that trial.

It didn't, either. |

My wife clipped The Wadhington Post for me for the months these interruptions
contiloed

required. Friends whe—resd<hoih—the—Pogt-end The New York Times and the reports of both
RS
major wire services

It was, indeed, as Ecclesiastes says, notiing new under the sun.
Nor did it require great insight or exceptional wisdom to anticipate this, It is
more than merely predictable hecause it is the repetition of long hiatrﬁy I was so
A v lrov!’l/rl, Lvta, M;t—’(t{/’m trél,
certain of it that I planned no rewriting of what I had writtugqandaﬂna confident that
there would be no disclosures that would require it.
The fact is that save for these conelusions the earlier part of this book was

—_— d,
in completed draft. That draft wid requira/iditing. as all do, more in this case

f?;crr oy

because of all the many interruptions, But it=#ill—reguiwe no rewriting to include

—frt

major new dlsclosures of the trial This is written 0

the hands of that-couxrt. Phe—presecution's-ocese—hwms—been—presented. There were a few
details in Nixon's own words from previously-undiesclosed tapes byt they add drama, not

new information, The Hunt memo is another example. If one ¢an ha tz}k of Sesid
1L i ¢ iss 4a / T84 aft, .
lilies and gildings with such whbesky wretche the essence of the

figure applies.

\
Iy \/
Tyrigl produced nothing new for the people to know, It provided no means for the

purging end healing of the political system. It produced no encouragement for the
depressed and disenchanted. It gave the young no basis for hope or faith in their society

or its leaders,

So that this may be mpparent nov and in the future, there are no incorporations



Frn

other than of & few notes of any of the trial'nfae/wlo;mmts. In it there is the

proof of the point with which I began, based on experience as an investigatibe reporter,
Senate investigator and intelligence analyst and especially on 11 long, hard years of
investigating the investigation of the JFK assassination and other, similar political
crimesi the system fails in time of erisis, as it always does.

The Establishment never learns how to serve its own, most basic selfish interests.

If it did, Nixon would never have gotten to b: President nor would he have been
able to appoint a Ford to éﬁécoed and urotect him and his,

If it did, there would have been full exposure of all The Watergate crimes long
before any book could be written.

The jails would be overflowing, The political blood-stream would be cleansed,
the political body again halthy.

ﬁh-'f‘li el il ats
Ingtead incompetence and corruption are wh-eashmined the rot of all the earlier

Croets, aulhontac @ing pnd
corruption by all the competents so many of whom remain in the same high
stations while the world rushoq:tli‘ﬁ%/to hell, destroying wealth and the value of money
in the predictable economic disastarﬂ"r aloo ‘6’ “"hwﬂﬁa‘} 9 E&N cated,
The new emperor wears the same clothes to the ooohing and ssahing of those who
influence and mwtws £8 control what the people may Ikgjow. As this is written he has

e o] e s]ffhl‘s ﬂLLW .
just returned from a u;josprsnotioz} ould have servad no other purpose,and #ad

he the capability of dealing with the crisis he had fin;.lly had to ac:lmmﬂeﬁ? t:.:

at best delayed in fimt dealing with i%ﬁ md&dctualls{wwasﬁn? Pretending it didn't
exist and if ignored long emough would finally go away. So he was off to Japan, F];rj
everyone knew his meeting with the prime minister was all that delayed the ousting of
tﬂW»&h 6‘_\44';5-5 ~his Watergafe, Fordls yuf of Wﬁé/

that prime miste:;‘l aad This made the<hmirp impossible ofXpurpose and meaning, He Jhsn
went to the military dictatorship of South Korea, a mendicant requiring no dieEifying
with the visit of an Ane;-ica.n President, it being enough that we subsidiged and kept that
repression in m.r.@tﬁi%atsﬁ%& the leaders of the USSR, uh.'(zi—x was no

more than a sanctification of what underlings had already agreed upon and in any event



It was not an agrecwent to reducc the ruinously opsressive cost of increased wilitari-
already
zation or to decreuse nuclear rocketry or stockpiles. Both countries/possessed the cupability
tines
of endin; all life wany iimmx over. They agreed to incres this excess. With all the
unmet

mmmmwt and umeetable neods of tho peoples of both countries! This extravagence, this
indulgence of the military, military-producing industry aunu the political paranocids of
both countries was in fact #ﬁgg guarantee than in hoth countries urgsnt needs would not

and could not be met.



was exactly the opposite of what it was supposed to have been and meant. lLA—

Through the Looking Glass and Orwell again.

militarization is further militarization.

