LT T DISCLOSURE
SHOMS COX' BIAS

Ex-Prosecutor Tells Panel
That He May Have Been
the Source of Article

{ By JOHN HERBERS
Special to The New York Times

WASHINGTON, Oct. 30—The}

(White House charged today
that the disclosure of President
leon s intervention in an anti-
‘trust case supported the Ad-
‘ministration’s contention that
Archibald Cox had been run-
ning a partisan investigation
for months before he was dis-
missed as special Watergate
prosecutor. )

The statement, apparently
approved by the President, was
made by his deputy press sec-
retary, Gerald L. Warren, after
Mr. Cox acknowledged in Con-
gressional testimony that he
may have been the indirect
source of the disclosure..

Mr. Cox referred to an article

i
i
i

in today’s New York Times that|

said Mr. Nixon ordered the Jus-
tice Department in 1971 not to
appeal a phase of the case
against the International Tele-
phone and Telegraph Corpora-
tion even though Administra-
tion officials had testified re-
peatedly that the President had
no such role in the case.

More Reverberations

The disclosure set off several
reverberations in a capital that
was still reeling from the-Cox
dismissal and the Justice De-
partment shakeup. They in-
cluded the following develop-
ments: ‘

gSenator Hugh Scott of
Pennsylvania, the Senate Re-
publican leader, joined the
White House in the attack
against Mr. Cox and his staff
of lawyers, saying that he
found the newsleak ‘“very dis-
turbing”-and that the lawyers,

who are stillf-' on the Govern-:

ment payroll, should be ques-
;tionedsas to their “loyalty

.’ @The White House, while de-
‘crying the leak of ‘confidential
linformation, maintained that
‘President Nixon had every right

to 'intervene as he did in the
L.T.T. case in his legitimate in-

terest .of directing “antitrust
policy.” This is believed to be
the first time it has been

_BCT 8 L 910 .proved that a recent President|

|
|

has dlrect;ly -intervered: in an
antitrust case in thé courts, al-
though there have begn fre-
quent allegations of such action
,in.the past.

QThe future of the staff of
about 40 lawyers that Mr Cox}
had assembled was moré than
- ever in doubt as both ﬁhe« White
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House and Senator Scott {acs
cused them, too, of partisan ac-
tion against the President.
gSenator Edward M. Ken-
nedy, Democrat of Massachu-
setts, said that Mr. Cox, after
‘he was discharged, told him
about the President’s action,
not as part of a criminal case
but as a “single shocking . ax-
ample” of how the JudlClary,
Committee had been lied to by
Administration officials earlier
this year in the confirmation
hearings for Richard G. Klein-
dienst as Attorney General.
Appeal Was Postponed
The Times article this morn-
ing said that sources close to
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 the case disclosed that Presi-

; dent Nixon had telephoned Mr.

~ Kleindienst, then Deputy Attor-,
" ney General, and ordered him!

not to appeal a ruling in the
1.T.T. case to the Supreme
Court. ‘The appeal was post-

. poned and an out-of-court set-
. tlement was reached.
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The settlement came  after
corporation’s  officials

: promised to help finance the.
. 1972 Republican National Con-
- vention with a corporate gift:

reported variously at $100,000
to $400,000. )

In a statement last night, the
White House accused Mr. Cox
of a breach of confidence, for
leaking information that Mr.
Kleindienst had given him, and
said that when the “specific
facts”™ of the case became
known to the President he
withdrew his objection to the
appeal and that it was prose-
cuted “in exaetly the sform
originally proposed.” :

This morning, Mr. Cox.ap-
peared before the Senaté Ju-
diciary Committee, which is
investigating the controversy
surrounding his - dismissal’‘on
Oct. 20.

Mr. Cox said .he didi not.
supply any of the information
to The Times, but added that
he had spoken of the matter
to Senator Kennedy and a
methber” of his staff, and to
two law associates of Mr. Cox
who had helped him set up-the
office of special prosecutor,
James Vornberg and Philip B.
Heyman of Cambridge, Mass.

‘Greatly Upset’

“I was greatly upset,” “Mr.|
Cox . said when he saw thel
article this’ mérnifigy’*T-/may
have spoken more’ freely thanw
perhaps I should have.”
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"It .is quite clear I broke/

the. Attorney General’s . confi-
dence,” he sald 1 feel terrlble
this'morning.”

But he said his staff had
been. very diligent in protetting
the «confidentiality of informa-
tion, gathered in its investiga-
tion. and he had assurances
from the two Senators they
had not leaked the information.!

“Of course, I shouldn’t have.
done it,” he Said. “It was care-i
lessness, not malice.” i

But the apologies did not
prevent the White House from
saying that the leak substan-
tiated its allegations of partisan
ship against Mr. Cox and his
staff,

Mr. Warren, after ta]kmg to
President Nixon said at the
daily White House news brief-
ing ‘that the leak “makes clear
to us at the White House his
partisan’attitude that has. char-
acterized his activities in re-
cent months.” And he pointed
out that of the 10 top lawyers|
on the Cox staff, all but one had
strong Democratic connections.

Seott Hits ‘Innuendoes’

Senator Scott, who had ‘con-
demned Mr. Nixon’s dismissal
of Mr. Cox, took up the White
House argument, saying he was
concerned about the “innuen-
does” against the President in
a series of mews leaks in re-
cent days.

“Let me predict,” he said.
“Future releases will continue |
tomorrow and tomorrow and
tomorrow. I think a process is

going on to deal not with the
facts but with innuendo.. To
simply make statements is not
to prove a damn thing.”

The Cox staff, he said, is “a
hostile adversary staff.”

Acting  Attorney General
Robert H. Bork, who is now in
charge’ of the Watergate in-
vestigation, said in a news con-
ference last week that he
planned to dismiss none of the
personne] in the Cox office. Mr.
Cox 'has said that if a new
staff had to be assembled, the
prosecution would be delayed
for many months. But itheir
situation, nevertheless,
tenuous, especially
today’s developments y i

Mr. Warren’s defense of thef
President’s action met with
some surprise in view of the
repeated statements of Admin-
istration officials in . the- past
that Mr. Nixon was not in-
volved, beyond his policy de-
claration that he did not con-
sider the bigness of a corpora-
tion as wrong in itself.

“He had every right as Presi-
dent of the United States to
discuss antitrust policy with the
Justice Department,” M. War-
ren said.

In this regard, the President
received some support from Mr. |
Cox.

“It was proper for the Presi-
dent to have an interest in such:
a major case,” he aid. “There
was nothing 1mp);oper in voic-{
ing his own opinion.” He added
that he«thought the Govern-
ment received a fair settlement
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in the case.

“Fhe -main point Mr. .Cox and
others were concerned about
was' the previous testimony be-
fore the Judiciary Committee.



