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Mr. E’M.list ﬁﬁm
The Hashington Posb
Bear Hr. Geyelin, ;
Thls Jotter is not intenfed for publicaticor. The last tdme you published letber

fram ne you manged fo ple &% up dnte & meatdng opposite mine snd then oon s this
in the "esrrevtion.” Crepling evpugh.

It is your proper funciion te renage the editoris]l eontent of the Post. The
editorial gontent of $ho Posk im of great dupordanca 44 & tise of episis. L belleve we
are now in one of the greater crises, and I look baok oo sanye It 4o alsd your oblige
ton %o he as complotely honest sm men can be and Dot $o use your power for perssnal
reasong, not to be an wneleoted prosident or anyiMing 1ike that.

The editorial section is oftan & liberery fosst. Aud on all sorbs of issues -
nmmmﬁhmmﬁﬁmmmtmﬁmﬁmmmimmm

However, recently it seoms to by at odds with the news agectiona, whioh is to say
that it is flying into the face of Zack, snd to have besome the vehiele for pessonal
campatgnn and an effort to intrude wpon and to control normal and natursd workdng of
politieal processes,
~If the Fost lwe distinguished itscif 4n Watergate veporting, this is move of an
dnddgtment of the press io genoral than wistinted peatme for the Post, which has, as
what will follow will indicate, done less thum 4% oould and I think should have done.

%atimmmzmﬁwmmmmﬁmabﬁmﬁmmﬁm
ploked Ford as the one man best muied to succend his. There was then s desp~thinker's
ehdldish belief that getiing Ford confimmed would gdve a good, #olid orsak at Hinon.
Thus Ford swore falasly ghout the material in Ms confirmation feabimeny snd sou
ware silent. and thus there was no oditorial cosrent oo putting a men as notorioualy
vational probless for whlch he slvesdy had n chare of Nixon's blane,

mzmmm@%ﬂmﬁem&immwﬂmw.mm.mm
really all jusfice demands or the sowstry needs? ind if they me not, se ie appavent
%o anyone with a decent command of faet, how scoount for the sbsence of Post comment?
Mmﬁﬁ&z&mwﬁmfwmmﬁmﬁm,ﬂx@iﬁaﬁwafwmmhaamm
bis Rixonden reward slse wotheut youwr comment?
 Yesterday you clarpered for "faimess® o Pord with lews thuy fair direct quotubion .
of what you regrosented as Ma record on the requirements of impeachmont. ¥ith his own
"fadrnesa” that he flamts dsdly Ford con be held fo Justify diffevent editordal comment.
m&mwmwm@ﬂwﬁmmﬁ.m.mhammmattmtﬁ.me.afhis
Nizon-sipported cuspaign against Pouglas?

This followed upon Joe Kraft's clsmsor for the press to further ahdicate, to
wwwmwymitaamwhaw.fmaem,#mmiammﬁm
mmhawmwbnﬁmmtﬁmmgmﬁmﬁm&awﬁxg.@mm
are willing to rigk theuselves %o let it be lowsn should be shified by the props,

Today you, coineiding with Ereft again, ge after Wilbur Mills, You do it in saying
that izon fa "quite justified" in describing whet Mills said as a “chesp shot,* Kraft's
device is to give the soming “roport® and wot the fast in it ss Mlls' basis and o moouse

11e of "prejudging,”

HIEIE]

S
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The gueation is not, as you pretemd, before the courts. Wherein is the prejudging?
I8 it wrong to make comment on faoky If the faet is of shatiering magodtude, is it wrong
for a politickan to wndertake %o prepare for thet? Is it wrong for #ills to give Hixon
a signal? Or unikdnd %o give Mixon m# sl ternative? Or Nembers of Congross roasom $o stop

To put it angther way, is ¥ixon wlene tv mewge the news, to contwol what psople

M o . ;
Immietmmpnm{as}- as you apl Exaft de, thot M2ls dw up to some dirty deed, why
not suppose that he knows wlet ke is telldng about?

You aid sot accuse Semstor Lang of prejudging when be seld Mixon gypped the Truamury
and at the swie tiue suught o profect Bizon from hs own arcobedness,

Whnt Bae alresdy been peporded about Nizon's financial crookednsss is & priss
Tecie sase of fraud. And long before fhe stordes starbed breaking by ascident the Pos
ie mong the papers I informed about it If any of the vevorting of Biwmmfs Suldous
dodrgs with faxés ia t'v result of inveltizative repording, I do not se recsll 4%, T2
was leslced, whet Joo Kraft vow domende the press 3gpere.
However, if the press had done its own inwvesidgation, and & vary siaple investi.
gation 1t fa, the proof of Froudelent intewt nf and of conspireay in it is inevitable,
Hore 1 aw $alicing sbout what has no% bean repsrded  nd what is more basdc than whet
has beens &t is the kdnd of ¥hing one would expect Hills not to ignors ond to have in mind,

You have sn altermaiive to demefding "failrness” to Ford over bim wifairmess znd to
cantigting Hills Tor other Yhan you rejresont him ag hoving done! get the story he can
havve in sind,

nis, not the role dn Wiich you huve suet yourself, i the true and the traditionsd
funetion of the vreas,

Axe yom snd the Poet up to it?

Beanwhile, for the future, when s is all over, if you ihink I oz bluffing, I
invite you to call me. It de in my flles, it is dabed Jong in the past and it de obvious,
Others fn the press and in Uongvess have alweedy ablicsted. ¥ill you and the Pegt
sontinue Yo 50 you and Kraf$ cen play stobssmen rother than jownsiiusta?

Without espectation,

Harold Yeisberg



