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© WASHINGTON,. Nov. 6—
Charles Alan Wright is back
home _in Tekas after months
of serving as President Nixon’s
jchief> legal strategist in the
battle: for control of the Water-
gate tapes.

He is getting abusive mail
and ‘wondering what has hap-
Ipened to his reputation.

He is wondering, too, why
no one bothered to tell him—
until ‘the day of ithe public an-
nouncement—that the White
House was asserting that no
tape recordings had been made
of two of the nine disputed
White House conversations
about Watergate.

“It was my secretary who
told me,” Mr. Wright .said to-

from his office at the Univer-
sity of Texas Law School in
Austin.

“She said, ‘You won't believe
thhis, “but. two of the tapes
don’t#xist.  You should hear it
from: us before hearing 1t on
the ‘radio.””

The secretary was calling
from the. White House, Mr.
Wright said, and shortly after-
ward, J. Fred Buzhardt Jr., the
President’s deputy counsel, an-
nounced in Federal Judge John
J. Sirica’s Washington court-
room that the White House|
would not be able to turn over,
nine tapes after all, for two of
the nine did not exist. i

A few days later, amother
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White - House staff member,:

Stephen. B. Bull, testifiéd "be-
fore Judge Sirica that President
Nixon had had a good idea
more than a month before that
|those two-tapes did not exist.

And Mr. Wright, who had
already been criticized in some
legal circles for his participa-
tion in the White House’s han-
dling of the tapes case, found
_thimself in a more awkward po-
sition than ever before.:- ;

He had gone: to the” White
Houge last summer with a na-
tional reputation, in the legal
community at least, as one of

“Ithis country’s best constitu-|

tional . :scholars. He was con-

sidered: . 1mpeccab1y fprofes—
sional and honest. :
But “'now:in the minds of

many lawyers and laymen, he
is the lawyer who told Judge
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would .comply “in all respects

tapes — leaving the clear im-'
pression that tapes of all nine
conversations specified in' the
subpoena would be turned over

. when the  President
allegedly already knew or
strangly suspected that two of
the’ conversations had not been
recorded.

Professor ~ Wright .. said,
when asked, that he wis not
bitter about his dealings with
‘Mr. Nixon or others, at the
White House or about the ef-
fect those dealings had had on
his life.

He said “there are péople,
particularly laymen,” who felt:
ithat he had behaved im-
iproperly. He also said that he
had received “abusive” letters.
But he  added that his’' col-
leagues' at the law schdol had
been: “terrific” in offering:their
moral support, and that he felt
that he had behaved in a
“hlghly professional way . at all
times.”

about the nonex1stence of ‘the!l,

tapes, e sa.ld _that he “would]
be happier-if I had known.:”

don’t:say that by way of Yeriti-
|c1sm of anyone.”

Mr., Wright said that he did
not know whether the two dis-
iputed conversations hads ever
been recorded, but that he was
willing to accept the White
House statement that they had
mot been. “I believe my col-
jleagues, 1 believe the Presi-
dent” he said. But he added
that if it turned out that the
two tapes had existed and then

Sirica on Oct. 23 that Mr. Nixon !

that he was asked to do—-—pre--
‘pare the constitutional argu-
'ments—is-over. The job now is,
to convince Judge Sirica that,
the two disputed conversations|
were never re arded, and that,

he said, “is aéroblem for trial
lawyers.”

His job in the present case—
the one based on the subpoena
issued last summer by the then
special Watergate prosecutor
Archibald Cox—is thus “done,”
he said. But if there are any
further proceedings in the case
of the Senate Watergate com-
mittee’s subpoena to the Presi-

{dent —a subpoena that Judge'
|Sirica has already rejected —

then, Mr. Wright said, he will
expect to work on the Presi-
dent’s case.,

Mr.- Wright brushed aside
any suggestion;that -his work
on the tapes cise might have
cost him a judgeship, perhaps
even an appointment to -the
Supreme Court. But .he sdid
that. he did not want to be a
judge.

All he wants to do now; he
‘said, is get back into the full

tirghythm of academic life, ‘teach-
gng his course and:his-seminar
‘ent:Pederal ' courts, serving-on
the school’s various committees
and coaching the school’s intra-
mural football team, the Legfal
iEagles..

| 1 want to be a law professor
for the rest of my life,” he
said.,

Yet for all of Mr. Wright’s
disclaimers, for all his insist-
ence of no bad feelings, law
professors, lawyers and others
across the country are wander-
jing about his morale.

Mr. Wright concedes that he
is not entirely happy with the
outcome of the case. He said
that when the President de-
cided not to appeal to the Su-
preme Court the ruling by the
United States Court of Appeals
upholding the subpoena, he in
effect lost the case. He does
not-question the wisdom of the
President’s decision, far "that

been destroyed, he would with-
draw from all participation in|
the White House case.

As for rumors that he had
quit the White House team—if
not in a huff, for that would be
‘out of keeping with his emin-
ently lawyerhke image, that at
least in disillusionment— Pro-
fessor Wright said today that
the rumors were untrue.

He is out of the case now,’
he said, simply because the ]ob:

iwas-a political dec1sxon ‘he said,

As for the belated: dlsciosure  Ibut, inhis words, “I r;ever like

to, lose a case.’t.. .

As a lawyer you natura]ly
hke to press on, and redeem
yourself by winning,” he said.

He .also said that he was
“not happy” about: the “uproar”
caused by .the latest disclosures
on the alleged. nonexistence of
the twp tapes.

“I<think, had I been advised

a possibility that the tapes
didn't~ exist, it would ‘have
helped 'us .to make that _point
in the begmmng

Some outsiders use harsher
terms...If Mr. Wright was not
infornied ‘of the tapes’ non-
existence, they say, then he was
in effect deceived by his client.

There has been no statement

on Oct. 23 that there was even -

on the ‘subject from-.the White
Houselyfiespite” queglibns from
reporter§ in* recent dfy$iabout
the date that Mr. Wr1 ht had
been informd. Mr. " "Wright's
Washfngton secretary,‘who is
also®secretary to Leoridtdl: Gar-
meht,” the President’s  €bunsel,
declined ‘today to comment
about Mr. Wright’s staterhent

: thafha%st got the information
in‘a {8 “eall from’ “her.




