Lit. 8, 21201 8/7/72

Dear bir. Bradlee,

If arthur sarshall as spokestan for society and TV and the newspopers (to your
slight credit less the Post) had decided in advance to give point to the onc thing of
which 1 have written you recently, thgyrcould not heve done it botters

S0 far as whal the people leurned frouw coasteto-caast I'V is concernod, it is no
more that in the ettempt on George Wallauce, once again there is no conspiracy and no
evidence of conspiracye In fact, the note was of reassurance, don't worry about conspirge
cles for there are nonc.

The Post's cove.age was good and generous. But the Post also knew that thore was no
question of conspiracy in any of the charges and none (from your own repurting) in any
of the evidence. In a signed piece, without questioning, the Post ruported larshall's
gmatuity, carrying the word to the nation's most influential rvadership. 1t also noted
that such questions had come u; imediately. The net efiect is to reassure that thewe
questions were also answereds

Unfortunately, these identical questions reman. Two of the morc glaring are where
Bremer got and apent more than twice as much money as he could possibly have earned and
the identities of those in whose company he was, detinitely, placed during his manhunte

;Therv may be inuocent answers, But without them such reassurance is a public dis-
g&% and not good Jjournalisme. In gll the recent political assassinations (inclu@ing
even that of Halcolm X, whose bodyguard was a police a.gent) there arc unanswered ang
reasonable questions bearing on conspiracy or absolute proof of ite I regret very wuch
the encouragemont to future conspiracies that can recsult.

On another subject, the Post yesteruay rcported a ilepublicun statument of policy
of opposition "to anyone using his comnection with the Republican Party for an econcmic
gain." Policy is opposed to practise in this acdministration in perticular, which is and
hs been busily engaged in preparing for the campaign crunch, when it will, froa the
rcford of charges filed, allege crookedness to the Democrats alonc. The Republicans, of
course, sclected those to be charged and iznored its own where it didn't malc deals to
exoneratoe then,

But this and the Eagleton flap focus on the vice prosidency. Permit me o brief winde
upe With FDR there was Fala, with Eiscnhower those bulls and tractor, even vicunas. But
the press, to tiw best of my imowledge, has never locked into Wixon. With the Checkers
speech for a text, too. He was so poor when he ran for vice president he had to take
money under the table to run his ofiices And the first thing he did after eloection was
to buy the domer Cummings house on Forrest Lane in Spring Valley, for a reported $50,000,
(And now he is a wultimillionnire.) I knew the Cumings¥ and their howme and it couldn't
be bought honestly tor anythdng close to $50,000.

I'd like to sec some paper take the Checkers speech and the new statenment of Republican

policy as texts and do a simple but competent investigation and then report ite If the
certified sanity of the one candidate of four for the uation's top offices can beconc the
subject of a negative campaign in the papers, certainly the finencial probity of one is
the nubject of legitimate intercst anc inquiry. '

lo answer required or expected.

Sincerely,

darold Veigbe g



