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The Campaign
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They did succeed in promoting a half-
- million-dollar Senate probe headed by Sam L. Ervin
.Jr., the esteemed North Carolina Democrat. Neverthe-
less, it can safely be predicted that, as far as Water-
gate is concerned, the revelations will be few and far’
‘between. The case, after being tried in the newspapers
ias well as a courtroom, is pretty much a squeezed-out
_lemon.
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Watergate

. The Ervin probers, however, will also look into ‘
Washington ‘ . charges of political sabotage attributedto Donald H.

HE OSTENSIBLE purpose of the forthcoming Seg're‘tti, a young Californja lawyer who allegedly re-
T Senate investigation into the Watergate case is to ’ceived Republican campaign funds. The sabotage al-
determine whether new legislation might be needed legedly was dn“ectegi at Derqocratic_cangidates vying
to protect the electoral process by which the Presi- -against each other in last spring’s primaries.

' dent of the United States -*

is chosen. ; . Exactly what Segretti did for his money has not
been fully developed. From what this reporter has been
But, for some reason, hle to gather, he was pretty much a bumbling ama-

the Democratic-controlled - teur who may have been résponsible for a few harm-
Senate has refused to :jesq pranks. e R

sanction a broadening of | *  d %
the investigation to incudg - . :
the campaigns of 1964 and * .
1968 inpwlﬁréh there have B‘EING AN eminently fair man, Senator Ervin will
been allegations of shen- - probably not concentrate on what Republicans did
anigans . directed against - to Democrats. When the _facts are called to his atten-
the Republican .candi- ton, he may well look into what Democrats did to
dates. ‘Democrats — most notably what George McGovern’s

: ; paid aide, Dick Tuck, did to Edmund Muskie. :

Noting this, Senator -
John Tower (Rep-Tex.) -  Unlike Segretti, Dick Tuck is a self-styled profes- .
has observed that “less is sional political prankster. His favorite target over the
¥ known about what hap- Years has been Richard Nixon,
‘ uring those cam- ’ '
Victor Lasky - Sg?gegs dthang what hap- ,  According to Paul Hoffman in the Village Voice,
: pened during the 1972 Tuck turned up on McGovern’s staff last year.
campaign with respect. to electronic surveillance. . . ‘.
T»h'elPe Eave’ been strgng indications and evidence and” During the New Hampshire primary,” Hoffman
assertions by people in responsible places that there YePorted, (Tuck) played a few harmless jokes on Ed-
was, indeed, electronic eavesdropping in those two - mund Muskie, such as slipping McGovern stlck_ers into
campaigns . . .” , the ?ottom of the cups used at one of the Maine sen-
. .1 ator’s kaffee-Klatsches.

And, indeed, there was. Barry Goldwater has g ‘ : ‘ o )
publicly stated that during his 1964 presidential race .- "Alter Watergate, though, Tuck and his antics
his own Washington apartment was “bugged” by par- Were shelved. '
ties unknown. The Arizona Republican himself discov- | : * K %

“ered the “bug.” P :

LTF TUCK'S antics w “harmless,” why w e r
In 1968, Senator Hugh Scott reported, there were | T TUC P after Watarer aasy, Why wer e
similar episodes of electronic hanky-panky directed at ' Iﬁ]‘fyu-Shel‘,’Fd after Watergate? And what were the
the Republioans . SR ., other “jokes” played on-Muskie? Were they pranks
: 7 . . which Some newspapers have laid at the door of the
* Kk K . Republicans?

BUT’ BY AND LARGE, the media have shown a,  Tuck could make a most informative witness be-
massive disinterest in these Republican conten- i;fore the Ervin committee — that is, if he’s ever called

tions. However, when the Watergate case broke, cer- = to testify. L .

tain newspapers and TV networks wert overboard to -

keep the story alivé, rehashing the facts almost daily . N.AN.A.

in an obvious effort to embarrass the White House. *