;w ﬂ;l"r
the peoples of both nations bléed and need while the/leaders, incapable ff .
fvlrich ﬂle-vaﬁ(UAh't ) ‘\/} J‘Ml(ﬂébh—
sol the WOI'ld'B problens, publ:l.cizc themselves n—the e nf—heipdny—peewerh

Ve 1 ) <« The I
—f'umcéhft Lé%éﬁ JSalic y:u P Jt?m&w Wﬁ(&m

Crisis spawned new crises, all coexisting and me producing still more crises

but nothing else changed.

This is the history of The Watergate and the Wk heritage it gives us, as it is
the heritage of earlier crises unmet, like that of the JFK assassination.

Enbies need pick up a hot iron only once to lenmjbu%n men running g’ world
play with hot irons and the innocent alone are burned.

—— e

Anyone following the secret developments of Bimxi of the non-investigation of the
JFY. assassination that was (Zhrough the Looking Glasyand Orwell still again!) called its
investigation knew that its course was being controlled by careful leaks and that the

press was being subverted by these leaks, distributed with generosity and care. This, in

fact, j;s also how the late sainted J, Edgar Hoover dominated before it had a chance to
- uf/
dare (be free yhat (the Warren Commission This, too, is in their secret

executive sessions. They lcnw.l

apyone following The Watergate developments with care and understanding had to
i
know that the leaks in it had the same purpose, to defend those mmwiimgxdwfm seekin;: the
k niv v gud )
defense and direct and control what would and would not be’fo_n,e.
1

dnd anyone with ny experimnces, generally and in The Watergate, knmew as certainly
as though he were looking backward What would be.

This is written two and a half years after the story broke.
511.’,-;4‘/1 (,Pi"’r.
In all this time there has been no authentic/investigative reporting by the major

media,



Honor itself as it will, does and did, the press did not really investigate
The Watergate and within my personal olggrfin the en¥ime major media refused to.

The Congress shone on the tube but did little else. Nothing compared with what
it could and should have done, only the least it dared. It begar too late with too
little and in the emd did little more amd that also too late to prevent the waste of

Lt -

the land and what may #”a decent nociotyfiann more, the destruction of popular faith in
government or society and the destruction of any reason to impose faith in oitherjxfhe
ék;;;:ctian of the economy and the competitive uses adversary and comepetitive systems
and countries would make of it were certainly predictable to the informed leaders of
the mation but all cowed in fear. There was this fiction that the people could not take
the strain of full exposure combined with the reality that evem a mortally-wounded
g?esidant retains enormous power., Nixon and those :izzfg him who wielded his great
power had records of a willingness to use and misuse it when their needs were less
desparate. That in desparation they would use it could not reasonably be questioned.

What is in some ways sicker than a sick President is that no matter how sick
or dishonest of evil there are so msny who will and in this case to the bitterest of ends
did support his and what he did, not matter what he did or its CONSeqUEIICes, ﬁgz;é-JZLu}A v

R arych flawed

Fauges—Lrem—the Rabbi(Korffs who sought to equate a single/ran with the institution
and in a nationwide caupnign sought to excuse wll his wrong as necessary to the preservation
of the iustitution. This is like refusing to excise a cancer because it is part of the
body. &nd in politieal life there would thoze who simply refused to see or believe, who
pretended not to understand and to see no real evil uo matter what was proven :i/ﬁixonian
evil — authentic h;rt to the nation uﬁa @ll its institutions. To them it was enough that
they shared views they believed to be his, They preceived a need to defend him to defend
their views an' thus thueselves.

These are some of the automatic self-destructs built into the machine that rums
the lives of us all. They are guaranteed to fail in time of real crisis,

With Nizon, with The Watergate, they all did.



