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If you tc]l pcoplc Ihc clmcs[ L:m.zdl.m !o the Watergate
crisis was a 2l-vear-old student with one year of law
school to his credit whose only other claim to fame was
that he was the youngest delegate to the 1967 Conservative
leadership convention, there are bound to be questions
raised as to his credibility. We had them, too. but they

began to evaporate from the moment the operator at
T picked up

Select C quarters in Washi
the phone: “You're calling from Canada,
huh? Then you must know Stephen Leopaold.
A real sweetheart, loud and lots of fun. Just
a moment and I'll switch you...”

Once you talk to Barry Schochet, as-
sistant counsel to the hearings, you have
to accept that Stephen Leopold did indeed
play a significant role in unveiling Amer-
ica’s great tragedy. "Much of the evidence
so far introduced was due to Stephen's per-
ceptive mind,” says Schochet, "and even
after two months his research is still being
used. Stephen had an innate facility for
finding the really interesting documents. He
was also the only staff member who was
given an official going-away parny.”

I‘he people around the committee room referred to
Stephen always as “the Mad Canuck.” A red maple leaf
flag was hoisted at the entrance to his office; a poster of
a bald eagle was taped above his desk proclaiming “It's
un-American to be a Canadian”; and hc kcpl sho“-mg up
for afternoon baseball games sp 1 Cana-
dien’s jersey. When he worked, though, hc was serio’is, as
Schochet verifies, and by September Leopold had digested
evidence from close to 100,000 documents.
“What will be released eventually I can’t
tell,” he says. “But I'm convinced 1 will al-
ways know certain things about Watergate
the public will never be told.”

‘When he left to resume second-year law
studies back home in Montreal, Stephen
Leopold brought many stories back with
him, some of which are shared on page 19,
and some of which have a more perso-al
meaning, like the party on the final nignt.
The staff had made a banner for him,
CANUCK GO HOME it read, and in small print
at the bottom, in the language Sam Ervin's
mother had painstakingly taught him, they
had added ¥'ALL COME BACK HEAH,




Stephen S. Leopold (second from right), the only Canadian staff member of the U.S. Senate Committee,
analyzes the Watergate hearings and reports why we in Canada have nothing to be complacent about.

Inside the
Watergate hearings

By Stephen S. Leopold

h

While there is no evidence, at this writing, that President Rich-
ard Nixon had prior knowledge of the Watergate break-in,
there is a good lot of evidence that he was aware of the cover-
up. During three and a half months as an investigator for the
Senate Select C ittee on Presid 1 paign Activities
(the Ervin Watergate cc ittee), I e I reams of evi-
dence indicating that the President knew, or should have
known, what was going on. | never saw anything, either on the
public record or in the private files to which 1 had access, that
would contradict such conclusions. And, from my knowledge
of the Ervin committee, its ability and its integrity, | can say
that, had there been material available to clear the President,
the committee would have made it public.

Therefore, the first conclusion | formed, as a Watergate in-
vestigator, was that there is a dark cloud of suspicion, to say
the leasi, hovering over the White House. The second con-
clusion I formed, as a Canadian, is that a Watergate could very
well happen here. Although it would not take place in quite
the same way. it would be just as hard to detect, but easier to
recover from, for reasons that | shall come to later,

From the first day of the Senate hearings, it was as an in-

igator and as a Canadian that 1 hed W unfold,
and the watching was an adventure so fascinating, exhilarating
and, in some ways, disturbing that | can still scarcely believe it

ppened to me. | had followed the first stories about the
spreading scandal in the press. Then | saw, after the Novem-
ber, 1972, election, when I was back at McGill Law School —
where | am now in my second year — that the story seemed to
be growing, This was clearly the most erucial political event of
the decade and, in some ways, of the century, vital to the U.S.
certainly, but important to Canada too, because our fate is so
closely linked, like it or not, with the Americans. I resolved
that, if’ possible, | would play some role in it, I wrote to Sena-
tors Ted Kennedy and Warren Magnuson, key figures in the
early airing of the case, and received back those polite form
letters saying “Thanks but no thanks.” | wrote back in Febru-
ary, 1973, after the committee was formed, to the chairman,
Senator Sam Ervin, and got the same kind of answer.

