
CONNECTIONS 
Post-Watergate (a bit prematurely) 

Worldview has not-our faithful readers must ac- 
knowledge-wallowed in Watergate. As one dis- 
closure has followed another, as horror has been 
piled on horror, and as the President's engage- 
ment with the judicial processes of our country 
has gradually assumed shape and form, the 
editors have been, on the whole, rather reserved. 
It is not that we were afraid of offending those 
of our readers who voted for Richard M. Nixon, 
some of whom still support him, for we occasion- 
ally publish articles that nettle even our most 
faithful readers and warmest admirers. And our 
restraint was due only partly to the fact that 
the comments of a monthly journal can be out- 
paced by the steady flow of disclosures loosed 
in the name of Watergate, a flow that at times 
resembles a torrent. 

We wished, when we did comment at length, 
to deal with some of the basic governmental 
issues and when all of us-editors, contributors 
and readers-would have sufficiently assimilated 
the sprawling information to be able to reflect 
and judge with at least a measure of detachment. 
There was a time, you recall, when the very word 
"impeachment" sounded like an obscenity. Now 
it is as much a household word as, say, Spiro 
Agnew once was. We have absorbed much within 
the last year. 

The President is now playing out a leading role 
in an historic drama. (He could now legitimately 
indulge his penchant for proclaiming the part he 
plays in great moments of history.) Whatever the 
climax and denouerr,ent of that drama, it has 
raised to present attention and scrutiny issues 
that have popped up intermittently in the history 
of these United States. Two of these issues are 
discussed in these pages by Donald L. Robinson 
and William V. Shannon. Specifically their articles 
concern the offices of the President and Vice 
President. More important, they deal with basic 
constitutional questions concerning the separa- 
tion and balancing of powers. Always serious 
questions and so regarded by the framers of the 
Constitution, they take on increased significance 
with the enormous growth in power of the U.S. 
and the growth in "Presidential autocracy," to 
use Robinson's term, or the growth of "The Im- 
perial Presidency," to borrow the title of Arthur 
Schlesinger, Jr.'s book. 

Schlesinger, whose book is reviewed here, and 
Robinson, who reviews it, agree on the gradual 
accumulation of power to the Presidency, and 

they agree also on the undesirable consequences 
of this fact. They differ, however,'on the remedies 
they would propose, one relylng more on politics 
and the spirit of the American people, the other 
on law and alterations of constitutional structure. 

William Shannon, too, takes positions that put 
him at odds with a number of people who have 
commented on our governmental processes in 
the light of Watergate revelations. His historical 
overview of the Vice Presidency shows how re- 
markably the status and respect accorded that 
anomalous office have varied. And how the des- 
tiny of the United States has been guided, or mis- 
guided, by a person chosen to fulfill, not the func- 
tions of a President, but the promises and calcu- 
lations of a Presidential aspirant. 

The proposals offered in the pages of World- 
view are neither frivolous nor trivial. They touch 
on basic constitutional arrangements which many 
people will wish to alter only reluctantly. For 
example, Former Chief Justice Earl Warren com- 
mented recently about suggestions for altering 
governmental structures, specifically the abolish- 
ment of the office of Vice President, because of 
what was revealed by the scandals of Watergate: 

The sponsors fail to recognize that the con- 
ditions they recoil against do not ftow from 
public officials following constitutional proce- 
dures, but, on the contrary, from circumventing 
them. As a result, they ignore,the old truism 
that we do not tear down good, buildings mere- 
ly because they have been occupied by bad 
tenants. 

Justice Warren is surely right that one should 
not rush to judgment and precipitous action be- 
cause of a single crisis, however severe. Some 
weaknesses are revealed, however, and their 
potential dangers acknowledged only in times 
of crisis, and it is then, when this perception is 
keen, that our general political inertia can most 
readily be overcome. Now is a time to ponder 
some of the "post-Watergate" problems. 

Not entirely unrelated, though at first blush it  
may seem to be, is Peter Berger's article on 
patriotism, at present a virtue much maligned 
i f  not simply dismissed. The article is the first 
tangible product of a consultation on patriotism 
sponsored jointly by Worldview and its publisher, 
the Council on Religion and International Affairs, 
earlier this year. In coming months Worldview 
will publish additional reflections which were 
stimulated by the consultation. 

And there is Schall on Solzhenitsyn, Massen- 
gale on Japanese militarism, another previously 
unpublished essay by Reinhold Niebuhr, World- 
view's Gray Paper that we initiated last month 
and . , . but the pleasures await within. 
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