They failed in raising so nugatory a ian to the pinnscle of power then remaining
collstructive 5
: 3 sailed
mute and Luy%uut while he, conceiving no wamzyz of that vast autlmntye'sa%n'saiud.

ures
the basic struct/ or both government and society. The foundations were scuriously undermined

beuwetec rar
5,
before his own crimes, corruption and always-falde account forced him out) ir¢a ahabby series
_— . .
of deals that  reserved all ¥im the extremely valuablc perquisites of honorable service
"4
for hiw and siuwltuneously imungm/him for all crimes comritted as Well as thooe besh
unexpossw and unlmown.
T o e .
While all xkm systens walfunctioned he was busily engaged in Jiw:ork:.n{; the country

!o‘!‘ -

i
into his own paranoidal authoriturian imaje and digring CE&_founutions of authoritarianism

Awthardmiunom i
yet to coue, (the only anewer those unfit more to lead have for problems they do not begin
/]Lﬁb{ 115b¢1,4f£b6:4bf17/a'vry;.
Lesve—slone rotves

to understanl aa! then camnot beging to address, e

It is uot enough to say that in the end hw was foreced out. He did it to himself,
It was not done by th: go-called protections of freu soci ty. 1t toa?&wo years for the
political cowards of the cuumberscie machinery to set it into slow wotion, more buiore he
saw and siezed the alternmatives that these same cowards were too cowardly to EEuxkrixs

dibues Paratyzin

frugtrate and instead also siezed upon to hide thenfTon their own (ercor oi doin: their
sword duty.lt is not cnough to say that inflividuals wer. brave and persevircd to do well.
Mwarw the miuority whose good inten® was as puissant as the body vapors of a colicky
infant broken into the howl,of the mwxiddmg swirling political tormado. The havoe wresked

by those worc than two years of storm may unever been repaired. Patches are not yet

visible snd patchers not at hand,



o aalal J—
It is not enough to say that the e of The Wesg Washington Post were a

withnut houbt
or—thst-th-y—wore in the best traditiom of American journalism, which/thny were,

oond

Nor is it nearly enough to say what is also true, that in their better moments on the
tube the Senate Watergate Committee and the House Judiciary Committee had individual
members who did their jobs remarkably well. Nor does it &m any way satisfy that therel

Al GLvimin atld
Hiltxil(:ioru indictments and convictions, that some crimes(were,if only slightly,

pimished,

What is much more important is that these fine services to society were much
less than each institutiong owed and each could have remdered.

Yet it is also esseatial to understand that at the outset, because of the
authoritarianisa of the moderm presidency and because of the established willingmess of
a Nixon to abuse his power, it did require a stout heart to stamd ageinst him, a real
dedication to oppose and expose him. Yo the Post's credit and to that of a small fraction
in the Congress, they had this courage. If they did less tham what the nation required,
they also did much more than others, who had the same responsibilities and less courage.

What remains not understood is thut so much is still umexposed amd that when
the organs of society started to function they &ll, deliberately, functioned less well
than they could and should have. In the end, little more was kmown than appeared in the
papers, There is the appearance but not the reality that the Congressionsl comuittees

Neivi Ricusnle ool

carried thid’giéﬁifzézntly further. tﬂ#ﬂaiiy;:uish-ii; press, thés saw to it that other

.mpl.ﬁ’r

and needed exposures were not made, We have seemn this with
o
The leaks were of piecemeal, uncoprdimated informatiom. As each persqu and

institutiOff, ike the FBI and CIA and Yepartment of Justice im particular, felt the
17 s
need to what served ite interest or directed attention away from him or it and toward

e had,
aﬂethn:, reporters were leaked to. As & result the imstitutional failures remgim meither

Awalfechietn
exposed mor understoo%jfndlii time of another erisis they can(""iﬁniiil and again

expect to get away with ite.



The theoretical system of checks amd balances is not real in time of crisis.

The failure of the FBI is set forth im comsiderable if less than full detail
in the Senate Judiclary Committee's published hearings on the confirmation of L. ¥atrick
Gray. The pres: was present but ﬁt’naither told the entire story nor attempted to Put
it together mor tookthe time when the hearings were published to do what the Congress
also mever did, go over them, nnks*’senlo out of them and make use of that semse, The
hastiest examimnation of those hearings mukes clear that the FBI was controlled from the
moment of the arrests and was never really able to do its job. And time after time after
time Uray confessed that certain investigatioms were not made and the reasom is they
were ordered mot to be made and the reasoms for that is they were outside the charges
being investigated. The siuple mechanism was to limit the FBI to an imvestigation of
the interception of communications. Thus time after time when asked of that small part
of the entire Hunt operation for Nixom Gray said it was mot investigated because it did
not involve incerception of communications.

This led to the prosecutors. Their excuse for overly-liwiting their charges
is that once they hud convictions they mould irmunize those convicted and with this
pressure extort wore inforwmation from them. With real investigation the information
would have been developed promprly and there was no need for this long deluy while
the country was rushed toward disaster. But even without investipation, these defendes,
;lade by the local prosecutors in public statements and by their boss, Petersem, in
public and before the Watergate committee ( H ), are fraudulent.