I decided to give it one final try. Last summer, | intended
lo travel across the U.S., and | wrote two letters just before
leaving; one was to Ervin, the other to Rufus Edmisten, chiel
counsel to Senator Ervin's C ittee on the Separation of
Powers — I had heard that he was the best way to approach
the Senator, and that turned out 1o be the case. My letters were
the same 10 both: | said that | was a 21-year-old law student
with some background in investigating in Montreal (1'd done
some work on shady car dealerships and on the oil industry)
and that | wanted 1o work as an unpaid volunteer for the com-
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! Gordon Liddy

Former counsel to
the President’s major
re-election campaign
. committee and its fi-
nance arm, and a
prominent member of
the White House
Plumbers, he was
convicted in the Wa-
tergatc break-in.

mittee. 1 had alres dy started on m)' trip. and [ was on holi ay
at Virginia Beach when a letter from Edmisten arrived at my
home in Montreal: 1 was informed by telephone from Mont-

real that Edmisten had expressed interest and had asked me to
call on him.

I went to see him and said, in effect, that he had nothing to
lose by taking me on; after all, 1 wouldn't cost anything. He
told me to come around the next day. 1 still was not sure that 1
had been taken on, Nevertheless, | moved into a dingy old
apartment on Constitution Avenue, one block from the New
Senate Office Building, where the committee staff was housed,
I reported to work at 7.30 a.m. on May 17, the day the hearings
opened.

My first job, though mundane in retrospect, was the most
exciting thing I could at that moment be doing with my time.
It was u:rru.llng a typographical error in 300 copies of Senator
Ervin's opening statement, a job that gave me a sneak preview

into an historical moment. Soon, | was mvnlv:d in much more
crucinl work - ing sul in-
terviewing witr
the hundreds of tips that came into the office. The committee
staff worked out of a huge workroom hastily thrown together
| in the auditorium of the New Senate Office Building, just
across the street from the hearings, which took place in the
caveus room of the old Senate Office Building. The place was
| jammed with makeshift cubicles, stenographers’ desks and
photocopying machines; | had one of the few offices where the
walls actually went up to the ng, because it was the audito-
s projection room. | was working with such people us
Chief Investigator Carmine Bellino, the man whose investi-
ative work under Attorney General Robert Kennedy opened
ail door for Jimmy Hoffa, and Wayne Bishop, who was one
of those responsible for breaking the Valachi Papers. Al-
though I was clearly not of their calibre, we were nevertheless
investigators together, and | am proud of the fact that | was
the only Canadian, and the only volunteer on the staft of the
committe
My spec

Ity was documents. There were 1,300 file drawers

full of documents taken from the Committee to Reelect the
President. and held in the custody of the United States’

ks of any large library, in the basement of the archives
g on Pennsyl Avenue, Wc mined those docu-
ments as cagerly, as frantically, as any miners who ever
panned for gold. Most Ca u]i'.ms i
that matter, saw Watergate

the dominant players

s of

L)
and receiving and I'cllowmg up some of |

mmd | ter and friend.”

John Dean

. White House counsel,
and the man whom
Nixon says he or-
dered to check into
White House links to
Watergate, he is sure
that money controlled
by Haldeman was
used to buy the si-
lence of some Water-
gate defendants,

President Nixon

“ He instituted the
Plumbers’ squad and
at least tacitly ap-
proved their tactics.
He may not have
known about the Wa-
tergate break-in, but
if he didn’t know
about the cover-up he

— should have.

Sam Ervin, with the soft voice and the ready quip (though
some of his stories were so well known to his wife that, at one
committee party, she delivered his punch lines, one beat
ahead of him), the quicksilver Howard Baker, the earnest

he boyish John Dean, the smoother, older
r Teuton twins, John Ehrlichman and H.
R. Haldeman. I suw it as a seri
letter by letter, paragraph by paragraph, memo by memo,
formed a pattern of their own,

