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The ITT Affalr. Any thing But the Truth

From the very beginning of the Senate Jud1c1arv
hearings on the ITT affair, there has been a lamen-

table tendency fo veer: off on tmgents‘leadm;za
‘ r-—to head up into what Sen-
der Hugh S:cott would call “dry -
creeks.’ ” Fxrst the ‘ was the morbid fascination gvith

nowhere in: particu
ate” hhnontv."-

Now we have the‘ same thing being said oOf Mr.
Peter Elamgan, who first refused d’ld now has

f “long established and fundamental
r federal system” was by way of
ssion that Mr. Nixon was himself in-

e ITT affair. If Mr. Flanigan had not

: 'been the President on the particular mat

there could nave heen no recourse to

cadent ‘that we can find, because that

that part of it which would apply to
rooted, in the confidentiality of re-
tween the President and his White House

o sﬂaff So the White House, having reconsidered the

poﬁtic&—?il not the principle—at stake, was well ad-
vised to turn around and give in to Senator Ervin

i and othm on thxs score,

Lo d

' But 1o prweed from this White House capmxla ~
: ~tion m ﬂle coticlusion that the testimony of Mr.

“oan close the case is to overvalue the
" been resolved—because executive privilege is not

role of amy one mdiwdual in this highly complex

-and sophistitated affair; to overlook the degree of

-delicacy by which such sensitive dealings between
the government and big business are conducted;

" - and‘to put more faith in the official version of the
way the IT)E caae was handled than is justified by -
£ f;;the record Bow.

We know, to begin with, what Mr Flamgan will
: BoaTSe iﬁ' Dean’s letter told the committee in
adm by Way of trying to demonstrate that there
was no fwed for him to testify. He will say that he
was asked by Mr. Richard McLaren, then head of
the antitrust division, to recruit Mr. Richard Rams-
den, & Pivate financial expert, to write an inde-

n@nt opinion about the financial and economic

hupli¢ations of the ITT antitrust suits~-that he was

- a “conduit’™ and nothing else. But if he follows Mr.
Dean’s seript, he will also add that he (Mr. Flani-
gan) “did not divectly or indivectly contribute to

ibe findings and conclusions of the mdepeﬂdvm eg-
pert (Mr. Ramsden).” And right at that point we
will he up against this recurrent problem of cred-
ence, because on this particular point there is al-
ready sharply contradictory testin®ly irom no less
an authority than Mr. Ramsden. Just one week after

t, that Mr. Flanigan could not testify '

executive privilege by any reading

the commxttee received Mr. Dean’s Mer Mr. Rams-

©.den testified under oath that when he met with

Mr. Flanigarn, before preparing his' remrt. he was
handed a memorandum on the ITT" .cae ‘which he

ea;d helped him “focus" on the Issues’ involved; al-
: though the memorandum hore no Sdenﬂfyug mark- .
ff.: ings, it turned out to have:been ;w

-Dxrector ‘Felix Rohatyn, who figured in I% of

meetings with then Deputy Attorney Geneéral Rich- |
ard Kleindienst, whose nomination to be-Attorney

General is the issue formally before fhe Judici- |
© ary Committee. Without quibbling over words; we_

would submit that this amounted, in rather a large

~ way, to “contributing” indirectly-—at the verg:least.
—“to the findings and conclusions of the ind’pm@’
~ent expert = ,

[

. You could argue, of course, that this doesn’t mat-
ter much, except for the fact that Mr. MeLaren him-
self hag put such importance on the Ramsden re-
port—that, and the hard fact that Mr. Kleindienst
began his own aecount of the process which led
to an out-of-court settlement of the ITT case by say-
ing it was “handled and negotiated ez:clusively" by
Mr. McLaren.

TMshasbeenthestoryofthel’ITaffnu'fmm
the start:.the official denials and assertions have
been too sweeping, too pat; too many essentials
have been sloughed off or left out; in short, we
have been getting, in the official version, something
less—or something other—than the whole truth.

' And that is why it is idle to suppose that Mr. Flani- |

gan’s testimony will clear up much of anything.

Still less can it be argued that the matter could then

be laid to rest because, by Mr. Flanigan's appear-

ance the issue of executive privilege would have

what the ITT affair is all about.

It is about an elaborate process which caused Mr.

McLaren to abandon his stated itention & press
the ITT cases right up to the Supreme Court and
to gettle out of court—a process both subtle and
intricate, which plainly involved high executives of

ITT and high officials of the government. It is about

the many contacts that took place, and how it all
worked out in the way that ITT, at a certain stage,

way a large corporation brings influence to bear

‘sponds and what role was played in this particular
affair by Mr. Kleindienst, and what this fells u<
about his reliability amd integrily, and fitness io
be Attorney General.

We would not argue that hearing fro;w b
three more White House aides and some ¢
side witnesses and resummoning some ea

thmg—-though every bit he}ps We wo

and one or two other witnesses, would #H ‘”Pam
the Senate Judictary Committee and the American

people with anything but the whele truth.

nesses, such as Mr. Kleindienst, would clarity eve:y-

wanted it to work. It is, broadly speaking, about the

upon government, and about how government re-