In the origin:l form of this book, "Watergste: Fascism's Floodgate, there are
slwost book-length chapters on each of these sspects that are more than mere institutional
failures. They are individual failures and individual corruptioms as individuals sought
self-benefit. The cases gre that documentable from what is publicly available.

Nobody ever tried to take the defense of the prosecutors apart. They claim to
have wanted to be able to really lean on those arrested, for all the world as though

they were all who should have been, :nd by leaning get cooperation.



With the most superficial analysis this falls apart. It never was true and it
was obviously from the very beginning untrue.

If this rather tham protecting Nixom and self-advancement and protection wers
true, then the imdictments would not have been delayed until so close to the election
there cou,d be mo trial until after the electiom and Nixon would mot have beem re-elected.
$his were true there would have been immediate indictments and immediate trials. And if
this were {rue, then the prosectors would have used what has become the traditiomal
prosecutorial device of overloading the accused with all the charges possible, which
is what happens with the poor, the imonrities, the politically-unpopwlar. Overloaded
with so many charges to defemd against, the accused and their lawyers go for deals.

Why them were lunt's Bay of Pigs gamg not them or evem later charged with those
other bag jobs easily charged against them? Examination of Humt's expemse accounts, which
gave his twmk travels and the dates amd clearly coordinazted with a whole series qf crimes
were enough for indictment. The Ellsberg job would have been pimpointed imuediately by
the simplest of police work, coordinating his and their and Lidd¥s travels with these
knovn crimes., That of the Chilean break-ims amd that of the NALCP Lducatiomal amd Legal
Defense funds are also apparent. Charges could have been filed jmmedistely against these
same defendants in New York and Los Angeles as a minimum, from what is and was known.
They were not and this rebuts the phoney official defemse against prosecutorial participi-
tation in the covering up ar the obstructing of justice of what it really means, protecting
Nixon,

Th. same is true im the Washington jurisdiction. cé{rg.s could have been made

dumediately and there could huve been clsoe to imuediate trial on what was never charged,

viclatiom of the coumumicatiomsilaw in using licensed equipment impropcrly, in using in
these crimes those expensive transcievers licensed to the “‘epublicanm National Committee
only and for limited, comvention use only. When it is recalled that these were licensed
to and through MeCord and that he is the ome who first broke ranks the potenticl is

also apparent,



One could go on axd on like thise. The defense of the system of justice, parti-
cularly of the prosecutors, is fraudulent.

They fesiled. They failed deliberately. in fact, Nixon appointed Silbert Acting
United States Attorney and then semt his name to the Senate for confirmation. It was
not acted om and it was clear thit the Semate did not look with favor om either his
Watergate record of his momination. “ometheless, Ford re-submitted his nomination.

And the truth is that Silbert kept Nixon as President and made Ford Presidemt by
simply not doing what he could and should have done.

It is the same with the CIA, Tt was mot about to tell all becsmse in the most
simplistic of explamations it had violated the law with wrongful help to Hunt amdiothers
for the White House for illicit as well as domestic purposes, all proscribed by lawe
In a less simple formulatiom, full investigation amd full exposure would have exposed
a whole ranks of at BGest dubious CIA activities, some of which we have seen, and at
the least, tje operatioms of its "old boy" metwork in the imitial stages of Watergate
investigations,.

Like those with more imvolvement, like Benmett aud his company, also CIA, and
those in and working for the White House and Nixomn, all had selfish but limited
purpose to be served by lealdnge So, each lesked ondy what it served personal interests
to leak, Whil: the results vere stratling and authentic sensatioms, they were not
correlated. The result was a scries of plecemeal disclosures each of which wes iiuediately
disputed by the Nixpmians and nome of which were put together to have meaning discernable,
The press did not interrelate individual stories as it could and should have. It was content
to take eac] semsation as it came and simultaneously and tmaditionally protected its
sources. Had it not the sources would have dried up.

4nd, of course, rually been exposed promptly.

S0, as it came out, The Watergate story remained fragmented., It was never worked
into a ooheremt whole. The avernage person could not do this for himself and here there
Jas an additional failing, mo book publisher ever had it dome by those many investigative

reporters who were capable of ite.



The people were shocked and horrified. They waited for more semsation. As it
poured out the result was more confusion because the sensatiomns were not interrelated.
Tjis worked to Nixon's bemefit because it made delays poesible and because there was

and because when there was it was
no focuas to the -xyosurng[ not emough to overcome the Njxom lies when he had mo choice
but to lie.

