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Abstract
According to the article, Richard Nixon had a lot of secrecy in his administration. First, it is important to understand here that the Watergate Scandal started on June 17, 1972 when five men were arrested for breaking into the headquarters of the Democratic National Committee at the Watergate Hotel and office complex in Washington D.C. Two of the arrested men were discovered to have links to President Nixon’s re-election organization. According to the editorial article “Watergate: the unfinished business,” the Watergate incident was not a burglary one as many people thought, but something more to do with politics even if those involved denied to be part of the entire political conspiracy. Article also talks about how the White House rejected any notion of a connection between the break-in and Nixon’s campaign and derided the whole event as a “third-rate burglary.” One thing to note here is that the incident at the Watergate did not impact President Nixon’s campaign as he was re-elected in a landslide in November 1972, but only months later that the true consequences of the Watergate break-in emerged. Both articles argue that the incident was not an ordinary burglary, but a political scandal. Both articles imply that the “Watergate Burglary” was a discovery of some major secrets that Nixon’s administration kept. The secrets involved some activities the administration was carrying out without the involvement of the Congress. For example, the secret bombing of Cambodia that was a decision made by both Nixon and his security advisor who was known as Kissinger. During his campaign, President Nixon had promised to end National Chaos. Rather that acting on this cause, he decided to retaliate by secretly bombing Cambodia that had refused to end its relationship with North Vietnam. For this reason, he sabotaged peace initiatives that were put in place to end the war in Vietnam something that was seen as obstruction of justice and misuse of power. During this incident investigation, President Nixon also refused to comply with subpoenas from the House of Representative something that led to his impeachment and finally his resignation as the President of the United States. 





Introduction
Watergate Scandal was not an ordinary burglary, but a scandal that had something to do with re-election of President Nixon. The five men connected with the burglary were working under Richard Nixon which was the reason why he tried to cover up the crime and eventually decided to resign when his conspiracy and participation in the scandal was revealed. Such a political conspiracy led the public to lose trust in their leaders as the public expect leaders to act in ways that would bring peace and mend broken relationships among warring nations. Leaders should not make decisions that are based on personal interests but rather on the interests of the people. The aspect of obstructing justice and abusing Presidential power is a clear indication that President Nixon was not concerned with the interests of the people but his personal interests something that further created a political atmosphere of cynicism and distrust. 
Two Approaches to Watergate:
According to Burch (1974), Nixon was moral, courageous, and a great leader who brought peace in the United States. According to Burch, President Nixon should not have been impeached, but rather given ample time to complete what he already started as he was a president who was committed to changing the world by ending the war that had torn the world into pieces. He was strategic and his decision to bomb Cambodia was meant to do well than what many think was bad. Burch (1974) also emphasizes that President Nixon was not a crooked leader but someone who was committed to his cause that was to create a world where everyone would enjoy living in peace. 
In fact, the article talks about a “Public Nixon” whose character may have been shaped by events that were taking place. According to Burch (1974), Nixon decided to act in ways that he did to protect the people who were involved in the scandal simply because he cared more about them. In other words, he decided to carry their burden by covering up their messes something that tarnished his reputation as a great leader of the American Nation. The president was selected by the people because they believed in his leadership and in his abilities to change America to a great nation. Therefore, Nixon was a man who would do anything to protect the people and his actions should not have been misunderstood. 
While Burch’s argument could be true, the Washington Editorial post argues that the president could have complied with investigators by providing the tapes they wanted and perhaps come out clear by explaining his involvement in the Watergate Scandal and why he made the decision to sabotage peace initiatives in Cambodia. According to the Washington post, confidence and trust should always be at the heart of any public matter (The Washington Post, 1973). If President Nixon was telling the truth, then, he should have proven that he indeed was not involved in the scandal by providing the tapes as a prove of truth.  
Changing Views:
One thing to note here is that the scandal made the American public to lose faith in the presidency.  Until today, Americans continue to yearn for a president whom they can trust. In fact, Americans tend to carry the scandal on their shoulders whenever there is an upcoming election as they seem to think that presidents they elect to office are more likely to repeat the same mistakes with the notion that history repeats itself. 
As mentioned earlier, President Nixon had first refused to provide tapes that were thought to have recorded all conversations that were taking place in the White House. As pressure for President Nixon to come out clean continued to mount, Pentagon Papers that exposed most of the secrets Nixon’s administration was trying to hide were sneaked and published by New York Times and later by Washington post. Prior to the publication, New York Times experienced difficult times seeking permission to publish the documents as at that time press had no freedom to expose issues concerning the president and his administration. Following the publication, New York Times and Later Washington Post were sued by Nixon’s administration to stop them from publishing what it referred to as “government secrets.” The prohibition did not stop the two media organizations from publishing the secrets. Instead of backing off, they decided to sue Nixon’s administration and on June 25, 1971, the Supreme Court ruled in favor of mass media organizations (Dunlap, 2016). The ruling marked the beginning of press freedom where mass media organizations were allowed to publish anything that would expose political activities to the public. 
In the past, press freedom in United States was unheard of as the government used to restrict what was shared with the public. It also restricted coverage of government activities and proceedings to ensure that they remained top secrets. Before Watergate, the U.S. government restricted free expression, for example, through the Smith Act of 1940 people were not allowed to participate in any investigate reporting. In fact, the Press was not allowed to cover Congress proceedings and even worse, there were no names written to identify the author of the articles that were written in 1960s (Blumler & Kavanagh, 1999). The relationship between politicians before Nixon was bad because they could argue and even spread their hatred among themselves given that there were no “watchdogs” to report what was happening. 
After 1976, the coverage of political happenings had changed and news reporters were allowed to cover some political events. For example, they were allowed to report on presidential grassroots orientation to the nomination process something that was not there before. Politicians such as John F. Kennedy were able to use media to announce their presidential candidacies and even to hold press conferences to air their view points and sell their political agendas. Until today, mass media or rather the Press is used by politicians as a means for reaching the larger population and as a platform for selling one’s ideas or manifesto to the people. 

