
THE FORD MEMOIRS 

BEHIND THE 
NIXON PARDON 
In  his  memoirs, A T i m e  to H e a l ,  which 
Harper & Row will  publish in M e  May  or 
early  June,  former  President  Gerald R. 
Ford says that  the  idea of giving a blanket 
pardon to Richard M. Nixon  was  raised be- 
fore  Nixon  resigned  from  the  Presidency 
by  Gen.  Alexander  Haig,  who  was  then  the 
White  House  chief of staff. 

Ford  also  writes  that,  but  for a misun- 
derstanding,  he  might  have  selected Ron- 
ald  Reagan as his 1976 running  mate,  that 
Washington  lawyer  Edward  Bennett Wil- 
liams, a Democrat,  was  his  choice  for  headof 
the  Central  Intelligence  Agency,  that  Nixon 
was  the one who first proposed  Nelson 
Rockefeller for Vice President,  and  that he 
regretted  his  “cowardice” in allowing Rock- 
efeller to remove  himself  from  Vice  Presi- 
dential  contention.  Ford  also  describes  his 
often  prickly  relations  with  Henry Kis- 
singer. 

The  Nat ion obtained  the  655-page  type- 
script  before  publication.  Advance  excerpts 
from  the book will  appear In T i m e  in mid- 
April  and in The  Reader’s Digest thereaf- 
ter. Although  the  initial  print  order  has not 
been  decided,  the  figure is tentatively  set at  
50,000; it  could  change,  depending upon 
the  public  reaction to the  serialization. 

Ford’s  account of the Nixon  pardon con- 
tains significant  new  detail on the  negotia- 
tions  and  considerations that surrounded 
it. According to Ford’s  version,  the  subject 
was first broached  to  him  by  General  Haig 
on  August 1,1974, a week  before  Nixon  re- 
signed.  General  Haig  revealed  that  the 
newly  transcribed  White  House  tapes  were 
the  equivalent of the  “smoking  gun”  and 
that  Ford should prepare himself  to  be- 
come  President. 

Ford  was  deeply  hurt  by Haig’s revela- 
(Contvnued on Page 363) 

GLOBAL MONOPOLY 

MONEY GAMES 
NATIONS PLAY 
WILLIAM K. TABB 

The  international  economy  these  days is 
best  understood  as a complex game of 
chicken.  The  name of this  global  game is 
international  capitalism,  and  the way i t  is 
played  hasn’t  changed all that  much  over 
the last couple of centuries.  Yet  the  playing 
field looks more  confudd  than  usual.  In  the 
immortal  words of Bud  Abbott  and Lou 
Costello, “Who’s on first?” It indeed is diffi- 
cult to tell  the  players  without a score  card, 
or  what  they’re  doing  without a rule book. 
There  are mixed  teams of shifting  mem- 
bership.  The  main players are  nations, 
bankers,  corporations,  political  parties  and 
trade unions. Each will form  alliances  with 
other players for  temporary goals.  To  the 
spectator  the  action of the  playing  field is 
confusing.  And, of course, it  is  really  not a 
game.  This  year  is, after all,  the  golden  an- 
niversary of the 1929 Great  Depression.  Ri- 
valries  like  these in the past have  resulted 
in trade  wars, not to mention  world  wars. 

The  biggest  gamesters are trying to  win 
by convincing  everybody  else that  the  game 
is really  quite  stupid  and  everyone  should 
stop  playing.  These  sophisticated  players 
are  the global  corporations.  Their  game is 
free  trade  and, as their  weaker  competitors 
complain,  they  really  want to play by their 
ow.. rules. 

In  Europe a once-again  expansionist 
Germany  plays a new  version of the 
balance-of-power  game,  calling  for a new 
European  money  unit  and a European 
Monetary  Fund.  This  is,  in  effect,  an  end- 
run  around  the  United  States-controlled 
International  Monetary  Fund.  Yet  the  Ger- 
mans  are in turn  imposing  the I.M.F. rules 
of the  game on their  weaker  European 

(Continued on Page 369) 
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As a result of these  various  conversatlons,  Vice to which  the D.S.O.C. gained  admittance last year.) 