We did not always see the same Watergate, the television
screen and L 1 would walk across the street from our working
room Lo the hearings and see, with the watching world, that,
on the witness stand, Haldeman appeared less aloof, less cold,
a lintle less blindly arrogant than Ehrlichman, and that Ehr-
lichman was much lounher than Haldeman. In their Wr\}rkmg
diaries, which | was true, Ehrlich
came across in his diaries as a litle more human, Admittedly,
that wasn't what I was looking for; | was looking for the times
pointments, so that we could cross-check stories against
cach other. but I couldn’t help noticing. for instance, that Ehr-
lichman would oc nally have members of his family over
1o the White Houw: d you'd see o note “Lunch with daugh-

of documents, which slowly, |

Haldeman never did anything like that. Day |
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H. R. Haldeman
Nixon's other top
aide, his diary shows
him to be coldly ef-
ficient, and all busi-
ness. He played a key
role in Nixon's 1962
California race, later
called *‘the dirtiest
campaign in the
State’s history.”

John Ehrlichman
One of Nixon's two
top aides, he super-
vised the Plumbers,
and gave approval for
a “covert operation”
to examine the Ells-
berg psychiatric file,
The operation re-
sulted in a burglary.

in, day out, he was strictly business; you'd never know he had
a family except for the occasional reference o “Meet Mrs. H.
al Kennedy Centre, 7.30 p.m.”

And what was it that all of these documents showed? In es-
sence, they were the framework of the case against President
Nixon and his aides as it appeared in the committee hearings.
Yes, of course, there were other lines of evidence but these
have yet to be revealed at this writing, and [ cannot, and will
nol, betray the confidence that was placed in me because of
my privileged position,

There are three essential elements to the picture that
emerges; call them, for convenience, The Plumbers, Water-
gate and the Cover-up, and the whole array of political espio-
nage that went under the heading of Dirty Tricks,

The Plumbers

We know that on July 23, 1970, President Nixon approved
the use of some previously banned tactics for gathering infor-
mation by the chiel federal security agencies, including the
FBI and the CIA, on the people he considered to be his
enemies — campus rioters, war demonstrators, militant
blacks, and so on. It was now permissible 1o open personal
mail, intercept private communications between the U.S. and
foreign correspondents, and even to break into and enter
p in search of inf: ion, There is a memo on the file
indicating that a Nixon aide, Tom Huston, advised the Presi-
dent that breaking and entering, at least, was * “clearly lIILg.lI i

John Mitchell

Nixon's law partner,
campaign manager
and political ally, he
knew a lot about Wa-
tergate soon after the
arrests. The question
is, what did he tell the
President?

linking the Kennedy Ad with the ination of
the president of South Vietnam, conducting an investigation
|nlo the 'mldml in which Mary Jo Kopechne was killed at

Another memo from FBI director J. Edgar Hoover indi

that Hoover opposed the new tactics — although Honvcrs
reasons are not given. President Nixon says thal, five days
alter he approved of the new methods, he withdrew his sup-
port, and that the plan never went into operation, but there is
nothing, not one scintilla of evidence, on the record 1o prove
the President’s assertion.

To begin with, then, we know that whether or not federal
agencies did in fact carry out such tactics, they had the Presi-
dent's advice and orders 1o carry them out, even though he
had been advised that illegality was involved.

We also know that, in June of 1971, President Nixon
created the Plumbers, the White House Special Investigations
Unit, the natural outgrowth of these tactics. The Plumbers’ job

| was to block the leaks of government information to the

media; they came under the supervision of John Ehrlichman
and included David Young, E. Howard Hunt and Gordon
Liddy. I’muicnl Nixon says that they were hired for “highly
sensitive”™ work connected with national security, but in fact
their activities included fabricating a State Department memao

k., and burgl the office of Dr. Lewis
Fleldmg. psychiatrist to Daniel El[sbcrg the man who was re-
sponsible for making the Pentagon Papers public. The con-
nection of any of these matters to national security was
tenuous at best. When John Ehrlichman was testifying, and
Senator Ervin said that the Fielding burglary had nothing o
do with national security, Ehrlichman’s lawyer, John Wilson,
asked him how he knew and, Ervin replied, “Because | under-
stand the English language; it's my mother tongue.”

