ﬂl”?g/ S
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There is virtually nothing about anything he is not capable of saying and hasn't

said at one time or another, illo matter what he says, he says it with convietion. o

matter how improbable it is, he says it in a way that persuades many people he beliesves

ite o mutter how false - and during his mx® career he has told many palpablc lies -

he ncever looks like he lmows he is lying.

suggesting )'ﬂ ,
Although he resented it, ..;ﬁl\sayz:m’ft' hurt his 1972 opponent George licGovern, a#r/‘; o
,OJ'l«vi-.cw( Mo Mivim

fopted Hitler's philosophy about the lie: it has to be a whopper or you cs_n;t

pull it off.

There has nrobably -nevee beer—s—more—sanchimonicus liar iB the incredible -eatato

of—kkm lions in The Unjted Stetes!

potitical—pastToOv 200 yoars 1ong.

vh quﬁa

‘1 - - T L3
n's lies was complied when he ran for re-election as Dywight

_ W‘b w;gr;,w”( re 4,. it M bt )
Eisenhower's running mate, William Costello hed-decn an '. C;}S.J—i—-—ll.ﬁ. 3

A catalogue of lixo

news—n the days before TV, VWhen he was writing the book and I knew 2

hin weekly,

SHSE e8Py un“ﬂr"}c nt It W“d The iy ').CtS Abﬂu't RlCﬂdI‘d
[+ mede Mo diAPirince [on bd Linwe W LM’h 2.

fixon: 4n unauthorigzed bilography. Before-Bili comnleted his manuserint. —hews-stesped

T Vhant DU\—!

he was Mutngl Ho r“ua_'s Trfhn Lo H

ol

ip-titzorts-potitical-srevarication.

rloee—tack—tine b

R e
,,,,, held-daepnens s—rew oIe,

Lil}—ﬁe-:rcfdr—to—be";—zrcreéﬂ}eae ~-that there was no end to them,
~ (_ . '
xon reminds me of a yourg t.an/I/o;c@m; who, perversely, consciously

stterned
himself after the bad mgr;,a-f"'f"}é B Western movies, This W’nade much trouble
o
fo:v;',o/tg:g,.—'mﬁk did much harm before he himself nto trouble. Psychiatrists could
~Ge—roitpre—forhime—the-police ¢ only, eyvenfuslls

i from shootine E-Hore—peo Ea—l e

The difference—is—that in doing all the bud—dhinsswithvhichr Itstireer-is studded, Nixon

did—themssidh the mien of

a megsish. snd an inereasing number of people graducally

T e

el vinesl,
So
B . b
zious falasehoods, he had Jesrned to gualify them go HT(_:UU].(L ldter twist the 1119C1mng

of what he had¢ actuslly said. The Presid mi, of course, can speak without

. ./V 1Y __Mz(/ﬁu«md h/iw

By the time of The Watergate, wk

g

uttering :.

word. The institution of press secretary or official spokesiru takes care of this,

from the beginnin tm.;a let it be know that they would say no more, having said



all that needed saying, alﬁays adding up to his innocenc?ZFEﬁL41xcin¥, Tet with each
ravelling of the fabric, another denial had to be nsde. When enough of the fabric

had coue apart for those involved to be tallking, when some of their private notes

and memoranda finally were aveilble, it was explicit that the constantly-shifting
positions, the nutually-contradictory statements, each in ite Gays presented as the
given word, had been based on the exalted principle of deniability, as had the crimes,
which had been designed to secn to be separated from the Vhite House,

For a while soze papers printed excerpts fromthese self-contradictory statements,
in chronological order. The list grew too long, &hd everybody was too polite to say
out loud,"le've got a Qggf in the White House." ind by the time the list of lies grew
to this proportion, it was more than ap arent that falsehood was the lesser of White

P
House evils. _L7${3 /
liixon's secérity on semantics, the way he told the people he was pure and seemed
Watergate

to reassure himselfl on iﬂxisscore}is illustrated by one of thesefstatements.