The people merely reeled, unbalanced by the revelatioms. further confused by the
minority that were unwilling to face reality or feared what it would do to them and
hotly disputed the obvious meanings of all the disclosures.

After liixon was able to fruastrate the earlier Congressiomal efforts, after the
stench could no longer be borme and the Congress appointed its Watergate committee, the
Watergate commitee did not conduct its public investigation as a real imvestigation to
develop all the facts possible. Rather in what was despite its failures am authentic
public service it orgamized its hearings to orgamize the fact. But it limited itself
almost =ntirely to what was publicly kmown. ft serves the function of writer rather
than investigator. It took what had X already been exposed in the leaks and m de a fairly
coherent story of it and put that on nationwide TV,

However, rather than putting mew information out for the people om TV the committee
in fact watered down what had already been lesked, One of the better examples of this
is the subject of another book-length chapter of the earlier book. Nixon had a real
plan for a police state, popularly called the Hugton plan after the young former natiomsl
TAF leader who sponsored amd coordinated it for Nixom. There had beem massive leaks of
extensive documentation to both The New York Times and The Waghington Post. These seem
to trace to Johm Dean because they are among the pupers he took from the “hit. Hpuse
and delivered to the Watergate committee. However, in publishimng these papers ( H ),
pretending there was a "national defense" issue, the committee suppressed from the
documents it published im its hearings some of the more subversive snd authoritarian
details of this plan — blished in the r8 and Te ed coastoto—

In fact, this committee did most of its work in secret amd more than half its

two dozen vo,umes are of documents few have seen and understood. Not unexpectedly

this serves to hide the corruption of the wealthier and more influential indiciduals



and copporatioms who, at the same time, were also protwcted by the prosecutors and courts
by being allowed to pay insignificant fines and not going to jail.

Where the commitee did not work im secret it failed to do what it could have,
Conspicuous examples of this are making it possiblefor Colson to avpid public testimony
at all and for Hunt to get away with the most minor testimony that added just about
nothing to what was already public. It suppresged ih its files what it learmed from
the "oversight" comuittee about other illegal acts and about those of the CIA,
not questioning the CIA leadership past or curremt about it.

It in fact got away with never putting evem Bemnett on the stand for public
testimony. The press, already amply indepbted to Bennett and through him to the CIA,
was silent inits contentment,.

Then came the tiwe of the liouse Judiciary Committee, divided in party and
belief and umwieldy in sigze. Getting 38 meubers to agree to anything is difficulte.
Jhat this committee's majority was able to make public - and to their credit some
tepublicans joined the Yemocratic majority - added excitimg and sensationsl detail,
Lt produced soue of Nixon's actual words instcod of his edited versions of them in his
transcripts. And as indivisual members argued their beliufs on TV each put snother part
of the story together amd innraasoi?Bii:ruhensiono But it, too, failed to make significant
addition to known fact and crime,

Here again I can cite frou personal experience, One of the more agrressive members,
one of those who was among the first to demand impeachment, responded to my offer of
the new information int this book and the new and correlated information for which
there is no space, imxihim with what amounts to a polite rcfusal. He mm imstead "commended"
me for my "filigence in this watter." fhis one entire aspect of the covering up remains
and perhaps will remain unexposed,

Another phoned me, having lcarend of my work from ome he called "a mutual friemnd,"
He arramged to come up and go over my filcs and take what he wanted. But he never found
it possible. :b, of course, was inordinately busy. So, however, was I and I could not

transport these large files. However, when I wrote and offered to memmimywtxmks
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go see him, any hour of the day or night, and learn what interested Jii and then take it
to hih, he never responded.

And these were two to whom th: contry is indebted for the fime work they did do.

But there was just so much that any political g£igure dared do. Political retaliation
is the politician's Bamoclean sword.

The House hearings were an update on those of the Semate. They added detail, By
then public and pover interests had growm. By then the Establishment had decided that
Nixom had to go. But as minimum danger to others not already embroiled, Like the corporate
fatcats who financed his crime and escaped retribution, living to contribute to future
political campaigms, if thereafter within the flexible laws.