Perhaps the President didn’t know what the Plumbers were
up to; Ehrlichman portrayed them as working chiefly to “stim-
ulate various agencies and departments” to clamp down on
leaks. Common sense suggests, however, either that the Presi-
dent knew of at least some of the details of their work or that,
if he did not, he should have.

Does this appear too harsh a judgment? Consider that,
during the 1972 election, Senator George McGovern was
crippled as a candidate by revelations about the past history of
mental problems of his running mate, Tom Eagleton. It was
said of McGovern by the gleeful / continued on page 64
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Republicans that any | ial Presi-
dent should be judged by the people
around him, and that McGovern should
have known about Eagleton. McGovern
was portrayed as a bumbling fool for

| not having investigated the Missouri

Senator's background thoroughly. Re-
member that Eagleton was picked in a
matter of hours, forced out of the pack
of possible candidates in the heat of a
convention. President Nixon had
months to examine the character and ac-
tions of his aides, to determine what
they were doing on his behalf and, in my
view, if he did not know what was going
on, his fault was far more grievous than
any failing of McGovern's.

The weight of what we have learned

tergate complex on June 17, 1972. There
is, however, substantial evidence that he
played a key role in the cover-up.
First, there is the undisputed fact that
$420,000, taken mainly from donations
made to the Nixon election campaign
fund, were distributed secretly to the
seven Watergate defendants, their fam-
ilies and their legal counsel. Telephone
booths, storage lockers and other public
sites were used as money-drops for this
legal aid, one source of which was a
$350,000 White House cash fund that
i lled by Hald Hald.
said he knew about the payments, but
denied that he had approved of them.
John Dean, however, was sure that the
money was m be used to buy the sulem;'_e

s0 far, then, indicates that the Presid
approved extraordinary and illegal
measures in the area of political activity,
al the very least, he set the tone that
made possible such actions as the bur-
glary of Dr. Fielding's Los Angeles of-
fice. That burglary is traced in a memo
from Egil Krogh and David Young,
which Ehrlichman approved, suggesting
that “a covert operation be undertaken
to examine all the medical files still held
by Ellsberg’s psychoanalyst™ (this con-
tains a handwritten caution from Ehr-
lichman, “If done under your assurance
that it is not traceable™) and another
memo from Krogh to Ehrlichman, just
hefore the burglary, referring to the
“present Hunt/Liddy project Number
One." Bul the most intriguing evidence,
for me, came out when Ehrlichman was
on the witness stand before the com-
mittee, and seemed to be laying the
groundwork for an arg that the
burglary was perfectly legal. It was
within the President’s powers to order
such an action, he said. While far from
an admission that the White House laid
oul the plans and approved them, Ehr-
lichman’s line of reasoning certainly
seemed to point that way.

There is also evidence of the extraor-
dinary intervention of the White House
in the Ellsberg case while it was still be-
fore the courts. Ehrlichman twice m:i
briefly with Judge Byrne. the |

of the d Herbert Kalmb
formerly the President's personal law-
yer, testified that Ehrlichman had as-
sured him, when he raised the issue, that
these questionable payoffs were quite
proper. Ehrlichman’s version is that he
does not remember any such conversa-
tion, and that he thought the money was
for lawyers’ fees or as a “humanitarian™
SES[UI'E.

There is nothing in the documents
that settles the payoff question one way
or the other, for the very good reason
that, soon after the arrests of June 17,
1972, principal figures in the affair went
on a paper-shredding orgy. Litle of an
incriminating nature was going to be left
in writing from that day on.

But the paper-shredding itself was the
crudest part of the cover-up. Gordon
Liddy — legal counsel for the Com-
mittee to Reelect the President, a con-
victed Watergate conspirator and a
Plumber — destroyed a sheaf of docu-
ments, prespmably those in which the
techniques of political  information-
gathering were outlined (certainly they
did not pertain to a future Walt Disney
production). Jeb Stuart Magruder, dep-
lny campaign dur:uol nf the {'RP alm

pcrl.s of the Walerg,ale w:relaps .Iolln
Mitchell's assistant, Fred LaRue, and
MNixon's counsel, Herbert Kalmbach,

judge. to find out whether he would be
interested in the job of director of the
FBI. Later, Nixon himself discussed the
matter briefly with Judge William Bymne
at the White House. Had any private cit-
izen attempted to meddle with a case in
that way, he could have gone to jail for
his pains, The White House explanation
is that these meetings had nothing to do
with the Ellsherg case, and some people
believe that; but then, some people be-
lieve the earth is flat, too.

