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Archibald Cox, the spe-

cilal Watergate prose-:

cutor, has asked the
country for a blind act of
faith, to take his side in a

showdown with Senator

Sam Ervin over the sus-
pension of the Watergate
hearings.

It is a request Justlfled by
his sense of his own recti-
tude and his reputation as
an honorable man. It is also
atrifle an-
achronis-
tic, reflect-
ing as it does
the creed of
the. prgs1dent
he " first
served[ John F. Kennedy:
“One man can make the dif-
ference.”

Analysis

and
Opﬁnion

In the context. of Water-
gate; it is, ‘as hesaid him-
self, a “trying” and ¢diffi-
cult” request, especially as
it falls in with the thinking
- of the White House, and puts
him in the unfortunate po-
sition of being suspected of
covering up.

Last weekend, vice presi-
dent Spiro Agnew, the
sometimes spokesman for
the administration, made a
commencement address in
which he inveighed against
excellence and perfection-
ism, which is, at bottom, the -
basis of Cox’s plea. If we
had aimed low, Agnew
seemed to be saying, if we
had'accepted the President’s
explanation that all politi-
cians behave badly in cam-
paigns, we would not be suf-
fering such acute disen-
chantment and cynicism.

Cox is asking the country

being provided by the Ervin .
committee in exchange for :

the larger purpose of brmg-
ing the major guilty pal
to “justice. His problem is

. that. he must use the same

agencies which failed so ab-
jectly the first time around
to achieve that end.

For Cox, he is telling us,
those same men would he
more rigorous than for Rich-
ard Kleindienst, the: for-
mer attorney general, who
assured the public last fall
that the investigation was
relentlessly pursued.

The public is still aware
what a near thingit all was.
Had it been anybody but
touchy, hidebound Johmn Siri-
ca, the chief judgeiof the
district court,on the bench,
we might still be as much in

Cox told the Ervin com- |

mittee in a letter that their
activities would ‘increase
the risk” that major guilty
parties or even all, might go
free. This is his most com-

_ pelling argument. If a cou-

ple of people who hold up a
gas station end up behind
bars, why should men who,

as Senator Lowell Weiker

said, “‘almost stole the coun-
fry” walk around for; the
rest of their lives, with dis-
grace as the only penalty
and total distrust of the sys-
tem as the consequence.

-Chairman Ervin, when the
matter of suspension first
arose, rather unwisely said
that it was more important
to get the truththan to ‘‘put
a couple of people in jail.”

Cox argues that certain
people might talk more free-
ly in the secrecy of the
grand jury than before the
television light of thecom-
mittee. The history of the
first Watergate trial refutes
him. Grand jury tproceed-
ings and the trial itself pro-
duced nothing.

It ,wasm,onlym When Jud udge
Maximum sentences at the
‘defendants that James
" McCord, who had no faithdin
the - Justice Department or

\ Sirica started brandishing

the prosecutors, began to
sing. He was silent in-the
courtroom. In the caticus
room he told all.

The committee seems ut-
terly indisposed to closing
down “its operations. It has
heard itself praised for pain-
staking, non-sensational and
meticulous procedures. It
remindg§ itself that it has a
mandate
and legitimate if seldom cit-
ed legislative goal, the re-
form of campaign spending
practices. Such revisions af-
ter only five days of hear-
ings seem all but inevitable.

What seems beyond dis-

puteiis that' there is enough
perfljgly to go around, so that
some rough”division Oi labor
could be made between Hr-
vin and Cox.
e senators could go for-
rd with their examination
of the bizarre financial pro-
cedures of the President’s
campaign committee, its
dirty tricks, and the steps
leading to the break-in.

Cox, on the other hand,
seems in-a far better posi-
tion to explore the coverup
and President’s involve-
‘ment. As a case in point,
there are the presidential
logs, which w0uld establish
the ‘truth or falsehood of

© John Dean’s claim that he

conferred with the President
on Watergate some 35-or 40
times thisyear: -

he White House has said
it would be ’’constitutionally
inappropriate” for the logs
to be d1sclosed Cox says he
expects ‘‘access to every-
thing.” ’

The President, if past is
prologue, would defy the
Senate to the end. Buta Cox
request, backed up by a Cox
threat to resign, might pos-
sibly get results.

from . the Senate -

_The -break-in, the coverup,
the moneyvchangm isf:em to

now would seem to be to ne-
gotiate. areas of concentra-
tion with the Senate, so that
the guilty would eventuaily
be pumshed while the pub-
lic’s: need to know,a preroga-
tive thathas been systematl-
cally abused since-last June
17, could also be served.



