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M
r. F

ord's T
estim

ony: T
he S

uspicions R
em

ain 
A

nybody w
ho previously had suspi-

cions about a "deal" betw
een P

resident 
F

o
rd

 an
d
 his predecessor has exactly 

the sam
e suspicions now

. T
here is no 

w
ay

 last T
h
u
rsd

ay
's n

am
b
y
-p

am
b
y
 

session betw
een the P

resident and the 
H

ouse Judiciary subcom
m

ittee could 
have eased anyone's doubts. 

W
hich isn't surprising. C

onsidering 
the nature of the suspicions, there is no 
w

ay
 th

ey
 co

u
ld

 b
e reso

lv
ed

 sh
o
rt o

f 
M

r. F
ord adm

itting (a) that he w
as in-

volved in a treasonable conspiracy or 
(b) that his decision to pardon R

ichard 
N

ixon w
as unforgivingably stupid. 

R
ep

. E
lizab

eth
 H

o
ltzm

an
 (D

-N
S

.), 
w

h
o
 p

ro
v
id

ed
 alin

o
st th

e o
n
ly

 life in
 

that dull-dull session, also show
ed w

hy 
it w

as bound to be so frustrating. 
I fo

u
n
d
 m

y
self n

o
d
d
in

g
 in

 ag
ree-

m
en

t o
v
er n

early
 ev

ery
 o

n
e o

f h
er 

m
o
stly

 rh
e
to

ric
a
l q

u
e
stio

n
s. S

h
e
 

w
anted to know

 "how
 you can explain 

having pardoned R
ichard N

ixon w
ithout 

specifying any of the crim
es for w

hich 
he w

as pardoned, and how
 can you ex- 

lain pardoning R
ichard N

ixon w
ith-

out obtaining any acknow
ledgm

ent of 
guilt from

 him
?" 

T
hose are infuriating om

issions, to 
b
e su

re, b
u
t it is h

ard
 to

 im
ag

in
e an

y
 

satisfacto
ry

 an
sw

ers. N
o
r d

id
 R

ep
. 

H
o
ltzm

an
 seem

 to
 ex

p
ect an

y
. S

h
e 

hardly paused for breath, not to m
en-

tion replies, as she ham
m

ered aw
ay: 

"H
ow

 do you explain the failure to 
co

n
su

lt th
e A

tto
rn

ey
 G

en
eral o

f th
e 

U
n
ited

 S
tates w

ith
 resp

ect to
 th

e is-
su

an
ce o

f th
e p

ard
o
n
 ev

en
 th

o
u
g
h
 in

  

your confirm
ation hearings you had in-

d
icated

 th
at th

e A
tto

rn
ey

 G
en

eral's 
opinion w

ould be critical in any deci-
sion to pardon the form

er P
resident? 

"H
ow

 can this extraordinary haste in 
w

hich the pardon w
as decided on and 

the secrecy w
ith w

hich it w
as carried 

out be explained, and how
 can you ex-

plain the fact that the pardon of R
ich-

ard
 N

ix
o
n
 w

as acco
m

p
an

ied
 b

y
 an

 
ag

reem
en

t w
ith

 resp
ect to

 th
e tap

es 
w

hich in essence, in the public m
ind, 

ham
pered the S

pecial P
rosecutor's ac-

cess to these m
aterials and w

as done, 
also in the public's m

ind, in disregard 
o
f th

e p
u
b
lic's rig

h
t to

 k
n
o
w

 th
e fu

ll 
s
to

ry
 a

b
o
u
t R

ic
h
a
rd

 N
ix

o
n
's

 
m

isconduct?" 
T

hey w
ere m

y questions, too, and yet 
not so m

uch questions as statem
ents of 

dark suspicion. A
nd there w

as no w
ay 

M
r. F

ord could have supplied satisfac-
tory answ

ers w
ithout conceding that 

h
e w

as eith
er a co

-co
n
sp

irato
r o

r a 
fool. 

