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W
H

E
N

 T
H

E
 H

E
A

R
IN

G
S w

ere over and 
the Senate Judiciary C

om
m

ittee had en-
dorsed the fitness and integrity of R

ich-
ard

 K
lein

d
ien

st for th
e secon

d
 tim

e, 
Jam

es E
astland of M

ississippi, the chair-
m

an of the Judiciary C
om

m
ittee and Sun-

flo
w

er C
o

u
n

ty
's b

est-k
n

o
w

n
 la

n
d

-
lord

, em
erged

 from
 h

is office ch
om

p
in

g 
on a cigar and stepped in front of the bat-
tery of m

icrophones, klieg lights and tele-
vision cam

eras. 
W

hat had the seven w
eeks of hearings, 

th
e d

ozen
s of w

itn
esses an

d
 th

e th
ou

-
san

d
s of p

ages of testim
on

y p
rod

u
ced

? 
he w

as asked. 
"

N
oth

in
g,"

 h
e sn

orted
 an

d
 w

alk
ed

 
aw

ay. 
H

e w
as w

rong, of course. T
he hearings 

into the IT
T

 case (technically, the confir 
m

ation
 h

earin
gs on

 K
iein

d
ien

st's n
om

i-
n

a
tio

n
 to

 b
e a

tto
rn

ey
 g

en
era

l) h
a
d

 
show

ed clearly that there w
as a danger-

ous arrogance am
ong P

resident N
ixon's 

m
en

, th
at th

e ad
m

in
istration

 h
ad

 b
een

 
m

ore sen
sitive to th

e n
eed

s of b
loated

 

A
N

T
H

O
N

Y
 M

A
R

R
O

 is a m
em

ber of N
ew

s-
w

eek's W
ashington bureau. 

an
d

 p
ow

erfu
l corp

oration
s th

an
 to th

e 
needs of the urban poor, and that the cus-
tod

ian
s of ou

r govern
m

en
t ap

p
aren

tly 
had no qualm

i about lying blatantly and 
repeatedly under oath. T

he transcripts of 
th

e h
d

arin
gs in

 fact w
ere so clou

d
ed

 b
y 

evasions, contradictions and outright lies 
th

at w
h

en
 D

em
ocratic S

en
ator Q

u
en

tin
 

B
urdick of N

orth D
akota protested that 

"
som

eon
e is n

ot tellin
g th

e tru
th

,"
 it 

sou
n

d
ed

 m
ore lik

e a p
u

n
ch

 lin
e th

an
 a 

com
plaint. 

T
he IT

T
 affair w

as the first of the N
ixon 

ad
m

in
istration

's m
ajor scan

d
als, an

d
 

w
h

ile it still isn
't clear ju

st w
h

at if an
y 

con
n

ection
 th

ere w
as b

etw
een

 a favora-
ble out-of-court settlem

ent given IT
T

 in 
three antitrust suits and a pledge by the 
conglom

erate to underw
rite up to $400,- 

000 of the cost of the 19'72 R
epublican N

a-
tion

al C
on

ven
tion

, it is clear th
at N

ixon
 

overruled the Justice D
epartm

ent's anti-
tru

st d
ivision

 an
d

 ord
ered

 it to lay off 

A
ll this w

as back before W
atergate, and 

for a w
hile it w

as the hottest story in tow
n. 

