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Former - Att(n ney General ' Elliot L
Richardson disclosed vesterday two previ:
ously unpublished documents that appear
to substantiate his version of the ewents
that led to the firing of Atrchibald Cox as
Watergate speelal prosecutor.

At iséueis the position that Rwhardson
took ' during the week preceding Presi-
dent Nixon’s Oct. 20 firing of Cox for re-
fusing to promise he would never again

- g0 to-the courts to get additional White

House Watergate tapes or documents.

Richardson has said consisently that he
had opposed the President’s action and
had tried to prevent it. But Mr. Nixon
and his chief of staff, Alexander M. Haig
Jr., were quoted by some Republican
senators as saying on Nov. 13 and 14 -that
Richardson was not telling the tryth,

On Nov. 15 the White House issued a
statement saying that' Richardson had
been “articulating” ome of “several ver-
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sions” of what happened be-
fore the Coxifiring, but it
denied’.that Mri Nixon had’
actually accused him “of ly-
ing. : ;

Yet the nex-tfeday Sen. Ed-
ward W.: Brooke (R-Mass.)
said the President had told
him Richardson had agreed
both to the restriction on
Cox and to a compromise
White House plan to Iet
Sen. . John: C. .Stennis . (DX
Miss.) listen to tapes Cox
had already. subpoenaed—
and two ‘¢ourts had agreed
should be produced—and
submit authenticated ver-
sions of their contengs:
the U.S. District Court e

50

“He was not telhng the 5

memoranda or ' other docu-
ments believed by the spe-
cial prosecutor to deal with
the same conversations cov-

_ered by the proposed report

would be the subject of sub-
sequent negotiations, be-

tween the special prosecutor-

and counsel for the Presi-
dent.”

Richardson said the sec-
tion was removed later that
day by the President’s coun-
.sel, J. Fred Buzhardt, who,
accordmﬁ to’ Rlchardson

“said he omitted it because
it was unnecessary.”

Buzhardt “said the pro-
posal didn’t deal with any-
thing else” besides the tapes
already subpoenapd Rich-
“ardson said, -
.graph was redundant. ¥#So

truth,” Brooke quoted Mr. **Syhen I™ tredrafted his . .re-

Nixon as saying of Richard-
son’s contention that he had
opposed  the restrwtlon

against future court actmn 4

by Cox.

In an interview
Washington Post :yest
Richardson said Hal ! ‘edﬂ
him the evening' afier
Brooke’s and other- senators’
reports were published to
say that those reports were
not true. R

Haig said he and Mr.
\hxon had not said, that
Richardson had: lied, the for-
mer Attornéy General said..
“In that . conversation ‘he -
said, ‘I don’t dlsagree with .

anythlng you said in your @_

PEY)

testimony. Richardson

had repeated his position,} be-

fore the Se:nate Judiciary,
Committee b1 Nov. 6.

In the interview Richard- » who is acung Attomey Ge\u-”

son also produced a four
page draft that he had writ-
ten Oct. 17 of the so-called
Stenms ygompromlse and

3 e i t

the . section,

‘Specifically, .
entitled “Other Tapes and
Documents,” says:

“Fhe”™ proposed- arratige-'+
ment would undertake to:.
cover only, the tapes hereto- ..
f b

Watetgate grand jury at the™
requeést:ofitherspecial prose-
cutor.. Any. request by. the.-

speclal prosecutor for a sim-

ila’" report’ covermd ‘other
tapes'as well as‘any reguest
by the special prosecutor for

‘W‘vhr g‘he  posal after it later became

* linked with the prohibition - ..
won'any future ;court efforts:

' eréﬂ said ‘the.:

aed by the”

‘draft, T left it ot My re: "
draft of his redraft was the -
sdocument: T'sent ‘Cox” that

~Wednesday, he'added:
Cox turned down the pro-

D ‘set further evidence.

" Richardson:-:also’ produced
a press release he had writ-

ten but did not_make bublic
“"Oct. 19, the night before Nr. "
 Nixon fired Cox and aci:
" cepted the resignations of*

'Richardson and Deputy At-
torney General William D.
'~ Ruckelshaus. Both  quit
“rather than carry out the

President’s order to f11~e the~ :

pposecutm

Cox was tirdd. by Sohcltor ‘bl

General - Robert " H." Bork,

“eral.