It is the  absence of self-righteous  sectarian  rhetoric 
from  the D.S.O.C.’s internal  debates  that is so stiik- 
ing  to a member of the  Veterans of Sectarian Wars at 
his first look. For  the  sizable  number of 20-year-olds 
who  came  to  Houston,  the D.S.O.C. may  be  the  first 
national  left  organization  to  have  flourished  during 
their  political  lifetimes,  but  for  the  survivors of so 
many  burnt-out  movements who were  present in 
Houston in far greater  numbers,  the D.S.O.C. has be- 
come a kind of unexpected  last  chance  they are  deter- 
mined not  to throw away, least of all in a moment of 
unyielding  purity. In  the  words of Detroit  auto 
worker  Roger  Robinson,  one of its  founding  members, 
the D.S.O.C. is  “an  organization of people  schooled in 
defeat.”  Their  knowledge of history  complements 
their  sense of decency,  and  this is one final  reason 
why  socialism  has  regained a place,  however precar- 
ious, on the  American  map. 0 

Nixon 
(Continued From Front Cover) 
tion:  “Over the  past  several  months  Nixon  had  repeat- 
edly  assured  me  that  he  was not  involved in Water- 
gate,  that  the  evidence would prove his  innocence, 
that  the  matter would  fade  from view.” Ford  had  be- 
lieved him,  but he  let  Haig  explain  the  President’s 
alternatives. 

He could “ride  it  out”  or  he could resign,  Haig  said. 
He  then  listed  the  different  ways  Nixon  might  resign 
and concluded by  pointing  out  that  Nixon could agree 
to leave in return for an  agreement  that  the  new  Pres- 
ident,  Ford, would pardon  him.  Although  Ford  said  it 
would be  improper  for  him  to  make  any  recommen- 
dation, he basically  agreed  with Haig’s assessment 
and  adds,  “Because of his  references  to  the  pardon  au- 
thority, I did  ask  Haig  about.  the  extent of a Presi- 
dent’s  pardon  power.” 

“It’s  my understanding  from a White  House  law- 
yer,”  Haig  replied,  “that a President does  have au- 
thority to grant a pardon even  before  criminal  action 
has been taken  against  an  individual.” 

But  because  Ford  had  neglected  to tell Haig  he 
thought  the  idea of a resignation  conditioned on a par- 
don  was  improper,  his  press  aide, Bob Hartmann,  sug- 
gested  that  Haig  might well have  returned to the 
White House and told  President  Nixbn that he  had 
mentioned the  idea  and  Ford seemed  comfortable 
with it.  “Silence  implies  assent.” 

Ford  then  consulted  with  White  House  special 
counsel James St. Clair, who  had no advice one way or 
the  other on the  matter  more  than  pointing  out  that 
he  was not the  lawyer who had  given Haig  the opinion 
on the  pardon.  Ford  also  discussed  the  matter  with 
Jack  Marsh, who  felt  that  the  mention of a pardon  in 
this  context  was a “time  bomb,”  and  with  Bryce  Har- 
low,  who had  served  six  Presidents  and who agreed 
that  the mere mention of a pardon “could cause a lot 
of trouble.” 

President  Ford  called  Haig  and  read  him a written 
statement: “I want you to  understand  that I have no 
intention of recommending  what  the  President 
should  do  about Eesigning or not resigning  and  that 
nothing  we  talked  about  yesterday  afternoon  should 
be  given  any  consideration in whatever  decision  the 
President  may wish  to  make.” 

Despite  what  Haig  had told him  about  the 
“smoking  gun”  tapes,  Ford  told a Jackson,  Mich., 
luncheon  audience  later in the  day  that  the  President 
was not  guilty of an  impeachable offense. “Had I said 
otherwise at that moment,”  he  writes,  “the whole 
house of cards  might  have collapsed.” 

In  justifying  the  pardon,  Ford goes  out of his  way t o  
assure  the  reader  that “compassion  for  Nixon as an 
individual  hadn’t  prompted  my decision at all.” 
Rather, he did it because  he  had  “to get the monkey 
off my back  one  way  or  the  other.” 

The  precipitating  factor in his decision was a series 
of secret  meetings  his  general  counsel,  Phil  Buchen, 
held with  Watergate  Special  Prosecutor Leon Ja- 
worski  in the  Jefferson  Hotel,  where  they  were  both 
staying  at  the  time. Ford attributes  Jaworski  with 
providing  some  “crucial” information-i.e., that Nixon 
was  under  investigation in ten separate areas, and 
that  the  court  process could “take  years.”  Ford  cites  a 
memorandum  from  Jaworski’s  assistant,  Henry S. 
Ruth Jr., as being  especially  persuasive.  Ruth  had 
written: 

“If you decide to recommend indictment I think it is 
fair and proper to notlfy Jack Miller and the White 
House sufficiently in advance so that pardon action 
could be taken before the indlctment.” He went on to 
say:  “One can make a strong argument for leniency 
and if President Ford IS so Inclined. I thmk he ought 
to do it early rather than late ” 
Ford  decided  that  court  proceedmgs  against Nixon 

might  take  six  years,  that Nixon “would  not  spend 
time  quietly in San  Clemente,”  and “it  would be  virtu- 
ally  impossible  for  me to direct  public  attention on 
anything  else.” 