There was the Pffice of the Specisl Wutergate Prosecutor. 1t, too, sat onkk
the volcano. it even suppressed public information. I was mot able to get copies of two
exhibits emtered into court evidence and widely published, in part imn facsimile, without
going to court, which I was reluctant to do. {t did not want more disclosed tham it
chose to disclose. For the first 39 pages of Humt's grand jury testimony that were made
public in the Ellsberg trial an experienced analyst with detailed imformatoon and files
might have seen what had mot come out. And from the sddress books of the Cubams, entered
into evidence in the first trial, it would have been apparemt by merely asking those im

it that the FBI had avoided any real investigation. So; the prosecutor was w@s supposed
to be the exposed became the supressbr, law or mb law, Under the law (5 U.S.C.552) he
had the obligation of muking this public evidence available to any and all citizens.

When the first special,prosccuor, stuffed shirt former bureaucrat Archibald
Cox, a “arvard Egtablishmemtarian type of the siiwkx Yemocratic cemter, had mo choice
but to subpoena Nixon's tapes, Nimon fired him, This "saturday Night Massacre" kicked
back harded than anything to that point had. Nixom had no choice because if he had not
delayed delivering the tapeshe would not have delayed further exposure and ultimate
ousters. Cox's successor, another Establishmentarian leader. Leom Jaworski, had an
existing record of whitewashing as xwmmxx cousel to the Texas Court ofi Inquiry im

its non-investigation of the JFK assassination. That was & crime under Texas law omly.
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When Jaworski was in actual charge of that non-investigatiom, he saw to it that those

in Vashington who wanted to comntrol what did and did not becomekmown never had any danger
from Texas exposure. furticularly was this true of the report that the only accused
asgassin, Lee Harvey Oswald, had been a federal informant, for cither the CIR or the

FBI, the subject of the TOP SECEET transcript I published in Whitewasch IV.It also includes
an offer by Jaworski to Washington to help suppress. (p. 153) He even offered to have a
retriaction printed in the first Texas paper imxpubiisk that published the report., Not
surprisingly, that ¥ paper had a foundation that served as a CIA frout, sz

the Hobby foundation, and Jaworski was on the board and made large nersonal contributions
through another, the M.W.Anderson Fund, to those illicit and improper CIA activities

over which Tom Draden presided. 4side from the newspaper stories of the time of those
1967 scandals, clippings on file in the morgue or every major mewspaper, therc were
books, like The Eshionage Establishment, available for 95¢ and in most libraries, that
include details.

Naturally enough, under Jaworski there were no CIA indictments, no CIA investi-
gations cven, It was predictable that he would do what he regarged as serving The
Establish,cnt's needs and no more. Once Nixon quit, Jaworskdi also quit impediately, his
hobs done. These were first to Bet Nixom out and next to sit on all that could be sat
Upone

It was also predictable that the prosecutions would be marrow and restricted,
no more than was required to obtain conictions of the few indicted om too few charges.
‘his is what happened, with trial producing no new signifitant disclosures. lore details,
but not essential ones. Yome adding to either public knowledge or public exposure. “one
bringing to light and punishing new crimes against all of society, which is what The
Watergate really vas.

So Mincurious" was the office of the special prosecutor that Hunt easily retained
gecrets and he was not dragged before the grand jury still agein when his memo to Bittmasn

finally, no thamks to any prosecutor, came to light when it served Hogan & Hartson
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narrow self-interest to end suppression, It had had a copy all along and had kept it
sccrct.EI;is firm, which had also done CIA work, as many law firms have, was not charged
with obstructing justice for keeping this crucial evidence secret for imm more than two
yearse The charge could have been made, itssinply Wannlt. ind if none of its prestigeous
nembers, more than 50, or its competent staff read the um papers, they were lawyers and
they did lmow the proof of blackmail amd other crimes iy this single document it had,
And to the kmowledge of partmers had.

This bréaf encapsulation, which does introduce whmkxit new evidence it was not
possible to address in a single book, has a limited purpose: to illustrate with specific
example the \cﬁe;ml truth that in this time of the greatest crisis all society's

supposed protuctions failed and that in no cese was the failure accidental.
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One of tiw coumittee's umore noteworth services was compiling aud printiug in
facgluile more than 30 volumes of evidence centered around Nixom and charges that could
lead to impeachment. Whem it was on TV and in reporting much of this re. ched the people,
but again only as it huppemed. The House would not vote a supyly of these iwportant
volumes. The committee printed only wnough for itsclf amd the major nedia. Senators
could not get copies. llixon had enough inflhence and pover remaining even when his
impeachncnt was uuder consideration and the vote to impesch appeared certain to

prevent more widespread use of this evidence, so much from his oun files.



