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President Nixon was brought

port information and points of
view supplied by officials on

Ronald L. Ziegler, the White
House .press secretary, was
asked at Key Biscayne, Fla.,
where Mr. Nixon is spending a
few days, for the President’s
view of the dispute on the
practice of officials offering
and newsmen accepting mate-
rial on a so-called “back-
ground” or ‘“deep background”
basis.

The controversy, ‘which ‘has
‘been a subject of discussion
here for many years, arose
again yesterday when The
Washington Post and The New
York Times refused to abide
by the ground rules of a “deep
backgrounder” held by Henry
A. Kissinger, the White House
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it. The result often is conceal-
ment of sources not on the ba-
sis of real need for confiden-
tiality but to suit the political
or diplomatic conveniehce of
the  government or political
sources.
Discussions Cited

-“I think that-sometimes the
backgrounder is journalistically
and ethically justifiable, but
that the press has allowed it
to go much too far, and gov-
cians have abuse it. The back-
grounder has become a way of
life and often becoems an ob-
stacle in the way of the flow
of full information . and the
readers’ understanding. .

“There have been several
discussions at = The Times
among editors and reporters on
this subject in the past. few
months. We have laid down no
flat rules, because we don’t be-
lieve in strict regulations on
how to cover every story.

“But we believe that report-
ers and editors should be, alot
more selective about. attending
backgrounders called by public
officials or politicians, and
that the movement should be
toward attending them -‘only
when the reporters and editors
themselves believe there is an
important reason -beyond - the
sources’ convenience for not
making the information attrib-
utable to the person or govern-
ment department invaelved.”




