
W
illiam

 R
aspberry 

T
he P

ardon and he T
apes 

0.01-)(1 
"There is nothing F

ord can do about the par- 
don or even reasonably, say about it. A

nd to 
keep harping-  on it is a w

aste. It's counter 
productive." 

T
here is an im

portant difference be-
tw

een journalism
's single-m

indedness 
in

 th
e last d

ay
s o

f W
aterg

ate, an
d
 its 

current preoccupation w
ith P

resident 
F

ord's pardon of his predecessor.' 
T

h
e W

aterg
ate co

v
erag

e h
ad

 th
e 

tw
in objectives of discovery and rem

-
edy. T

he new
sm

en covering that m
ass 

of scandal thought it im
portant to get 

to the bottom
 of w

hat had gone w
rong, 

in large m
easure because that w

as the 
b
est w

ay
 to

 rem
ed

y
 w

h
at h

ad
 g

o
n
e 

w
rong. 
;W

ith
 W

aterg
ate, th

ere w
as so

m
e-, 

thing to be done. 
T

h
e N

ix
o

n
 p

ard
o

n
, o

n
 th

e o
th

er 
h
an

d
, is v

ery
 m

u
ch

 a m
atter o

f sp
lit 

m
ilk. 
T

h
at is n

o
t to

 say
 th

at th
o
se o

f u
s 

w
h
o
 w

ere o
u
trag

ed
 at th

e in
ju

stice, 
the untim

eliness and the thoughtless-
n

ess o
f th

e p
ard

o
n

 sh
o

u
ld

 h
av

e b
een

 
reticent about •expressing that outrage. 

B
u
t th

ere d
o
es co

m
e a tim

e w
h
en

 
outrage m

ust either be channeled into 
som

e useful direction or abandoned as 
counterproductive. 

T
h

e to
u

g
h

 rep
o

rtin
g

, th
e d

etectiv
e 

w
o

rk
, th

e d
ev

elo
p

in
g

 o
f so

u
rces an

d
 

th
e relen

tless q
u
estio

n
in

g
 o

f th
e fo

r-
m

e
r P

re
sid

e
n
t h

im
se

lf m
a
y
 h

a
v
e
 

seem
ed

 m
o
n
o
m

an
iacal at tim

es. B
u
t 

the_upshot w
as the initiation of a proc-

ess —
 im

peachm
ent/resignation —

 by 
w

hich the full truth could be, learned. 
U

n
d

erly
in

g
 th

e p
ress' W

aterg
ate ef-

fo
rt w

as th
e assu

m
p
tio

n
 th

at at so
m

e  

tim
e (and everybody w

ould know
 w

hen) 
the effort w

oud have paid off. 
B

u
t th

ere can
 b

e n
o

 p
ay

-o
ff fo

r th
e 

N
ixon pardon. T

he thing m
ay be unfor-

tunate, but it is irrevocable. O
ne w

on-
ders w

hat outraged reporters w
ant M

r. 
F

ord to do now
: S

ay he shouldn't have 
done it? A

pologize for bad judgm
ent? 

A
dm

it to a deal? B
eg forgiveness? 

N
o, there is nothing he can do about 

it or even reasonably say about it. A
nd 

to keep harping on it is a w
aste. 

W
orse than a w

aste: It's counterpro-
d
u
ctiv

e. F
o
r th

e p
reo

ccu
p
atio

n
 w

ith
' 

w
hat cannot be rem

edied detracts at-
tention from

 w
hat can be. 

I don't necessarily m
ean that every-

o
n
e w

h
o
 w

as o
n
 th

e W
aterg

ate b
eat 

sh
o
u
ld

 n
o
W

 tu
rn

 h
is atten

tio
n
 to

 th
e 

econom
y or housing or nuclear pow

er 
plants. I m

ean that even those, journal 
ists w

ho feel th
at th

e fu
ll W

aterg
ate 

story needs to be told are doing less to 
tell it by focusing on the pardon than 
they m

ight by focusing on som
e other 

things. 