both admi to shredding records of
the money distributed to the Watergate
defendants. FBI Acting Director Patrick
Ciray burned documents taken from the
safe of Howard Hunt, another of the
Plumbers. Finally, Maurice Stans,
Nixon's finance chairman, destroyed re-
ports of campaign contributions re-
ceived before a new law forcing dis-
closure of campaign fund sources came
into effect on April 7, 1972

MNone of these destructive forays
proves that there was a direct link from

Watergate and its Cover-Up

There is nothing to suggest that Ih:
President engineered or even had prior
ledge of the break-in at Demo-

The Don in the bol of Sand
Sherries and Porls since 1790

64

MACLEAN G DECEMBEN 1673

cratic National Headquarters in the Wa-

the President’s Oval Office to the cover-
up; most of those who did the shredding
had good reason to want to protect their
own skins. Rather, what the shreddings
show is how complete, how instan-
taneous and how widespread was the

continued on page 66



WATERGATE continued

automatic reflex to burn and bury the
evidence.

There are two other items in con-
nection with the cover-up that appear on
the record. On June 20, 1972 — that is,
three days after the Watergate arrests —
Ehrlichman, Haldeman and the Presi-

tergate — and it is clear from the record
that those present knew quite a bit about
the affair by that time, Mitchell, for ex-
ample, knew of the participation of
Liddy and Hunt, and about the activities
of his own deputy, Jeb Stuart Magruder;

Dean had already talked to Liddy and

dent met for two hours and 15
in the Oval Office. Just before that meet-
ing, Ehrlichman and Haldeman met for
90 minutes with the President’s cam-
paign manager, John Mitchell, Attorney
General Richard Kleindienst and White
House Counsel John Dean. The subject
of both meetings was the same — Wa-

der and had briefed
Ehrllchman. Haldeman had talked to
his own aide, Gordon Strachan, and
Kleindienst had also talked to Liddy.
How much of this collective informa-
tion was passed on to Richard Nixon?
MNobody knows: the crucial evidence is
presumably on one of the White House
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tapes which the President has so far re-
fused to release either 1o the Ervin com-
mittee or Special Prosecutor Archibald
Cox.

There was another meeting with Pres-
ident Nixon that day. At 6.08 p.m., John
Mitchell talked to the President for a
few minutes. He had been briefed. in
the meantime, by his two campaign as-
sistants, Fred LaRue and Robert Mar-
dian, about a long interview they had
had with Liddy. The briel Miichell-
Nixon meeting was the first direct con-
tact, apparently, between these two old
[riends, colleagues and former law part-
ners since the Watergate arrests. What
was said? Mitchell's story o the com-
mittee was that he apologized o the
President for what had happened, but
knew nothing more than the fact that
five men had been charged (Liddy and
Hunt had not yet been arrested). In fact.
Mitchell knew much more than that;
but what did he say? Again, the crucial
evidence should be on the stll withheld
White House tapes.

Finally, on the cover-up, there is the
direct testimony of Patrick Gray, the
former Acting Director of the FBI, who
says he telephoned Nixon on July 6,
1972, 1w warn him that some of his
White House aides were trying to “mor-
tally wound™ the President by inter-
fering with the FBI investigation of Wa-
tergate. Nixon has never really
answered Gray's testimony, excepl lo
say that he thought it related to the dan-
ger of I a ClA o

In essence, his r\.pl)-I 1o all lllu. cover-
up charges is that he left everything in
the hands of one man — John Dean —
and that Dean failed him, and failed 1o
follow his orders 1o root out the truth
about White House participation in the
affair. Would the President really have
left so key a matter to one aide, knowing
the potential for conflict of interest?
Would he really have cut himsell off
from all the other potential sources of
information — the FBI, his top aides,
Ehrlichman and Haldeman, his close
friend and political ally, John Mitchell
— and relied solely on the fresh-faced
newcomer, John Den? Perhaps; but if
that is what he did, the incredible stu-
pidity of his action makes anything
George McGovern did or said shine by
comparison,