Jack
 A

n
d

erson
, w

h
o h

ad
 p

u
b

lish
ed

 in
 

h
is M

erry-G
o-R

ou
n

d
 colu

m
n

 th
e D

ita 
B

eard
 m

em
o th

at lin
k

ed
 th

e $400,000 
pledge to the out-of-court settlem

ent and 
h

a
d

 fo
rced

 a
 p

u
b

lic a
irin

g
 o

f K
lein

-
d

ien
st's role in

 th
e action

, w
as d

eclared
 

th
e p

rofession
al d

escen
d

en
t of L

in
coln

 
Steffens and Ida T

arbell and put on the 
cover of T

im
e M

agazine. B
rit H

um
e, the 

you
n

g rep
orter w

h
o actu

ally w
rote th

e  

colu
m

n
s, em

erged
 from

 A
n

d
erson

's 
sh

ad
ow

 to b
ecom

e a m
ed

ia celeb
rity in

 
h

is ow
n

 righ
t, in

vited
 to television

 talk
 

sh
ow

s, m
u

ch
-d

em
an

d
ed

 on
 th

e lectu
re 

circuit and coaxed onto "w
hat-I-know

-
about-journalism

" panels. 
"T

he 'Tr affair w
as the best thing that 

ever h
ap

p
en

ed
 to m

y career,"
 H

u
m

e 
w

rites in In
side S

tory. "
I w

as virtually un-
k

n
ow

n
 b

efore it b
egan

, d
esp

ite several 
years w

ith Jack and the publication of m
y 

(first) book (D
ea

th
 in

 th
e M

in
esi N

o
w

 I 
w

as w
ell k

n
ow

n
 th

rou
gh

ou
t th

e n
ew

s 
business and even know

n to som
e outside 

it . . K
lein

d
 least m

igh
t h

ave su
rvived

 
the IT

T
 affair in one piece, but I had com

e 
through it m

uch better." 
T

his is not just a gratuitous bit of self-
prom

otion. T
he story and H

um
e's ow

n re-
porting had been under attack, and had 
h

e n
ot b

een
 ab

le to d
efen

d
 h

im
self as 

w
ell as he did his ow

n credibility and the 
credibility of the A

nderson colum
n w

ould 
have been m

arred for a long tim
e to com

e. 
M

ak
in

g a m
istak

e in
 a m

ajor n
ation

al 
story is a bit like running the w

rong w
ay 

w
ith a football in the R

ose B
ow

l; no m
at-

ter w
hat you do later in life, it's the one 

thing that's rem
em

bered. It w
as a differ-

ent m
atter to have your story challenged 

b
y th

e lik
es of Joh

n
 M

itch
ell in

 1972 
(again

, th
is w

as p
re-W

atergate an
d

 h
e 

hadn't yet been indicted for lying under 
oath to the Senate W

atergate C
om

m
ittee, 

the federal grand jury, the F
B

I and virtu- 
ally everyone he' 	

(C
ontinued on page 2) 
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talked to about the case), and one of the 
things Hume does best in the book is de-
scribe the enormous pressure he felt dur-
ing those months, when a parade of gov-
ernment officials and ITT executives des-
perately tried to shoot down h is  stoty. 

It is understandable then that the bulk 
of this book is devoted to the ITT case and 
how he reported it. The chapters on ITT 
are absorbing and probably as good a 
retelling as there is to be found of the ITT 
affair and how it grew. What is disap-
pointing is that they add so little to the 
public knowledge; that they are mostly a 
rehash—albeit a well written one—of the 
original columns, his Senate testimony, 
and an article that he wrote for Harpers 
Magazine in 19'72. 

Hume gives Nader lawyer Reuben Rob-
ertson some long overdue and much de-
served credit for tenaciously fighting 
ITT's expansion programs at a time when 
the entire antitrust division of the De-
partment of Justice was—at Nixon's or-
ders, we now know—taking a dive. And he 
makes clear as most other reporters have 
not that the Judiciary Committee never 
conducted a serious investigation; it 
merely provided a forum—sometimes a 
hostile one, but nonetheless a forum—for 
Kleindienst, Mitchell and a string of ITT 
executives to protest their innocence and 
cry that they had been unfairly maligned. 

"Not a single subpoena had been is- 

sued, except for Nita heard's testimony," 
he writes, "and not a; single investigator 
had been put on the trail of the leads Jack 
and I had furnished. Instead, the witness 
list had been packed with pro-Adminis-
tration witnesses and the schedule had 
been conveniently juggled by the chair-
man to lend their testimony maximum im-
pact." 

But some major revelations—the tape 
recording of Nixon's order to Kleindienst 
to stay away from ITT, for example—came 
after Hume apparently had finished his 
book. Others, such as evidence of a well-
orchestrated lobbying attempt to dis-
credit then-antitrust chief Richard Mc-
Laren and undermine his policies, are 
mentioned only in passing, suggesting 
that Hume stopped reporting the story 
shortly after the hearings ended and 
wrote the book from what he already had 
in his notes. 

The ITT story takes up half of the book; 
the rest is given to tales of life inside the 
merry-go-round. Hume spent three years 
with Anderson, helping him produce the 
seven newspaper columns, five television 
commentaries, and seven radio shows 
that the Anderson operation on K Street 
turns out each week. Learning to be a re-
porter can be like learning electricity by 
shock, and Hume made mistakes and got 
burned a couple of times along the way. 
To his credit, he makes his mea culpas in 

,public, admitting that if he could do it 
again he probably wouldn't write a story, 
based on questionable evidence, suggest-
ing that the son of a prominent politician 
was a homosexual; and he makes a couple 
for Anderson too, (exculpating himself 
along the way), describing in meticulous 
detail the gross carelessness that caused 
Anderson to damage his own credibility 
by reporting—and then having to retract 


