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“‘{Vha:c the President is asking for is very
clear.” the White House press spokesman said,

“and that4s perspective.”

~ So the White House yesterday offered a tart
critique of Washington journalism, especially the
three television networks, fleshing out President
Nixon’s complaints about ‘“‘outrageous, vicious,

distorted reporting.”

_ The TV networks should sort out the flood of
charges against Mr. Nixon more cautiously, the
‘White House suggested. The TV news editors
should balance the film footage more evenly be-
tween friends and foes of the President. The com-
mentators should tone down their commentaries

on Mr. Nixon’s troubles.

Even Walter Cronkite, the senior voice of
CBS News, was the subject of White House ‘criti-
cism, though the President’s deputy press sec-
retary declined to attack him by name.

And a presidential speech writer; Patrick Bu-
chanan, suggested in a TV news interview that
the three national networks have a dangerous
domination over public opinion. “It’s injurious
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{o the Democratic process,in
my judgment, and ... every
legal and constitutional
means ought to be considered
in order to break up that
dominance,” Buchanan -as-
serted. .

“Do we have an orches-
trated counter- attack?” an-

other White House aide .

asked aloud, the very ques-
tion which occurred to many
journalists. ‘“The answer is
no. I wish to hell we did.”
CRONKITE ~
Walter Cronkite, it devel-
oped, was the TV commen-
tator whom President Nixon
had in mind at Friday eve-
ning’s press conference
when he complained that
one network aired an. ac-
cusatory story about his per-
sonal finances — even when
it knew the story wasn’t
true. 5
As deputy press secretary
Gerald Warren elaborated
on the incident yesterday, it
was plain that he was talk-
ing about Cronkite, though
the commentator’s name
and network were never
mentioned. .
The broadcast in question
was an interview

last .
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Wednesday / evening in which
Cronkite talked to Archibald
Cox, the special Watergate
prosecutor fired by Mr. Nix-
on..Among other things, the
CBS commentator asked

Cox about a previous report,

that his investigators were
looking into a ‘‘secret pri-
vate investment portfolio;”
supposedly administered on
the President’s behalf by his
friend, Bebe Rebozo, Cox
gave an ambiguous reply.

Warren complained that
'CBS reporters had already
inquired at the White House
ahout the story and heen
told ““quite forcefully that
there was no truth to the re-
port.” At the very least, said
Warren, the -commentator
should have noted with his
question that the White
House denied the story.

For some reason,
President’s spokesman did
not make a point of attack-
ing the network that origin-
ated ‘the story, ABC, which
broadcast the initial story on
the previous Monday
night—an account that vivi
ly characterized the sup-
posed secret portfolio /as
“The - Nixon ' Checkers ;yﬁnd
of 1973.” /
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In ‘.y,estgrde;y’s_ counter-
_attack, none of the presiden-
tial aides pretended that the
issue of fair news coverage
or the potential benefits of
attacking the media would
solve all of the President’s
problems, but they treated it
like an important front in
the war against Watergate
critics.

“This is an ongoing, con-
tinuing, serious problem,
with advances andrevers-
es,” said Buchanan. “On
balance, Friday night was
definitely an advance.”

The assortment of phone
calls and telegrams in reac-
tion to the President’s criti-
cism of news media seemed
consistent with Buchanan’s
estimate. All three networks
reported receiving several
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hundred calls at their New :

York headquarters after Mr.
Nixon lambasted them — all
weighted against the video.

At ABC, all 272 phone calls
were complaints against TV
commentators. At NBC, the
60Q. calls included about 250
critical of NBC plus another
75 which supported the Pres-
ident in general. About 150
“asked for impeachment, an-
other 90 supported the net-
work. CBS got mixed re-
views from: callers — a ma-
jority criticized both the TV
network and the President.

COMMENTS.

White House aides offered
precise comments on the
press coverage that has sur-
rounded the President’s cris-
is, started ten days ago
when he fired Cox. While
Buchanan and others throw
in mention of newspapers,
most of the real bite is di-
rected at TV. “We've given
up on you guys,” one presi-
dential aide quipped to a
newspaper reporter.

Specifically, Buchanan
and. others cited the TV cov-
erage a week ago when
was in an
uproar -over Cox and the re-
signation of top Justice De-
partment officials.

On the three network ev-
ening news shows of October

22, Buchanan said, the com-

ments of 19 anti-Nixon peo-
ple were broadcast, includ-

_ing senators and others call-

ing for impeachment or re-
signation.

On the same three pro-
grams, Buchanan said only
two pro-Nixon comments
were shown, plus more Or

less neutral remarks from
the new acting attorney
general.
HYSTERICAL

Moreover, Buchanan said
the tone of the news pro-
grams was ‘‘hysteria.”

Another White House aide,
who commented not-
for-attribution, spoke with
feeling and frustration about
how difficult it has been to
get the White House’s side of
the story told inrecent days.
The President, he acknow-
ledged, has free access to the
airways anytime he wantsto
make a public statement or
hold a press conference.

“But the old man can’t g0
on the tube every day,” the
aide insisted.

This staff member sug-
gested that a ‘‘chicken-
and-egg” question arose

from the storm of public
protest surrounding the fir-
ing of Cox. “Was public opi-
nion so outraged that the im-
balance was justified?” he
asked. “Or did the .ratio
cause the outpouring of pub-
lic opinion?” |

At the White House, it was

clear that they believe the

latter.