The Dirty Tricks

To my mind, the dirty tricks campaign
run by the Committee 1o Reelect the
President was far more sinister than the
Watergate break-in and wiretapping.
After all, those were illegal acts which,
once discovered, could be dealt with;
the dirty tricks campaign represented
something more; it reflected an attitude,
an unethical and odious attitude, toward
the whole of political life. You could not
bring the dirty tricks to a halt by arrest-

continued on page 68




WATERGATE continued

ing someone: you had to change the
state of mind of almost everyone in the
top echelons of the campaign: you had
1o break through the pervasive attitude
so clearly reflected on the witness stand
by Mitchell, Ehrlichman and Haldeman
that, in the struggle for power, almost
anything goes.

One day when | was going through
memos in John Mitchell’s file, | came
across a number de directly and ex-
clusively with Presidential campaign ac-
tivities and tactics. These were dated as
far back as November, 1971, 1 remem-
bered that. during Scn.m. hearings in

March, 1972, Mitchell had sworn under
oath that he played no direct role in pol-
itics while acting as Attorney General
(while it is normal and proper in Cana-
dian politics for cabinet ministers to
play such a role, American practice
frowns on it) and here, before my eyes,
was evidence directly to the contrary. 1
put the memos down for a minute, and 1
suid, out loud, “Jesis, that's really the
way these people behave,”

The way people behaved in the Presi-
dential campaign was o play diny
tricks. There were the letters, on dummy
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stationery, during the Florida primary,

designed to smear Senators Muskie and
Jackson before the Democratic nomi-
nating convention. Jackson might have
made a stronger candidate than
McGovern against Nixon; so might
have Muskie. However, part of the rea-
son that neither had the chance was due
to the tricksters. Then there were the
plans, laid out in two long meetings be-
tween Plumber Liddy, Dean, Mitchell
and Magruder. when Mitchell was sull
Attorney General, which included wire-
tapping the Democrats, using call girls
to blackmail Democrats at their lead-
ership convention and kidnapping anti-
Nixon leaders in radical groups. The
budget for all these tricks was one mil-
lion dollars. The plans were rejected by
Mitchell, and then scaled down to con-
centrate on wiretapping, at a budget of
$250,000. Mitchell denied that he ap-
proved even this version, but it is clear
that the wiretapping program went for-
ward, and doubtful that anyone other
than Mitchell could have given approval
for the fi ing of such an of

There were other dirty tricks, too,
such as the planting of spies, in the guise
of reporters, on the Muskie and
MeGovern campaign trails. These spies
would send daily accounts under one
code name of “Chapman’s Reports.”
Their job was not only to gather political
information that might damage the po-
tential candidates but also to pick up
bits of gossip that might be used against
unfriendly reporters. In short, anything,
including, as one of the agents put it 50
graphically and ungrammatically, “who
wis sleepmg with who," that might Jld
the Jent and confound his

Thcrc was the list of enemies, wo, and
the series of documents suggesting how
reporters, radicals and others who
crossed the President could be harassed
by the FBI and the Internal Revenue
Service.

Did the President know of and ap-
prove these tactics? Well, let us look
back 1o 1962, and the California race for
governor between Richard Milhous
Nixon and Edmund G. “Pat” Brown. It
was later described as “the dirtiest cam-
paign in California history™ (which cov-
ers a lot of territory), and the dirtiest
part of it was the attempt 1o make the
moderate Brown appear dangerously
radical and “soft on Communism.”
There were bumper stickers that said 15
BROWN PINK?, there was a campaign

phlet called The Little Red Book
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which accused Brown of * oollaborahng
with and appeasing Communists,” there
were doctored photos, one of which pur-
ported to show Brown bowing to
Khrushchev (the pose was actually
cropped from a picture of Brown and a
Laotian girl). Finally, there was the
Committee for the Preservation of the
California  Democratic Party, a mys-
terious body that circulated a question-



naire, purportedly o ask Democrats for
their opinions but in reality to attack
Brown and persuade them not to vole,
of 1o vote for Nixon, The questionnaire
asked for donations 1w be sent w0 its
headquarters which, by a touching coin-
cidence, turned oul to be in Nixon's

< haildi .