T
ry to m

ake up satisfactory respon-
ses, and you'll see w

hat I m
ean. "G

ee, 
I g

u
ess I ju

st fo
rg

o
t to

 ask
 h

im
 fo

r a 
confession." O

r "I asked for one but he  

said no." O
r "I didn't w

ant to hurt his 
feelings; after all, he m

ade m
e w

hat I 
am

 today." 
T

h
ere w

as, fo
r m

e, o
n
e startlin

g
 

m
om

ent of absolute intrigue. It cam
e 

w
h
en

 R
ep

. H
o
ltzm

an
 su

g
g
ested

 th
at 

th
e reaso

n
 th

e p
ard

o
n
 an

d
 th

e tap
e 

arran
g
em

en
t h

ad
 b

een
 m

ad
e •sim

u
l-

tan
eo

u
sly

 w
as th

at P
resid

en
t F

o
rd

 
w

anted to protect him
self. 

"T
o alleviate this suspicion once and 

for all," she asked, "w
ould you be w

ill-
ing to turn over to this subcom

m
ittee 

all tape recordings of conversations be-
tw

een yourself and R
ichard N

ixon?" 
W

hat? T
here are recordings of con-

v
ersatio

n
s b

etw
een

 th
en

-P
resid

en
t 

N
ixon and then-V

ice P
resident F

ord? 
T

apes in w
hich there w

ould have been 
hints of a deal, if indeed any deal w

ere 
m

ade? H
ow

 could either of them
 have 

been so stupid as to m
ake such record-

in
g
s after all th

e tro
u
b
le w

ith
 th

e 
N

ixon tapes ... ? 
T

he reference, of course, w
as not to 

recordings of any such recent vintage 
but to som

e 80 or so conversations be-
tw

een the tw
o m

en during the period 
of the W

atergate cover-up but before it  

b
ecam

e k
n
o
w

n
 th

at th
e O

v
al O

ffice 
w

as bugged. 
T

h
at w

as lo
n
g
 b

efo
re w

e k
n
ew

 th
e 

depth of the troubles that w
ere later to 

d
ro

w
n
 S

p
iro

 A
g
n
ew

, b
efo

re R
ich

ard
 

N
ixon knew

 he w
ould have to leave of-

fice in disgrace and, therefore, long be-
fore G

erald F
ord knew

 be w
as about to 

becom
e V

ice P
resident, m

uch less P
res-

ident., 
It. is difficult, therefore, to im

agine 
th

at th
e co

n
v
ersatio

n
s in

 q
u
estio

n
 

could have involved a pardon-related 
deal. 

T
hat is not to •say that release of the 

transcripts w
ould not cause great em

-
b
arrassm

en
t to

 M
r. F

o
rd

. It w
o
u
ld

 
p
ro

b
ab

ly
 n

o
t m

erely
 em

b
arrass h

im
 

but destroy his presidency as w
ell. 

R
em

em
ber how

 em
barrassing—

and 
d
estru

ctiv
e—

th
e W

h
ite H

o
u
se tap

es 
w

ere to R
ichard N

ixon, w
ho knew

 they 
w

ere being m
ade. N

ow
 think of G

erald 
F

ord, talking candidly to his long-tim
e 

friend, P
resident and fellow

 R
epubli-

can bigw
ig and not know

ing he w
as be-

ing taped. 
R

elease of those tapes, on the vague 
g
ro

u
n
d
 o

f clearin
g
 th

e air o
f su

sp
i-

cio
n
s, w

o
u
ld

 b
e an

 in
cred

ib
ly

 d
u
m

b
 

thing to do. 
A

nd I w
ish he had said just that in-

stead of playing gam
es about the ow

n-
ership of the tapes, the interests of the 
S

p
ecial P

ro
secu

to
r's o

ffice an
d
 th

e 
opinions of the A

ttorney G
eneral. 

B
etter h

e sh
o
u
ld

 h
av

e g
iv

en
 R

ep
. 

H
o
ltzm

an
 h

is b
est in

cred
u
lo

u
s lo

o
k
 

and said: "A
re you kidding?" 

"There w
as no w

ay M
r. F

ord could have supplied 
satisfactory answ

ers w
ithout conceding that he 

w
as either a co-conspirator or a fool." 