Impact of Technology:
When thinking about the impact technology could have on Watergate event, it would be crucial to think about the dissemination of information or how information could have been communicated well. From a functionalist perspective, technology could have helped track every detail or events that were taking place during the scandal. At this time, the political world was already changing and the media coverage of it could have helped uncover some of the most secretive activities politicians or even the government was carrying out without the knowledge of the people. By being cynical, the media could have helped improve the situation by making politicians become even more responsible of their actions. Therefore, technology could have made the coverage of the Watergate event even better. 
A. Consider the speed at which we receive news IE: We heard about OBL on social media before the US Government announced, or saw the Hudson River Plain crash on social media before the news.
The speed at which people receive news is now enhanced by social media. In other words, social media is enabling people to communicate with their loved ones whenever they are in problems or even to share information about current events happening all over the world. For example, within a few minutes of plain crush in Hudson River, survivors were already posting on different social platforms to inform their loved ones and friends about the incident. By the time U.S. government responded, the news had already spread all over the world. This is a clear indication that social media is an effective means of communication that surpasses any other means that has ever been used before. 
B. Would it have lasted as long? Why or why not?  Consider the use of twitter or other forms of social media as we see it today. 
Were it not for the social media, it could have taken longer for people to know about the incident because someone would have been required to use other means such as calling or even reporting to various agencies that could have reported the matter. 
C. Are these innovations in technology helpful or harmful to the way that people understand current events?  Use at least two examples for each component, one must be academic in nature, the other can be reflective or anecdotal. Must use a minimum1 academic source for this step
Social media innovations are not harmful to the way that people understand current events. They can only be harmful if the information shared is distorted. For example, Twitter is currently used as a means for reaching larger population. According to Gerbaudo (2018), politicians are now using the platform to share their opinions with the public and even engage in conversations with the people who tend to share problems they encounter in the society. On the other hand, social media is used to spread hatred especially when responding to a conspiracy that tends to attract political diatribes. In fact, recent studies have shown that there are increases in the rate at which people block others on Facebook and Twitter due to their political differences (Glynn et al., 2012). For example, an individual who does not support President Trump’s administration may decide to block or even “unfriend” a neighbor who is President Trump’s supporter. By so doing, social media would be having a negative impact on the relationship people used to have before its invention. Therefore, it should be used wisely and for the right purposes. 
 
Conclusion
As the political world continues to evolve in terms of public involvement in matters concerning their welfare, media can be used to rescue them from the “filter bubble” used in the past to hide relevant information about government actions. If press was allowed to cover incidents that were happening during the Watergate Scandal, perhaps the outcome of the scandal would have been less severe. People could have challenged some of the decisions the administration was making in secret and could have gained a different view of the world in terms of democracy. 
I also think that glamorization of political journalism is essential in making sure that journalist or mass media reporters are not only reporting on current events, but also on politicians who tend to jeopardize political systems through their self-centered interests. They should act as “watchdogs” and by so doing they would prevent politicians from abusing power or even use it to obstruct justice.  
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