The got
a court order hdl‘lnll‘lg circulation of the
questionnaire, but they weren't the only
ones who sued Nixon. Los Angeles
county Republicans launched a lawsuit
to make him disgorge some ol the hun-
dreds of thousands of dollars in party
revenues which were to have heen
shared with other candidates but which
the gubernatorial candidate snared for
himself.

Nixon's response when he was
charged with dirty tactics was the now
familiar ploy that he knew nothing of
what was going on and that somebody
else must have done i, The somebody
elses who ran that campaign were H. R.
Hald: his ¢ John
Ehrluchmnn his advance and | logistics
man, and Herbert Klein, press aide: all
of them went on to White House glory
and played key roles in the 1972 cam-
paign.

There is no guestion that the leader
sets the tone of & political campaign by
his own conduct, by the matters he ap-
proves and disapproves and by the
people he hires and fires. In this way, the
leader signals to his subordinates what
he will and will not tolerate, The Presi-
dent now says that some of his “over-
zealous” supporters went too far in 1972,
much further than anything he would
approve, when they launched the diry
tmlui :ampmgn What was a so-called
o
make of the 1962 camp ign, and of the
subsequent hiring of its architects to
work in the White House?

All this smugness about American
misdeeds may tend to make Canadians
complacent, bul in my view such com-
placency would be wrong. | have al-
ready said that Canada could have a
Watergate. Indeed, in the area that con-
cerns me most — political dirty tricks —
we have already had it, not once but
hundreds of times over. One has only 1o
lock at the complaints made by dozens
of candidates in any provineial or fed-
eral election.

What follows is but one small ex-
ample taken from my own observations,
In 1967, when | was only 15, 1 was a
delegate to the Progressive Conservative
leadership convention in Toronto, the
one that chose Robert Stanfield as
leader (I was a PC then, but not neces-
sarily now; like many Canadians, I'm
presently undecided). | am proud to say
that | had pledged mysell w support
Davie Fulton. After the fourth ballot,
Fulton dropped out, leaving only

continwed on page 70
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WATERGATE continued

Stanfield and Manitoby Premier Duff
Roblin in contention. 1t b
for Fulton loyalists like me w0 know
which way Fulton was going himsell
and how he wanted us to cast our bal-
lots. What finally emerged was that Ful-
ton intended to vote for Stanfield. How-
ever, he did not want to influence his
followers in any way: he felt that they
had earned the right to vote as they saw
fit. (As a matter of fact, 1 was ding
near Fulton at the time and he clearly
indicated that he personally would vote
for Stanfield but that his followers were
in no way committed.) In my opinion. a
dirty trick stalemated Fulton’s intention,
As the Fulton signs came down,

Stanfield supporters stationed around
the

arens ¢ spots replaced

were watching Fulton
. In the same spots, we
In the maels
Maple L wl’ Gardens, where

spite 4 century of sporadic outbreaks
of dishonesty since the Pacific Scandal
broke on the Canadian horizon
Not only could we |
tand we have had, remember. a great
many instances of the misuse of polit
power, from minor battles over stuffed
ballot boxes to such mujor upheavals as
the Dorion Inguiry, the Hal Banks case
Jnd the titillating affair of Gerda Mun-
er). but we could hy
According 1o 4
Department,
whether or not political wiretappin
illegal, The regul is poverning dis-

\-\Im remained un\h.l
for the truth, and James MtLurd i)
witness who broke and talked. A similar

ation among  the  del

and between delegates and their candi-
dates was almost impossible, that was a
clear signal Fulton was going to
Stanfield and his supporters should do
the same,

that trick cost Roblin the nomi-
nation? 1 don't know, any more than |
Rnow whether the phnmy Muskie letter
“anucks™ doomed  the
Maine 'Si.n ator’s chances, Howc\ur I do
deleg who had p '., |
to Fulton