Buchen,  Haig  and  Henry  Klssinger  agreed  with 
him.  Hartmann  was not so sure. 

Buchen  wanted to condition  the  pardon on Nixon 
agreeing  to  settle  the  question of who  would retain 
custody  and  control  over  the  tapes  and  Presidential 
papers  that  might be relevant to various  Watergate 
proceedings,  but  Ford  was  reluctaut to do that. 

At one  point a plan  was  considered  whereby  the 
Presidential  materials would be kept in a vault at a 
Federal  facility  near  San  Clemente,  but  the  vault 
would require  two keys to open it.  One would be  re- 
tained by the  General  Servlces  Administration,  the 
other by Richard  Nixon. 

The  White House did,  however,  want  Nixon to 
make a full  confession on the occaslon of his  pardon 
or, at a minimum,  express  true  contrition. Ford tells 
of the negotiation  with  Jack Miller.. Nixon’s lawyer, 
over the  wording of Nixon’s statement. Rut as ’Ford 
reports  Miller’s  response,  Nixon was not likely to 



yield.  “His  few  meetings  with  his  client  had  shown 
him  that  the  former  President’s  ability to discuss  Wa- 
tergate objectively was  almost  nonexistent.” 

The statement  they  really  wanted  was  never  forth- 
coming. As soon as Ford’s  emissary  arrived  in  San 
Clemente,  he  was  confronted  with an  ultimatum  by 
Ron Zeigler, Nixon’s former  press  secretary. “Let’s 
get one thing  straight  immediately,”  Zeigler  said. 
“President  Nixon is not issuing  any  statement  what- 
soever regarding  Watergate,  whether  Jerry  Ford 
pardons  him  or not.” Zeigler  proposed a draft, which 
was  turned  down on the  ground  that “no statement 
would  be better  than that.”  They  went  through  three 
more  drafts  before  they  agreed on the  statement 
Nixon  finally  made,  which  stopped far short of a full 
confession. 

When  Ford  aide Benton Becker  tried to explain  to 
Nixon that  acceptance of a pardon  was  an  admission 
of gui l t ,  he  felt  the  President wasn’t  really  listening. 
Instead,  Nixon  wanted to talk  about  the  Washington 
Redskins.  And  when  Becker  left,  Nixon  pressed  on 
him  some cuff links  and a tiepin  “out of my own jew- 
elry box.” 

Ultimately,  Ford  sums  up  the philosophy  underly- 
ing  his decision as one he  picked up as a student at 
Yale  Law School many years before. “I learned  that 
public policy often took precedence  over a rule of law. 
Although I respected  the  tenet  that no man should  be 
above the  law,  public policy demanded  that I put 
Nixon-and Watergate-behind  us as quickly as 
possible.” 

Later, when  Ford  learned  that Nixon’s phlebitis 
had  acted up  and  his  health  was  seriously  impaired, 
he  debated  whether to pay  the  ailing  former  Presi- 
dent a visit. “If I made  the  trip  it  would remind  ev- 
erybody of Watergate  and  the  pardon. If I didn’t, 
people  would say I lacked  compassion.” Ford went: 

He  was  stretched out flat on his  back.  There  were 
tubes in his nose and  mouth,  and  wires led from his 
arms,  chest and legs to machines with orange  lights 
that blinked on and off. His  face  was  ashen, and I 
thought I had never  seen  anyone  closer to death. 

The  manuscript  made  available to The Nat ion In- 
cludes  many  references to Henry  Kissinger  and  other 
personalities who played a major  role  during  the 
Ford  years. 
On Kissinger. Immediately after being  informed  by 

Nixon of his  intention to resign,  Ford  returned to the 
Executive Office Building  and  phoned  Henry  Kissin- 
ger to  let  him know how he  felt.  “Henry,”  he  said, “I 
need you. The  country  needs you. I want you to stay. 
I’ll do  everything I can  to  work  with you.” 

