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OFFERED BY NIXON

(

| :
;Finds Discrepancy on Dates!
. in White House Decision

% for Trust Case Appeal |
l
I

Special {o The New York Times

WASHINGTON,  Jan, 99—
’Elwm Griswold, former Solici-
wlOl General of the Umtec”

‘States, said today that he dl%-‘
lagreed with part of the Whltel
{House version of the antitrust;
caqe against the Intemational'
[ Telephone and Te]egraph Cm

lpomtxon i
¢ The discrepancy hetween ThH
‘Whne House account, whmnj
iwas issued vesterday, and what
j'happened Mr. Griswold said
jin a telephone interview, in-
'volved the timing of the ' White |
[House authorization for an ap- | |
!pcal in the Grinnell case, one.
tof the three suits against I.T.T.

iacqumtlom The appeal .was:
|from a District Court decision-
Ia ainst the Government. Tt was !
‘taken to the Supreme Court by
;lh(‘ Justice Department.

| Meanwhile, on another mat

‘ter explained by the PreSJdentI
Iyeqterday. Mr. Nixon's decxsmn*
to raise milk price suports—!
the White House statement was |
seen as contradicting a recent|
|declaration by the. President!
that he had refused all.infor-|
mation about campaign contn

|

ibutions before the' 1972 elec-|
tion. [Page 20.] l
] Revelations in Memos :
On the T.T.T. matter, aside!

from the question of the ap-:
peal chronology, the Presidents
“account, in the view of those
~who have followed the multi-
'faceted case, was open to
7‘miticism for not making any
<poc1f1c mention of the numer-
ous meetings of officials and
[Nixon Administration officials,
§at the time.

' These included vice Presi-
ident Agney; Attornev General
E.lohn N. Mitchell; Secretary of
Ithe Treasury John B. Conmally:
‘the White House domestic af-.
j’fairs adviser, John Ehrlichman;;
ICharles  W. ~ Colson, White;
[House special counsel, and the
{White House foreign economics!
radviser, Peter Peterson. !
{ These meetings were dis-|

i

closed in 13 ‘“political sensi-|
tive” memos and letiers f
LT.T. officials that were mad I
public last March by the benatel
Foreign Relations Subcommlt-!
tee on- Multinational corpora-|
tions and the House Comimerc e|
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were dropped entivelyv.” Kieindienst, not  known
theiuntil it was reported last Qct,

maHP
On this recommendation,

Cantinued imm Page I, Col. 3, was

Subcommitiee on .n\'(m1"1:%lm‘h'.f\‘vmu House'said. the President 30 by The New Yoark Times.
The White House and ithereversed his decision of April Consequently, it did not come
Securities and Exchange Com-119, and authorized (he Depart- up during the Senate Judiciary

mission had (ried to keep the meny of Justice {0 proceed with Committee e ings in March
memos from  Con stonal the case in accordance wiih its and April, 197
commitices by sending them own determinations.” In those hearings, Mr. Gris-
from the & to the tice, Bul Mr. Griswold said todayiyo0 gaid that the LT.T. suits
Departmen( shortly before \lwe“;[""""".ljel ha;jf”.(_”' ’:"C‘\""‘d Whit [didn’t Took like good hets to
1872 electinn. :,(i);l:“m‘gltd ())(])é‘rﬂ“l(l]l?l ]nn(;ar')clsr*;t me,” and he doubted whether
In the statemenl yesterday, month aftcr Mr, Mitchel] was the Supreme Court would re-
the White House said that on id to have advised the Presi- verse (he District Court on the
April 19, 1971, President Nixon that Mr. Griswold might|Grinnell case.
called Richard G." Kleindienst, Yesign if  the appeal were’  Nevertheless, Mr, Griswold
then the Deputy Attoiney Gen- ("O”P‘@ fully supported the of

authorization Richard W. Mclaren,
il about May 15, 16 or 17,7 Attorney cral for the Anti-
Mro Griswold  said. Tt was truct  Division  to  have a
shortly before the extension thorough court test on whether
would have expired.” the Clavton Act could be in-

“Iodidn’t pet
eral. and ordered that an appeal ¢ =
of the Grinnel case nol he filed
Mr. Griswold's office had pre-
pared the appeal, and the dead-

line for filing a so-called juris- My Griswold said ho could terpreted to prohibit conglom-
dictional  statement  was  the oy explain why the Whiteierate mergers even though the
mexl day. April 20. House waited s0 long on au-imergers did not involve com-
Although the White House|thorization of (he appeal if petitive companics,
‘account made no mention of it, 'th“ had heen anm*r:h(‘,mi(m:‘ Mr.,  Griswo said At the
Mr. K]emd}enstmacundmv L0 &lthat he might resign. He ,p.‘no;n-irnzs (hat he belweved f“that
statement last Oct. 31—lold rhewusld 10 comment on whetherithe law with wespect to con-
‘President he woul(i *'cwgm rath “the had threatened to resign, lomerate mergers ouzht (o he
ier than carry out the order. Mr.| g so said,
"Kl@indicnsi said that on April Mitehell’s Recollection mocame in T
120 he got a 30-day extension of  npp Mitchell could nof helwas de that he moved
time for filing of the appeal eached today. But William G 1’()|‘w;:rd <0 \j;_-‘(),w)w\ Iy with re-
“to enable the 'pl'“id@”t 1o con-i tundley, his d(tmnoy who wasispect to conglomerates. And 1
‘sider my position.” aum()h/ed to speak for the fo spect that that was one of
As related yesterday by the mer Attorney General. said that'the reasons why T went along
White House, the President, Mr. Mitchell had talked with with his recommendalion o
‘talked to  Attorney General ‘the Pr 1d0n for two or three appeal the Grinnell case. He
‘Mitchell on April 21, and Was minutes” on April 21, 1971, rwas doing what [ wanted (o
advised by him that “it was iy, Hundley said he under-sec don, and 1 thought [ should

‘inadvisable for the President 10 ¢(nod that Mr. Mit tchell had told go up there with him.”
rorder no - appeal.” ‘the President that he helieved  However, Mr, Griswold told
“The Attormey General rea- Mr. Griswold “might” vesign if ithe commitiee he had no objec-

Mr. Kleindienst's pro-

isoned,” the White House state- the appeal weer not filed.
jment said, “that, s a personal! ‘Hundley said that Mr. Mitche

lmattcr Mr. Erwin N. Grmwmd had not talked with Mr. (3ris~ﬁ'i]ing date so the Justice De-
had prepared his brief for ap fwold. Mr, Griswold confirmed ipartment and TT.T. could talk
peal and would resign were the this and also said he had notifurther. Mr. Griswold noted
rappeal  not  to prr)coed Theibeen aware of Mr. iMtchell’s that the Supreme Courl would
IAttorney General further 1oar0d sdiscussion with the President. inot hear Ih(‘ case “until the
flegislative repercussions if the:  The President’s order to Mr. fall of 1971 anvhow.”

Mr.ition to ,
1lposal to gel an extension of the