h I

q y tell-
ing me that they had voted for Sl..mildd
solely because of the impression the
changed signs had created. This could
only be termed “dirty politics™; though
not illegal, it was highly immoral. And |
can’t help wondering about the long-
term effects for Canada. Would Roblin
have lost as badly w0 Pierre Ellion
Trudeau as Stanfield did in 19687 And.
in 1972, when Stanfield seemed to
snateh defeat from the jaws of victory,
would Roblin have done better? Would
we have a different government oday if
it were not for a political dirty trick?
Canadians who think our politics
don't contain the same elements as the
American campaigns are fooling them-
selves. In Quebec, m\f native provinee, it
has become traditional to fiddle with the
electoral lists, leaving off houses, and in-
deed whole areas, wlu.n' the vote is
likely 10 prove ur factory 0 the
party in power. It is also standard prac-
tice to run candidates with the same, ora
similar, name as one of the standard
idates: in the last provincial elec-
tion, two Lévesques appeared on the bal-
lotin the Parti Québécois leader’s riding.
Campaign Tunds could be as badly

a

. We do not have any adequate
disclosure laws — not even anything o
match the U.S. — on our hooks. T
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case in Canada would require more, not
fewer, lucky breaks to bring it out into
the open.

This is not 1o say. of course
nadian W.Hulc.ll; would be
saum
mare decentr
vole for a prime mini
local Member of P
to be interlerence with the normal polit-
ical process, it will not take place in Ot-
tawa, but rather in dozens or even hun-
dreds of riding association offices across
the country. There is no motive 1o cen-
ize Canadian dirty work, and all that
means is that it would be even more dif-
ficult 1o deteet.

Nor do | believe that there is anyt
in the Canadian character morally \llpc
rior to the US, Nothing in our history
shows us o be less su i
ing positions of trust (1 ber Sir
John A. Macdonald's telegram. MusT
HAVE ANOTHER 10,0007 Remember the
Beauharnois scandal?) and nothing in
our l; At we are more vigi-

. The election process here is much
Canadians do not

lant in such matters. In the long run, of
course, the quality of politics does not
depend so much on law as on the pre-
vailing attitudes toward  politics. and
nothing | have seen suggests that Cana-
dians are any less concerned with win-
ning at any price than Americans.

Therefore, while I feel that we could
have & Watergale — may even have had
it and not known it — 1 also think it
would take a more decentralized form
than in the LS. I think, too, that we
would recover from it more swiftly, We
have on our side that ancient, battered,
but still serviceable and invincible insti-
tution, the parliamentary system.

In the first place. parliament could
keep a Canadian Watergate, once
broached, from diving underground to
fester. as it did in the ULS, (The essential
clements of Watergate were revealed
belore and during the Presidential cam-
i i possible for the Re-
s the evidence as a
o
ignore it J A Canadian prime minister is
on display every day that parliament
sits, He cannot continuously refuse to
answer legitimate questions in the
House of Commons.

The second major advantage of the
parliamentary system is that it has a
built-in release from paralysis such as
that introduced by Watergate — namely,
in the defeat of the government respon-
sible. No Canadian leader could remain
in power with the representative assem-
bly against him, as Mixon has done; no
Canadian |l..!l!:l' could survive for Iur\b
Iming loss of confid
that has been registered by the Amcnv
can people. When I was in Washinglon,
the most striking thing about that cit
atmosphere was the feeling of immaobil-
ity. Nixon had lost the ilil)« to lead:
that was clear. But it was also Lh_ar that
he could not be re
seemed unlikely (and has hs.l.un‘n. more
s0, with the resignation of his once po-
tential successor, Vice-President Spiro
Agnew), and resignation has been ruled
out h}' his own statements, Americans
are faced with three more yL.lrs of po-
tentially | fuck lead
of what The New Republic calls “the fa-
tal law™ of the American constitution. It
adds: *Canada could have got this thing
aver in three months.™

This does not mean, of course, that we
should relax in an attitude of soporific
sell~contentment; the fact that we could
recover from a Walergate is a mechani
cal advantage, an -IL‘\Id\.nl of our his-
tory. It is important. but it is not vital,
Wi il to the well-being of any na-
tion is the kind of moral judgments we
1 the political arena, and
of behavior we demand from

the overwl

In this vi
feel compla

e, we have nothing to
ent about. W
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