
A
 P

ossible G
auge of W

hat's Sticking in A
m

erica's C
raw

 
B

y John D
. E

hrlichm
an 

S
A

N
T

E
 F

E
, N

. M
.—

S
piro A

gnew
 is 

p
artly

 rig
h
t an

d
 p

artly
 w

ro
n
g
. T

h
e 

new
s m

edia are controlled, but not by 
the people he suspects. ' 

H
av

in
g
 ju

st retu
rn

ed
 fro

m
 an

 au
-

th
o
r's to

u
r to

 1
8
 cities, I n

o
w

 k
n
o
w

 
that the w

hole m
edia thing—

 new
s-

papers, radio pew
s, television—

is run 
by the w

orld S
tyrofoam

 cartel. T
his 

secret group is itnposing a dangerous 
uniform

ity oft A
m

erican journalism
. 

F
or exam

ple, there are rigid rules for 
the conduct of author interview

s that 
seem

 to apply alm
ost everyw

here. . 
R

ule one. Is, that every touring author 
m

ustbe handed a S
tyrofoam

 cup w
ith-

in 30 second's of his arrival at n studio 
or new

sroom
. S

om
ething hot and dark 

b
ro

w
n
 sh

o
u
ld

 b
e .in

 it. R
u
le, tw

o
 is 

th
at ev

ery
 in

terv
iew

er m
u
st ask

 th
e 

sam
e questions. R

ule three applies. pri-
m

arily to local television interview
ers.; 

Interview
ers listen only to the ques-

tio
n
s, n

ev
er th

e an
sw

ers (so
m

e o
f 

th
em

 v
io

late th
is ru

le, b
u
t n

o
t v

ery
 

m
any). 	

,‘ 
Y

et there is hope, notw
ithstanding 

p
erv

asiv
e m

ed
ia d

o
m

in
atio

n
 b

y
 th

e 
P

rinces of S
tyrofoam

, for even they 
can

n
o
t h

o
p
e to

 im
p
o
se. th

eir ru
les 

u
p
o
n
 th

e in
d
o
m

itab
le callers w

h
o
 

telephone the radio and television talk 
show

s.. A
nd, w

here these real folks  

are b
ein

g
 h

eard
, it m

ay
 w

ell b
e tru

e 
that the questions are m

ore im
portant 

than the answ
ers. 

D
iscounting the occasional nut and 

th
e h

o
sts w

h
o
 try

 to
 stack

 th
e d

eck
, 

w
hat is heard in the call-in questions 

m
ay

 b
e th

e-  leg
en

d
ary

 an
d
 elu

siV
e 

v
o
ice o

f th
e p

eo
p
le. A

s I trav
eled

 
around, I concluded that the politicians 
w

ould do w
ell to listen to these callers 

in
 th

is y
ear o

f p
latfo

rm
s, p

ro
m

ises 
and piousness. T

heir telephoned ques-
tio

n
s m

ay
 b

e so
m

e tru
e g

au
g

e - O
f 

w
hat's in -the voters' craw

. 
T

he recently reported, congressional 
peccadillos have not escaped the no-
tice of your average talk-show

 caller. 
T

h
ey

 ask
 if th

at k
in

d
 o

f th
in

g
 h

as 
gone on in W

ashington. in other tim
es 

and parties, or is it som
ething blight-

ing only the current crop of m
iddle-

aged D
em

ocrats? M
ost callers strongly 

suspect that. the C
ongressm

an is dog-
g
in

g
 it at th

eir ex
p
en

se. It m
ay

 b
e 

a bad year for the "ins" in C
ongress. 

In ell regions of the country I heard 
co

m
m

en
ts an

d
 q

u
estio

n
s ab

o
u
t th

e 
N

ixon pardon. T
here w

ere •goad rea-
so

n
s fo

r th
e p

ard
o

n
, I am

 su
re, b

u
t 

n
o
 o

n
e o

u
t in

 th
e co

u
n
try

 seem
s to

 
know

 w
hat they w

ere. Interestingly, 
the people are w

illing tobsten on this 
su

b
ject an

d
 I sen

se th
at m

an
y
 can

 
be persuaded that P

resident F
ord did 

th
e rig

h
t th

in
g
. B

u
t, so

 far, th
e R

e- . 
publican P

arty has snot sustained its 
b
u
rd

e
n
 o

f p
ro

o
f. I sa

y
 th

e
 p

a
rty

  

rather than the P
resident or the W

hite 
H

ouse because I strongly sense that 
p
eo

p
le o

u
t' an

d
 aro

u
n
d
, th

e co
u
n
try

 
v
iew

 th
e p

ard
o
n
 issu

e b
ro

ad
ly

, as 
they do other 'aspects of "the.  W

ash-
ington probleni." 

