AN UB NiP v mw e g

2/26/73

ir, ¥red Grahan
CBS Hews

Dear Fred,

Your four-way discussion of our Ulorious bpader's last night's wisdom on this
momxing's show was one of tie wore informative for the average listener, by profos~
ghonal standaxis a good news segment bat to ue a digappoiateent because it t6lla me
all ovar again that the best winde in the nodla are not propsred to cope with the
requirements of best repurting on the extremely complex or the uitinate in deliverate
dishonesty.

Or, as Hather said with cowcendable honesty, the format of the neus confercnce.
(I have thougnt of a wuy that not having your obligations can appoar to me to hold gsome
possibilities without {nvolving disrespect or departuro from professional norms. )

What 1 really have in mind is two itens of fact with vhich you and Van Schorr dealt.
1 pelieve idxon can be reached on both and the truth can be reported without editorial-
iginge. That with which you dealt you can understand botter than 1 because 1 am not a
lawyer aml you 4roe

iz I understand sixen's claio Yo high principle, it is that be resists el
compulsions in the interest of the presidency as en institutiune Tuus he pretening it
was public knowledge 1ot drop that he had refused to testidy before the grend jurye.
But in the same breath he sais ho would submit to compulsion, he would respond to
*{nterrogatories." Not questions but o legal documont, part of a legnl procedure, and
under oathe

This asount to saying he will comply with compulsion as long as he can control that
to which ho responds and the vords with which he responds. Or, an adwiscion that he
insists on being in a position to hide whatever he may want to hice and not to Tespond
to that to walch he does not waut to respond. without leaving a record of his evasions
or rofusals to answer, for in anguerdng interrogatories to can glve any contrived reason
that seems convenient for not answeringe

Schorr came very close to what 4 believe even today is some gut stuff in the few
words he said about the "gift." There is a differcnce in what #ivon seid laet night
about thias and w':hat he had paid earliere. I think the reasoi none of you caught it is
because you can t gpend the time in purpuit of detailse This io one of the arcas of
vulnembility/no-.mworthineas. But to say®, as Schorr corvectly ¢id, that iixon could
take his papers back is to do no more than consider taking the first halting stape

But the path is a cloar one, easy %o follow %o one who unows where to walk.

fasder for a lawyer but all downhill for any good reporter who understands where
it is to take hime

I+ is known as "Fraud."

I nean this literally, not as a figure of speaclie

sincerely,

larold teisberg



