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| Is the President
a Perjurer?

by Marjorie Boyd

In April 1973 The Washington
Monthly told the story of how the
Nixon White House blocked a pre-

1972-election investigation of the -
Watergate break-in by Rep. Wright -

Patman’s House Banking Committee.
We presented it as a classic illustration
of how the White House can put
pressure on legislators to prevent
effective review of presidential activ-
ity. At the time it was difficult to
know how much wider the Watergate
scandal would expand. The aborted
Patman investigation kept popping up
here and there during the revelations
of the next two years. John Dean
testified that it was one of the more
successful aspects of the cover-up. The
House Judiciary Committee included
White House interference with the
Patman investigation in its final

Marjorie Boyd is the author of “The
Watergate Story:  Whny Congress  Didn’t
Investigate Until After the Election, The
Washington Monthly, 4pril, 1973,
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reckoning of Watergate, as a part of
the Article of Impeachment covering
obstruction of justice. So this episode
already has shown it is capable of
sending out sizeable ripples. And the
biggest ripples may be yet to come.

Appearing briefly in The Washing-
fon Monthly’s story on the Patman
hearings, in the cast of White House
Spear carriers was the name Rep.
Gerald Ford. This fact excited no
special attention at the time, for he
was only the House Minority Leader.
Just a few months later, in November
1973, Ford was being questioned by
Senate and House committees in
hearing to confirm his nomination as
Vice President. At this point, Ford’s
behavior the previous year became
more impertant.

In the Senate Rules Lommittee’s
hearing on the Ford nomination,
Senator Robert Byrd was Ford’s most
aggressive questioner. Byrd’s rise from
butcher in a West Virginia meat
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Where, if anywhere, should the Banking and Currency‘
Committee in its legislative capacity come into the forum? Not
now, at any rate, because it is premature. Action by the
Committee now is premature because there are cases pending which
allege violations of the laWs we passed. These cases must be
made to demonstrate the adequacy of the existing laws. If any
of the statutes alleged to have been violated prove, by the
decisions, to have loopholes, such as in the Foreign Bank Secrecy
Act, then - and not until then - is the time to c¢all the Banking
and Currency Committee - or other proper Committees - into action.

We have also considered the public interest in whether the
Banking and Currency Committee should proceed with what would
surely be a highly publicized and spectacular public hearing.

In assessing this, we profess that the public has a right,
just as in any criminal affair, to expect that the ends of justice
are served in the sordid Watergate Caper in which there are
alleged crimes of burglary, wiretapping, and election laws
violations.

But, let us look at the duty of Congress in this a little
more,

Congress has the responsibility to epact laws implementing
the guarantees of the rights of citizens under our Constitution
and to determine whether laws are administered §ccording to the
intents of Congress. The former is our legislative function. The
latter is our d&érsight function.

In the matters before us, criminal proceedings are pending
in the United States District Court against several persons
indicted by a grand jury. Furthermore, civil suits are awaiting “.. #6',‘
trial wherein plaintiffs allege damages as a result of the -§'
(4

Watergate Caper. They seek civil redress in these actions.

As clearly outlined, we believe that the Courts of the
United States are the proper places at this time for determining
the guilt or innocence of those indicted and the settlement of the

damage suits.



Congress, as well as the Courts, also has a duty to the
individuals charged in the criminal cases and to those litigants
who are parties in the civil cases. This duty is to assure in |
both cases a fair and impartial trial. -

It is our firm conviction that widespread publicity stemming
from a forum of the Congress - especially from a forum without
jurisdictional justification - would seriously impede that fair'
and impartial trial to which all parties are entitled in the
pending cases.

We do not condone any of the crime or civil wrongs alleged
in this matter. We simply believe the Banking and Currency’
Committee is not the proper forum for trial.

Believing firmly in the foregoing analysis of the fairness
to all involved, we believe further acﬁion by the Banking and
Currency Committee should be postponed until the conclusion of

the actions now pending in the Courts.
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