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Tnggered shewdown

COXJ’

g opmlon

of compromise

E\ammer News Servmes 4

- WASHINGTON |—  Archi-
bald Cox, the Justice De-
partment’s ousteki special
Watergate prosecuter, had
four ' principal obJectmns to
the compromise | President
Nixon 1mposedé in an‘at-
fempt ‘to settle the dispute
over the Waterga’qe tapes.

And Elliot Richardson, the
attorney general | who ,re-
signed rather than fire Caz.
had some obJeLtlons, t()o,
evéen though the Whlte
House had sought to portray
the compromise .as one that
Richardson had suggested

- Last-minyte - o{rrespo;nd-

ence between hnn and Cox

and the White House which
he released yeste}'day, out-
lined these main objectmm

@ The job of venfymg fhe R
| I could not conscientiously

accuragey of the Eres1dent s
summary should| not be as-
signed to only one person,
and the prosecutfon should
have .something 'to do Wlth
picking the people, '

@ The verifiers |should be

made special mas‘,cers of the

court'so that the entire pro- |
cedure would be under cotrt

3ur1sd1ct10n

|
“® The tapes themselves
should also be available to
the prosecution in jthe event
at any future trial the Nixon
summary is held by the
court to be madmlssable,

~® The summary should
not be limited to the Water-
gate case but mclude tapes
and documents bearmg on
other matters under Cox’s
jurisdiction. | "

' In transnnttmg khese and
other suggestions| to the

said he hoped therb could be ! - k!
further negotiations in anef- | ‘thorough means of ver

ithe integrity of .

fort to reach an out of-court
solutmn ol

1
‘ ESH
‘A eourtroom |

‘ i what to look for in the tay
Whité House Thursday, Cox ! ~

has 00 valiid per- ses wrote
Cox. ®There should. be no

avoidable confrontation with
the President, and ‘T have
not-the shghtest desire to
enibarass ;hlm -

'Ina reply, Charles klan
erght the lawyer handling
‘the tapes case for President
Nixon, said Cox’s. -sugges-
“tions. for dealing with the
four main pointsto which he
-objected ““depart so far from
that proposal and the pur-
pose for which it was made
that we could not accede to
them in any form.” -

In a final exchano*e of 1et-
.ters  between Cox and
Wright shortly before the
_thte House decision was
-announced, Cox repeated his

. objections and elaborated on
¢ - his reasons for them,

“1 have a strong desxre to
-avoid any confrontation, but

agree toryour stipulations
without unfaithfulness to the
‘pledges which I gave the:
‘Senate prior to my appomt-
ment,” he said.

- Wright's

response was
curt in tone. ol

“It is my conclusion from
that . letter,” he said, “that
further discussions between
us seeking to resolve this.
matter by \complolmse
would be futile, and that we
will be forced to take the ac-
tions that the President
deems appropriate in these’
ccircumstances.” e

. Besides his four maln
objectmns to the con pro-
mise, Cox listed a num BT ot
others Tricluding the lag

. any opportunity for the pros-

ecution to- discuss selection -
of Stennis or to brief him on -

Cox also, suggested amiore .
ing
tapes
*even’ though I reJeqt all

< . suggestions of tampering.»
victory’

‘the tapes...?

script,

“Should wer t go further,
to dispel” cymcl . he said,
“and * make prov1smn for

:skilled electronic assistance

in verifying the integrity of
'}’)

The correspolidence that

. Cox released also showed

that Richardson had pro-
posed giving a distinguishied
outsider the full subpoenaed
tapes and a verbatim tran-
omitting only non-
pertinent conversations: it

T he

check thei transcrlpt against
the* tapes; ‘censor" “embar-
rassing” language or, refer-
ences to national defense or
foreign relations he /decided
would be harmful” to dis-
close, and submit the tran-
script ' to the court, accord-
ing to Richardson’s plan.

Cox objected, stressing
mainly the néed for unre-

stricted access to the tapes
themselves.

I n contrast to leons

“verifier”’ Wou]d

plan; Richardson .did not
Ppropose : ving-the Senate
Watergat ommittee
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