“Sir,” Kissinger  replied, “it is my  job to get  along 
with you and not  yours to get  along  with me.” 

“We’ll get  along,”  Ford  said.  “I know we’ll get 
along.”  Referring  to Kissinger’s joint  jobs as Secre- 
tary of State and  National  Security  Adviser  to  the 
President,  Ford  said, “I don’t want to make  any 
change. I think it’s worked  out  well, so let’s keep  it 
that  way.” 
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Later Ford  did  make  the  change  and relieved Kis- 

singer of his  responsibilities as National  Security Ad- 
viser at the  same  time  that  he  fired  James  Schlesin- 
ger as Secretary of Defense. Shortly  thereafter,  he 
reports,  Kissinger  presented  him  with a “draft”  letter 
of resignation,  which  he  said  Ford  could  call  upon at 
will if he  felt  he  needed it to quiet dissent  from con- 
servatives who  objected to Kissinger’s  role  in the fir- 
ing of Schlesinger. 
On John Connally. When  Ford  was  informed  that 

Nixon  wanted  him to replace  Agnew,  he told the 
President  he  had  “no  ambition to hold office after 
January 1977.” Nixon  replied that  that  was good 
since  his  own  choice  for  his  running  mate in 1976 was 
John Connally. “He’d be excellent,”  observed Nixon. 
Ford says he  had “no problem  with  that.” 

On the Decision to Run Again. Ford  was,  he  tells us, 
so sincere in his  intention  not to run again that  he 
thought  he would announce i t  and  enhance  his  credi- 
bility  in  the  country  and  the  Congress, as well as keep 
the  promise  he  had  made to his  wife,  Betty. 

Kissinger  talked  him  out of it. “You can’t do  that. It 
would be  disastrous  from a foreign policy point of 
view. For the  next two and a half  years  foreign gov- 
ernments would  know that  they  were  dealing  with a 
lame-duck President. All our initiatives would be 
dead  in  the  water,  and I wouldn’t be able to imple- 
ment  your  foreign policy. It would  probably  have  the 
same  consequences in dealing  with  the  Congress on 
domestic issues. You can’t reassert the  authority of 
the  Presidency if you leave  yourself  hanging  out on a 
dead  limb. You’ve got  to  be  an  affirmative President.’’ 
On David  Kennerly, the White House photographer. 

Schlesinger  was  arguing  with  Kissinger  and  Ford 
over  the  appropriate  response  to  the  seizure of the 
Mayaguez. At issue  was  whether airstrikes against 
the  Cambodians  were  desirable;  Schlesinger  was op- 
posed to bombings.  Following a lull in the  conversa- 
tion,  Ford  reports,  up spoke the 30-year-old White 
House  photographer,  David  Kennerly, who had  been 
taking  pictures  for  the  last  hour. 

“Has  anyone  considered,”  Kennerly  asked,  “that 
this  might be the  act of a local Cambodian  com- 
mander who has  just  taken it into  his own hands to 
stop  any  ship  that  comes by?” Nobody, apparently, 
had  considered  it,  but  following  several  seconds of si- 
lence, Ford  tells  us,  the  view  carried  the  day.  “Mas- 
sive airstrikes would constitute  overkill,”  Ford 
decided. “It would be far better to  have  Navy  jets 
from  the Coral Sea make  surgical  strikes  against  spe- 
cific targets.” 
On Nixon$ Character. Nixon’s flaw,  according  to 

Ford,  was  “pridc.” “A terribly  proud man,’’ writes 
Ford,  “he  detested  weakness  in  other people. I’d often 
heard  him  speak  disparagingly of those  whom he  felt 
to be  soft and  expedient.  (Curiously,  he didn’t  feel that  
the  press  was  weak.  Reporters,  he  sensed,  were  his 
adversaries.  He  knew  they  didn’t  like  him,  and  he re- 
sponded  with  reciprocal  disdain.)” 

Nixon  felt  disdain  for  the  Democratic  leadership of 
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and political  Dluralism  cause  for  concern. The  Unifi- the House,  whom  he  also  regarded as weak.  Accord- 

ing to Ford, “His pride  and  personal  contempt  for 
weakness  had  overcome  his  ability  to  tell  the  differ- 
ence  between  right  and  wrong,”  all of which  leads 
Ford to wonder  whether Nixon  had  known in ad- 
vance  about  Watergate. 

