
C
ohen 

gall of a Fine A
ctor 

z 

O
n O

ct. 2, N
ew

t G
ingrich pulled an A

gnew
. 

'I his is a term
 of m

y ow
n, part honor and part 

c vrobrium
, w

hich takes its nam
e from

 S
piro T

. 
gnew

 and the tour de force in lying he pulled off 
t e day after it w

as revealed that he w
as under 

i vestigation for taking bribes. W
ith a bit of acting 

at B
rando at his best could not have equaled, 

t t then-vice president staged a press conference 
t at alm

ost convinced m
e he w

as no crook. T
hat 

c ty in O
ctober, G

ingrich did even better. 
T

he setting w
as no press conference but an 

igust dining room
 at T

he W
ashington Post. T

o it 
c )m

e the high and the m
ighty, som

e to acquit 
t iem

selves w
ell, som

e not so w
ell, and one, as I 

r !call, to virtually slip under the table from
 sheer 

r zvousness. T
his, though, w

as not N
ew

t. H
e 

c une, he saw
 and he virtually blew

 the crockery 
c
 th

e
 ta

b
le

. - 
T

he question concerned the ethics com
m

ittee 
i vestigations of, it seem

s, everything G
ingrich 

I is ever done. A
 key area for the com

m
ittee is 

t e course G
ingrich taught at tw

o G
eorgia colleg-

c 3 and w
hether it could reasonably be considered 

f ee of partisan taint and thus tax deductible. It is, 
I g

ran
t y

o
u

, n
o

t ex
actly

 th
e so

rt o
f riv

etin
g

 
iestion that m

akes for good detective dram
as,  

and you are forgiven, dear and holiday-besotted 
reader, if you have not been follow

ing this issue 
closely. 

I cannot recall precisely w
hat G

ingrich w
as 

asked that day nor, lacking notes, can I quote his 
answ

er. B
ut he w

as asked about his honesty—
that I rem

em
ber—

and responded like this: I have 
based m

y entire career on honesty and integrity, 
and for anyone to question m

e in those areas is, 
frankly, so outrageous as to be close to treason! 

I exaggerate just a bit w
hen I say that the force 

of his indignation w
as such that it nearly caused 

m
y coffee to brim

 out of its cup. O
n the R

ichter 
scale, it w

as noticeable. I w
as stunned. I w

as 
im

pressed. T
hese lunches are usually so dull, so 

pat, that a dead person could pull them
 off—

and 
reporters, determ

ined to ask their question no 
m

atter w
hat, w

ould hardly notice. B
ut G

ingrich 
w

as different. H
e nearly exploded. H

is answ
er 

w
as dow

nright physical and, if truth be know
n, 

utterly convincing. I believed him
. 

N
ow

 it turns out that G
ingrich had been lying 

about the course, and he m
ade subm

issions to the 
ethics com

m
ittee that w

ere not true. H
e blam

es 
those on his law

yer, on being too busy to pay 
close attention to the subm

issions. 'I did not  

m
anage the effort intensely enough," he said. "In 

m
y nam

e and over m
y signature, inaccurate, 

incom
plete and unreliable statem

ents w
ere given 

to the com
m

ittee, but I did not intend to m
islead 

the com
m

ittee." 
T

he m
y-accountant-m

ade-m
e-do-it explanation 

is o
n

e th
at th

e In
tern

al R
ev

en
u

e S
erv

ice, so
 

lacking in com
passion, does not buy. B

ut beyond 
the IR

S
, I draw

 your attention to the speech 
R

ichard N
ixon did not give and w

hich surfaced 
• just recently. It w

as w
ritten by speech w

riter R
ay 

P
rice on A

ug. 3, 1974, just days before N
ixon 

resigned, and rejected calls for N
ixon's resigna-

tion. 
"I . . did not focus on it thoroughly," P

rice 
w

anted N
ixon to say about one of the W

hite 
H

o
u
se tap

es. "I d
id

 n
o
t at th

e tim
e fin

d
 it 

inconsistent w
ith m

y past statem
ents. . . . I now

 
recognize this as having been a serious m

istake 
because as a result of it m

y counsel, m
y staff, and 

others . . . w
ho defended m

y position did so on 
the basis of facts that w

ere incom
plete. . . ." 

N
ot even N

ixon, a political sociopath, could 
deliver such a speech. B

ut G
ingrich, in effect, did. 

I do not, of course, com
pare this trifling m

atter  

over a college course to W
atergate, but note only 

the sim
ilarity of the attem

pted exculpation. G
in-

grich is virtually saying his dog ate his hom
ew

ork. 
I believed him

 once; I w
ill not do so again. 

W
ashington, even in this season of good w

ill, is 
a vile and ugly place of cheap and lethal partisan-
ship. M

any D
em

ocrats loathe G
ingrich. T

heir 
effort to get him

, w
hatever its virtues, is deeply 

personal. T
hey hate the guy. 

M
any R

epublicans feel som
ething sim

ilar about 
our beloved president. T

hey consider C
linton a 

chiseling liar w
ho dem

agogued them
 on entitle-

m
ent program

s w
hile at the sam

e tim
e he w

as 
renting out the L

incoln B
edroom

 to anyone w
ith a 

checkbook. 
S

o given this atm
osphere, it's not likely that 

the G
O

P
 w

ill throw
 G

ingrich overboard. T
he 

w
agons have already been circled, and defending 

the m
an has taken precedence over both principle 

and appearance. It's a m
istake, but from

 w
hat 

R
epublicans have been saying in recent days, you 

w
ould think G

ingrich never served his country 
better than by lying to it. M

aybe he should get a 
m

ed
al o

f so
m

e so
rt. I su

g
g

est th
e O

rd
er o

f 
A

gnew
. 