M
oreover, it is an issue any R

epub-
lican candidate w

ill face. E
ven R

onald 
R

eagan w
ill find it im

possible to criti-
cize or repudiate the pardon W

ithout 
risking.  alienating a substantial 

seg-
m

ent 
o
f h

is' co
n
serv

ativ
e b

ase th
at 

still consists of diehard 'N
ixon sup-

porters: 
T

here is also a pervading dem
and 

in. the .called-in questions that R
ichard 

N
ix

o
n
 an

d
 th

e rest o
f u

s tell th
e 

n
atio

n
 th

at w
e're so

rry
 ab

o
u
t w

h
at 

happeried.- T
hey w

onder ' w
hy . w

e 
haven't apologized. W

hen: told that 
so

m
e o

f u
s h

av
e, th

ey
 ask

 w
h
y
 it 

hasn't been reported on 'their televi-
sion sets ..A

 N
ixon m

em
oir ;w

hich in-
cludes-  expressed contrition -S

hould be 
a runaw

ay best seller. 

•
 

M
any, m

ariy callers express a skep-
ticism

 ab
o
u
t w

h
at th

ey
 h

av
e h

eard
 

ab
o
u
t o

r 'read
 in

 "T
h
e F

in
al D

ay
s." 

T
he allegations-about the N

ixons' per-
sonal life clearly rem

ain open ques-
tio

n
s in

 th
e m

in
d
s o

f th
e m

ajo
rity

 
I talked, to. Y

et, w
hile.  they, don't be-

lieve the B
ernstein-W

oodw
ard version, 

th
ey

 realize th
at, after h

is n
early

 3
0
 

years in the public view
, R

ichard' N
ixon  

rem
ains an enigm

a to them
. P

eople 
w

ant to
 k

n
o
w

 w
h
at h

e's really
 lik

e, 
in exquisite detail. 

T
h
ey

 are still w
o
rried

 ab
o
u
t th

e 
F

ederal B
ureau of Investigation and 

C
entral Intelligence A

gency out there 
in the country. T

he S
enate O

versight 
C

om
m

ittee has apparently not inspired 
m

u
ch

 co
n
fid

en
ce th

at it can
 g

et th
e 

C
.I.A

. in hand. O
ne caller suggested 

th
at a sen

ato
r w

h
o

 sw
ears h

e can
't 

k
eep

 track
 o

f h
is to

p
 assistan

t an
d
 

his-personal cam
paign contributions is 

a p
o
o
r ch

o
ice to

 try
 to

 k
eep

 an
 ey

e 
o
n
 w

h
at g

o
es o

n
 b

eh
in

d
 th

e C
.I.A

. 
sm

okescreen. A
nd recent F

.B
.I. and 

C
.I.A

. adm
issions of law

breaking w
ere 

a frequent subject of the calls I took. 
C

ountless callers w
ondered about 

the real reason for the W
hite H

ouse 
taping system

. O
ther unansw

ered W
a-

tergate questions still nag: W
hy did the 

burglars, w
ant to go into the D

em
o-

crats' W
atergate'office anyw

ay? N
o one 

seem
s to

 k
n
o
w

. W
as th

e C
.I.A

. in
-

volved? A
 lot of people seem

 to suspect 
so

. D
id

 th
e W

h
ite H

o
u
se p

lan
 th

e• 
break-in? If not, .w

hy did the "W
ater-

gaters" cover it up? 
A

fter• this unscientific sam
pling, I 

h
av

e to
 say

 th
at W

alter M
o
n
d
ale is 

probably right: W
atergate and its •after- 

m
ath are still very m

uch in the m
inds 

o
f th

e v
o
ters an

d
, so

 far, th
e N

ix
o
n
 

p
ard

o
n
 h

as tied
 P

resid
en

t F
o
rd

 to
 

W
atergate, how

ever unfair, and un-
factual' such a link m

ay be. 

T
he R

epublican N
ational C

onvention 
is about to m

onopolize national tele-
vision. T

he close contest for the nom
i-

nation assures the R
epublicans a large 

view
ing audience. S

houldn't they use 
the tim

e to explain, clearly and con-
clusively, the P

resident's good reasons 
for the N

ixon pardon? 

•
 

Som
e of m

y form
er colleagues used 

to
 arg

u
e: T

alk
 o

n
ly

 ab
o
u
t o

u
r g

o
o
d
 

issues, never the bad ones. W
atergate 

is the opposition's issue, not "ours," 
so

 it sh
o
u
ld

 n
ev

er be 
m

entioned. I 
disagreed then and I still do. 

T
he N

ixon pardon bothers a great 
m

an
y
 A

m
erican

s w
h
o
, at th

e sam
e 

tim
e, are w

illin
g
 to

 listen
. T

h
e R

e-
publicans can't duck the issue by pre-
tending it doesn't exist, or by dum

ping 
th

e in
cu

m
b

en
t P

resid
en

t. It's n
o

t 
a 

F
ord problem

, it's •a R
epublican prob-

lem
, if I h

eard
 th

o
se callers co

r-
rectly. R

epublicans should use their 
unique opportunity to m

ake the case 
for the pardon on all of that television 
tim

e th
at w

ill b
e th

eirs th
is m

o
n
th

. 
ft they don't, it m

ay not m
atter m

uch 
w

ho they nom
inate. 

John D
. E

hrlichm
an, w

ho w
as the chief 

dom
estic 

affairs adviser to P
resident 

N
ixon and w

as convicted of W
atergate 

crim
es, is author of 

the novel, "T
he 

C
om

pany." 
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