insert oﬁ.ﬁﬁ

BT fusteltv*seollection of U1 %

as an ideal campaign aid for

e s

all who thereafter ran for any office with Hizon as his 0EEQEEﬁfzﬂiégéﬁLJuddﬂmjiﬁﬁhﬂﬁh
it is the nature of United States politics thgj,aii’aandidates vretend the profession
is pure. Hobody ever made Richﬁfgzﬂixﬁﬁfgéce Richard Nixon. Hobody everg/called him

the liar he ise 1t is t"just that he is that lucky. it is that the higher the office,

T
the more it 4% revered. Thiis special attitude apiroaches the monarchical with the

The need was for disassociation as completely as poszible, The fact és that it
was an imposibility because the criminal activity originated in the White “ouse, The
pretense by then was that the Nixon personal campaign machine was somehow separate and
distinet from Hixzon, them not use. The most basic lie and a never—ended pretense was that
the break-in at Yemocratic headquarters wass the only criminal scte Lf it was not
apparent from daywsual reading or hearing of the statements, it was the crux of all,

Hixon finslly announced that a definitive investigation had kEmmm been mnde for



o N Y 2 - = 1 )‘.
(Originally I had planned to tabulste the false, contradictory znd ever-—-chaéilng
statements, each an improvisation to overcome an iriwediete problem or adiress a new
ineriminating
bit olf/evidence. By a year after the Yune 17, 1972 break-—in, this file had grown to
a tuo-inch thiclness of statement and counter—statement, a bulk that defies full

treatment in a bookdx In itself it would make a fine study of government by

propaganda and of White House integrity in its nessages tc the people,)



.,

hinm and it provéd that the “hite House and his entire alministration vere puiltless,
Th press dutifully reported the exact words, withoud interpretation. This the White

news stories
House wordsmiths kne. they could depend upon. +t is the tradition that the puomxs
report, not interpret. Dxamined carefully, however, the key words do not say this.
The contipgency of later deniability was built into these words,

Hixon's October & 4, 1972 proclamation of imnocence of all his associates - all
statencnts presumed his was without question - said that "No one on the ¥“hite House
staff, mno one in thig administration presently employede..” was invelved in any waye

Seginuing with the understanding that this related to the break-in only, the least
of the erimes if g felony, the misrepresentations becone clear on anslysis,

Uy then it was public knowledge that two of the seven indicted had beon White

House zmd and three had been administration employees. These are Hunt, Liddy and leCord,

the first and last retired fron khecfrderatrmnneetk salaried posts on the federal payroll,
£
s

The g%gﬁéguﬁt'%ﬁl’éésigned to bextﬂk?h and was taken as a statement that "no one now

sorking in the White House" was in any vway involved{ then or at the +inme of the break-in,
This is false with regard to funt, who was on the White House staff at the time of

the break-in and continued working on a contract with a federal agency for a short

period afterward. If it was a public secret, it was also a knowfact that when Hunt

necded an excuse to flee without being subject to the charge, thic is the deviee he used,
1t was £ix false because here were a series of related and unreported crimes.

1t was false because all the detected and provable crimes had not been chargeg;

not umnaturel when lizon controlled the prosecution, which, perforce, was by his own

Departnent of Justice, which had pre-enpted it from that of the District of Columbia,

which was Nizon's in any event, there being no self-government in the

- o s O : i :
It was Talse because there were Hixon appintees in federal posts whow were

involved in the related crimes and in aspects of the small proportion charged.
1t was false because both the White House and the administration had before then
Justice,

begun a series of mlated crimes the nost obvious of which is the obstructing of Jukmiem,

]
Pat Gray's personal burning of the “unt evidence from his White House safe, alrecady noted,
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was known in the White Housc. He cays the vhite louse directed it. White House silence

on Gray's crime is still another White House crime, more thsn a single crime under the codes
If sthese facts about the Watergate and atiendant sffims White House mendacity

werc not known xhe at the time the crime was reported throughout thé world, they are in

no way a departure from lixon's record or his "game plan." They are, in fact, vintage

Hixon.

marked part 7, bottom, fols. &XTg 7 / A



