WXPost JUN 161975 Measurmg Past Presidents’

' 1 wish to comment on some of the
issues raised by the article by Frank
Mankiewicz in your editions of June 9,

1975. In that article, Mr. Mankiewicz ‘(
makes-a point-by-point rebuttal of the

recent attempt by New York Times
columnist William Safire }to suggest
that former President Nixon’s code of
conduct ‘was actually higher than his
predecessors’. o~
For 15 months, 1-(rom June 1973
through September 1974, I served as
'Counsel to Watergate :Special Prosecu-
tors Archibald 'Cox and Leon Jaworski.

In that position I/was daily brought .

inte contact with the allegations and
evidence concerning Mr. Nixon’s con-
duct. Mr. Safire’s attempt to rehabili-
tate the former President is appar-
ently part of a broader effort, by Mr.
Safire and others, to obscure the rec-
ord and to rewrxte history. Indeéd, one

of the great failures of the’ Watergate ’

investigations was their inability to set
down for: history a clear-cut judicial
determination of Mr. Nixon’s complic-
ity in the Watergate cover-up conspir-
acy.

By re51gn1ng pmor to the vote of the
full House 'of Representatives on arti-
cles of impeachment, Mr. Nixon spared
himself even, that form of official cer-
tification of the weight of evidence

against him. Of course, he also avoided '

an impeachnfent trial in the Senate,
the outcome of which seemed clear at
the time but will be increasingly blur-

red.over time. by the efforts of Mr.:-

Nixon's apologists.
President Ford’s decision to glant a
full and. unconditional pardon to his

predecessor made it impossible for the

people to have Mr. Nixon’s guilt or int
nocence, adjudicated
court in the way such serious charges
would have been decided for a private

‘citizen where the societal interests in a’.

clear resolution of the charges are
even less compelling than they are. in
the case of a former President. I re-

signed from~the Special Prosecutor’s

office partly because, in my judgment,

President Ford clouded the record and

made easier the kind of revisionist his-
tory that Mr. Safire and others will
seek to.rewrite.

It is important to remember that Mr.
Nixon. was named an unindicted -co-
conspirator by the same grand jury

Y

in a eriminal

that indicted his former aldes John

Ehrlichman, H. R. Haldeman, John
Mitchell and Robert Mardian, who

have now been convicted for their
roles in the cover-up conprracy and

. sentenced to substantial .prison terms.

Mr. Nixon was not 'indicted at that
'time solely because of the policy judg-
ment that it was more appropriate for
charges of c¢riminal misconduct by an
incumbent Presuient to be resolyed
through the constitutional process of
impeachment. Although Mr.
short-circuited that constitutional proc-
ess by resighing from offlce the fail-
ure to charge him in'an indictment
prior to the time President Ford inter-

vened to preempt any crlmmal charges’

was in no way relateld to any judgment
that Mr. Nixon’s culpability was less
grave tian that of his previously in-
dicted and since convicted associates.
It is grimly iromic that at the time
that a number of Watergate figures
who acted on behalf of Richard Nix-

. on’s pr1vate and public ambitions are

serving sentences or are at large on
parole or on bond awaiting appellate
review of their convictions, the former
President is reasserting a claim.to a

. place of leadership in public.affairs.

The double standard that was permit-
ted by President Ford’s pardon is illus-
trated by the periodic stories about
courtesy calls being paid upon Mr.
Nixon by the leaders of our govern-
ment and by foreign leaders as well,
and.about Mr. Nixon’s plans to con-

~-tinue his involvement in the people’s

business.

Although men like Mr. ‘Safire are
straining to minimize the misdeeds of
former President Nixon and to demon-
strate that earlier Presidents had their
own flaws, the events that prevented

- the public from obtaining a formal ad-

judication of Mr. Nixon’s abuses of
power and violations of the law should
not obscure 'this central fact: Mr.
Nixon rémains the only President who
was formally charged with being a con-
spirator in a crass'and brazen scheme

© to misuse the powers of government

and to pervert the judicial process in
violation of several federal felony stat-
utes. History should at least be clear
on this.
‘ Philip A. Lacovara.
Washington.

Nixon:

‘* One cannot help but admlre the
loyal, last-ditch attempt. by Kennedy
apologist Frank Mankiewicz to save
the reputation of his old friends from
the ravages of post-Watergate mora*l—
ity.

Always the effective polemicist, he
stays on the attack, trying to rivet
our attention to Nixon’s misdeeds rath-
er than to present a serious defense
for the abuses of power we now are
beginning to see took place under the
Kennedy brothers.

The point of my column was xiot-
(as Mr. Mankiewicz distorts it) that
Mr. Nixon was innocent, but that we are

. hypocrites when we apply- a double
standard to the actions of recent presi-
_ dents. .

Less admlrable than Mr Mankxe—
wicz’s honest partisanship ~ is The
Post’s reluctant, namby-pamby, double-
standardized coverage of KXennedy-
Johnson transgressions. Where are the
investigative reporters to track down
the whole truth to the Kennedy-ap-
proved wiretap—and the subsequent
bugging and defamation—of Martin

« Luther King? How long did that “sm-

gle wiretap” last, anyway, who de-
ceived the, reports, and who in the
Justice Department had knowledge of
what seem to be illegal acts by -gov-
ernment agents? Who closed their eyes
to the apparent breaking of the daw
when it was their sworn duty to,.en-
force the law?

Similarly, where are the ringing.
editorials’ demanding exposure of the
continuing cover-up of the illegal “sur-
veillance ‘of the-Mississippi Freedom -
Party by the Justice Department-at
the 1964 Democratic Convention? Pos-
sible real eye-opener there.

Alas, 'the Post-Newsweek sau-ciness
that helped cook Nixon's goose is not
likely to be applied to his predeces-
sors’ gander. It-is good to have Frank
Mankiewicz blazing away in your pages
again, but it is wrong for you to 'make

. an editorial policy out of’ Presmlent

Kennedy s observation that “life is un-
fair.” )
~ William Safit;e.;

Washh}gton. ' ) -