On hearing Nixon’s resignation  speech,  which  Ford 
felt  lacked  an  adequate  plea  for  forgiveness,  he  was 
persuaded  that “Nixon  was  out of touch  with reality.’‘ 

In  February of last year,  when The Washington 
Post obtained  and  printed  advance  excerpts  from 
H.R. Haldeman’s  memoir, The  End8 bf Power, on the 
eve of i t s  publication by Times Books, The New York 
Times called The Post’s feat “a second-rate  burglary.” 

The Post disagreed,  claiming  that  its coup repre- 
sented  “first-rate  enterprise”  and  arguing  that it had 
burglarized  nothing,  that  publication of the  Halde- 
man  memoir  came  under  the Fair Comment  doctrine 
long  recognized by the courts,  and  that  “There is a 
fundamental  journalistic  principle here-a First 
Amendment  principle  that was central to the  Pen- 
tagon  Papers case.” 

In  the issue of The  Nation dated  May 5,  1979, our 
special  Spring Books number, we will discuss  some of 
the  ethical  problems  raised  by  the  issue of disclo- 
sure. 0 

-THE CHURCH POLITICAL 

Religion and 
The Rise of 
The Rev. Moon 
IRVING LOUIS HOROWITZ 

T he question of whether  any  particular  group- 
ing  like  the  Unification  Church  represents a 
cult,  as its critics  claim,  or  an  authentic  reli- 
gion, as the Moon personnel  claim, is funda- 

mentally  irrelevant.  The  main  characteristic of the 
Unification  Church,  and to a lesser  extent  other  such 
groups, is their civil religious  character.  Behind  that 
pleasant  phrase is a categorical  denial of the 
Lockean-Jeffersonian  principle of the  separation of 
church  and  state.  The  writings  and  social  behavior of 
this  church  consistently  preach  that  the  integration of 
church  and  state is a prerequisite to the new  theo- 
cratic world  order.  Thls  element  in  the Rev. Sun 
Myung Moon theology should  give civil libertarians, 
religious  minorities  and  those who advocate social 

Irving Louis  Horowitz is  disti,nguished  professor of so- 
ciology and political science at  Rutgers Unzversity. He 
is co-author of Dialogues on American  Politics (Ox- 
ford University  Press). 

~ ~~~ ~ ~ ~ 

cation  Church  represents  nothing  less  than a direct 
assault on the notion that  there  are  organizational 
limits  to  religious  practice.  It is further a rejection of 
the  rights of individuals to resist  evangelization  cam- 
paigns  or  similar  incursions  into  their  private lives. 

The  Unification  Church  and i t s  stated  quest  for 
universal  values of harmony,  unity  and  tranquillity 
a re  little else than  the  transliteration of the  discred- 
ited notion of world  order  through  world  morality 
writ  large.  Indeed,  it is no coincidence that some of 
the people associated  with  such earlier cosmic  politi- 
cal efforts have found it easy  to drift  into the Moon or- 
ganization.  The  Unification  Church not only repre- 
sents  an  integration of the political and  religious  but 
a long-range  ambitious  integration of non-Commu- 
nist  nations  against  Communist  nations.  This  political 
framework is subsumed  under  generalized  rhetoric 
calling  for a moral  struggle of good against evil- 
however that  may  be  defined by the  Unification 
Church at any  time.  Despite its minuscule size in the 
United States, the  Unification  Church is an  interna- 
tional  political  organization,  and  must be so per- 
ceived. Its worldwide  networks  and  linkages  make it 
quite  different  from  most local, rural and  regionally 
based  cults. 

The  Unification  Church  also  represents  the  first  in- 

8 
stance in which a religious  group has shifted its em- 
phasis  from  what  might  be called  charismatics,  or 
fundamentalist  proselytizing on a direct  appeal  basis, 
to a huge  marketing  effort  synchronizing  newspaper 
publicity-indeed,  newspaper  ownership,  with fol- 
lowers  or  acolytes who provide a mass  battering  ram 
for  delivering  the  theocratic  message.  The  inner  or- 
ganization of the  Unification  Church is manifestly 
rational-totalitarian:  there is scant room for  doubt, 
willingness  to  debate  only fellow  theological  travelers 
and a direct  assault on any who are  perceived  or de- 
clared to be enemies.  Once an  individual  or  group is 
so branded,  the  church  utilizes  every  technique at its 
disposal,  from  legal  harassment  to  personal  confron- 
tation  and  threat. 