F
or instance, during the P

resident's 
M

onday night press conference, he w
as 

ask
ed

 a d
o
zen

 q
u
estio

n
s co

n
cern

in
g
 

th
e pardon, about w

h'ch nothing can 
b

e d
o

n
e, an

d
 o

n
ly

 a q
u

estio
n

 an
d

 a 
half about h:s agreem

ent to give cus-
to

d
y
 o

f th
e W

h
ite H

o
u
se tap

es to
 

R
ich

ard
 N

ix
o

n
, ab

o
u

t w
h

ich
 a g

o
o

d
 

deal can be done, 
- 

If he new
s m

edia laid half as m
uch 

stress on the preservation for the pub-
lic good of the tapes and other docu-
m

ents as it has on the irrevocable par-
don, it m

ight generate enough public 
pressure to force M

r. F
ord to alter the 

custody arrangem
ent. 

A
s he said in this w

eek's new
s con-

ference, the tapes and docum
ents are 

still in
 th

e g
o

v
ern

m
en

t's p
o

ssessio
n

. 
P

resu
m

ab
ly

 th
ey

 w
ill stay

 th
ere at 

least until details are w
orked out as to 

how
 to m

ake them
 available' for prose-

cutions and, particularly, w
hat should 

h
ap

p
en

 to
 th

em
 in

 th
e ev

en
t th

e fo
r-

m
er P

resid
en

t sh
o
u
ld

 elle b
efo

re h
is 

form
er subordinates have been tried. 

W
ho w

ould get the key to the vault in 
su

ch
 an

 ev
en

t—
G

erald
 F

o
rd

? Ju
lie 

E
isenhow

er? L
eon Jaw

orski? 
A

nd w
ho should get it? T

he point I'm
 

m
ak

in
g
 is th

at th
e cu

sto
d
y
 arran

g
e-

m
en

t, u
n

lik
e th

e p
ard

o
n

, is o
p

en
 to

 
am

endrnent, subject to m
eaningful de-

bate. 
T

he press could help to air that de-
bate if it .could be brought to shift its 
attention aw

ay from
 the pardon. T

hose 
tap

es an
d
 d

o
cu

m
en

ts, after all, are 
probably our one best chance of learn-
ing the truth about W

atergate. 
I w

o
u
ld

 lik
e as m

u
ch

 as an
y
o
n
e to

 
know

 the narticulars,of how
 the pardon 

cam
e to

 b
e arran

g
ed

, w
h
eth

er it in
-

v
o

lv
ed

 a d
eal fo

r th
e p

resid
en

cy
 o

r 
w

as m
erely Jerry F

ord doing w
hat he 

co
u
ld

 fo
r an

 o
ld

 frien
d
. B

u
t it d

o
es 

strik
e m

e as fairly
 o

b
v

io
u

s th
at y

o
u

 
d

o
n

't fin
d

 o
u

t ab
o

u
t a d

eal b
y

 ask
in

g
 

the dealer. 
M

a
y
b
e
 th

e
 p

a
rd

o
n
 p

e
d
a
n
ts a

re
 

m
erely

 ex
p

ressin
g

 th
eir o

u
trag

e an
d

 
u
sin

g
 th

eir q
u
estio

n
t n

o
t to

 elicit in
-

form
ation but to punish M

r. F
ord for 

n
o
t liv

in
g
 u

p
 to

 th
e b

illin
g
 th

ey
 g

av
e 

h
im

—
as th

o
u
g
h
 an

y
 h

u
m

an
 b

ein
g
 

could. 
W

ell, I'll be glad w
hen they get back 

to
 p

ro
v
id

in
g
 in

fo
rm

atio
n
, w

h
ich

 is 
th

eir p
ro

p
er v

o
le, an

d
 sto

p
 try

in
g
 to

 
punish, w

hich isn't. 
If th

e in
fo

rm
atio

n
 lead

s to punish-
m

ent, as alm
ost happened in the case 

of R
ichard N

ixon, then fine. 