Rlchardson sald he WroLQ ¥

the press: release after 1
ceiving a letter Oct. 19 fr6

get add1t10na1 preSIdentlal

seandal. ;
“The former‘A tmney Gen

“confirms’ the
“had- not antlclpate :

.- record constitutes,

“so ‘the para-.‘ 2

‘dent”

Mr Nixon mstructmg him!

materialon the Watergaue”

that the price of €Cox’s ac-
cess to the subpoenaed

- tapes through the “Stennis

compromise” should not be
“the renunciation of any

further. attempt by*.him to -

resort to judicial process.”
The press rerease that un-
til now was unpubhshed
says:
“The. Pres1dent’s -decision
to call ion Sen: ‘Sténnis to
prepare ah authenticated

view, a reasonable and con-

» structive compromise of the

‘Watergate tapes’ 1ssue

“It seems to me' inconsis-
tent, however, with the ex-
plicit understandings on

. which T was confirthed and. .
the office of special prosecu- ‘;./smd
“tor was created for me to
deal now with hypothetical
futlre attempts by Mr. Cox *
‘to:invoke judicial process,
and “the proposal I pre-
sented to Mr. Cox this week
*would.not have attempted to‘

do So.
g plan to seek an early

Topportunity . to discuss this

approach Wlth the Presi<

On Nov. 18 'I‘he Washing-
ton Post reported that seven

. other . documents . -appeared -

to support Richardson’s vef-
sion of the events leading to
Cox’s firing despite the re-

.. ports of the private remarks
’bof Mr. Nixon and Haig.

Richar dson was asked yes-
terday how he feels abou t
those - reports, which in-

‘cluded ‘a remark allegedly
“«<made by Haig referring to
,.Rlchmdsons taking .a. drink
",»and an axtlcle Nov:: 2@ in the
‘nght
Ftsome Lop administration, of-
| ficial§ -are .quietly indicat-

newspapérs that

ing?: ~Richardson had a
“drmkmg problem sl

“Welly I Was. at first incre-

_dulous ”'he said-~%nd then
; mcreasmgly d1sturbed I
~wonder . whether::
' this‘was: a’systematic_effort

" to.discredit-me.” He said the
¥ .'nght sto1y “made;me yery:

structions” from ‘N, - Ni on”

to cut off Cox’s “court

cess. Richardson said he did

ot release the statement to
-the press that night as he
had planned* beeau
learned ~that ‘“the '
House had not; released-Mr,
Nixon’s letter to-him.-

Instead, Richardson aald i

he 1nc0rporated the release

into a letter.he ‘wrote M.
Ni};on the next day- st“ating

i

White"

“And I must say everyone_

ever dealt with is so com-

“pletely ‘aware -that, nothing
like this has any truth what-"
ever that 1 would find it
hard to believe they couldﬁ;
~have said anything; like it.”/,

lll my =

_proposal. The*

" Wright.

“Richardson reéalled.

first time that the future

- proposal, and; he said, that
.night he learned-of Mr. Nix-
‘on’s order to him to impose
that restriction on Cox,

in.the White House from the ..
‘President- on down’that I've

The Knight story quoted an
unnamed “agency head” but
not anyone in the White
House itself. i

“Haig also said he was
sick over the Knight story,”

- Richardson reported.

Asked if he still wonders :
about any  “systematic”
White House effort to dis-'

credit him, he replied, “I,
certainly have a.question.”
As  Richardson ° recon-,

structed the events leading
to Cox’s firing, there was
discussion of dismissing him
Monday, Oct. 15, in a meet-:
ing he had with Haig and
Buzhardt. “I said I couldn’t”
go along with it and would
have to resxdn i Rlchardson

On Wednesday, Oct. 17
Cox received - the Stenms
‘next -after-
noon Richardson met with
Haig, Buzhardt, and White
House lawyers Leonard Gar-
ment and “Charles “ Alan
They " had ‘heard.;
from Cox' and “eonstrued -
‘Cox’s remarks as
mount to’ rejection.”

Wright, who had’ learned
of the Stennis proposal for
the first time, thought it
was “a major concession,”
g :‘So I
said, ‘Why don’t you try to
sell it, Charlie? Maybe you
can do it better than I can.”

- Wright phointed Cox, and
Cox told Richardson the
next day he interpreted the
call as an effort “to elicit re-
jection,” Richardson contin-
ued. )

On Thursday evening af-
ter the White House meet-
ing, Richardson said he un-
derstood that ~the plan .
would “result in Cox’s firing
unless he accepted the
Stennis proposal” and began
writing a “summary of rea-
sons why I must resig'n.”

On Friday morning, Oct. 19;:
Richardson learned for the

eourt restriction on Cox had -
been linked to the Stennis

In the intervening hours,
he said, he asked Haig to try
to convince the? Pres1dem the

“Haig said he had tried, but '
the President Wouldn’t go
along,” Richardson said, add-’
ing that he considered Haig’s’

role' ‘as one of a donduit only, |

i
i
i
.

tanta- !

"

"link should not be, made.’]

not ‘as ‘an’ advocate. pf the :

Rlchardson position.




