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Attorney General John N.
Mitchell said last night that
“never. in our history has this
country beeh confronted with
so many revolutionary ele-
ments determined to destroy
by force the government and
the society it stands for.”

Mitchell told the Virginia
State Bar Assoeiation in Roan-
oke that domestic radical
groups whose telephones are
being tapped without court
order “are idealogically and in
many instances directly con-
nected with foreign interests.”

The speech was Mitchell's
strongest statement-to date in
defense of the Nixon adminis-

.| tration’s contention that the

President and Attorney Gen-
eral have the right to wiretap
domestic subversive groups
without judicial supervision.

“Are we, then, to trust the
courts to fulfill their oath of
office without abusing it but
not trust the President in ful-
filling his oath?” Mitchell
asked, and continued: 3
“To withhold such basic pow-
ers from the President on the
ground that might be abused
is to argue, in a paraphrase of
(Alexander) Hamilton's words,
‘that there ought to be no
President.'.”

The Sixth U.S. Circuit Court
of Appeals has disagreed with
pgltchell and held that there is,

Miichell Cites ‘Foreign Ii nterests
To Defend eremps on Radwals

no exemptlon for national se-
curity cases from the Constitu-
tion’s requirement; of eourt
wartants before federal agents
may conduct electronic eaves-
dropping. The Justice Depart-
ment is asking the Supreme
Court to revxew and’ reverse
the ruling. .

The lower court said court_
permission was required to
wiretap against so-called do-
mestic &uspected subversives
even if the President has the
right, pursuant to his foreign
relations power, to conduct
unsupervised suryeillance. to
gather “foreign mtel]igence " i
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g ] Miwnell's :eference ta the
overseas links of some Us.

- |radical groups was made in
I connection with his argument
L_the same argument he is
making in the ecourts—that
there is no valid distinction
between fore!gn and domesﬂc
poWer e
Ry ““There is no diwd.lng 1lne
between hostile foreign forces
seeking to undermine qur ‘in-
‘ternal security and hostile do-
mestic | gfoups seeking the
verthrow of our gwemment
by any ' means  mecessary,”
Mitchell said. “I don't see how
We can mete the two, but if
it were’ possible, I would say
‘that history has shown greater
danger from the domeétic va-
riety.” =

Mitchell sald the ‘United
States would have two options
o5 #4f  the .authority to issue a

diwarrant in national security
an | cases is to be vested in magis-

.ri| trates only”—either to become

the -only natlon in the world

"‘|unable to conduct necessary

0l surveillance or “to make dis-
closure to any one or more of
over 800 members of the fed-
eral judiciary™ of information
they lack -the- background to
appreciate. -
s The nature of the sensitlva
information involved in na-
‘tional security cases,” Mitchell
71| sald, “is’ not: sumeptlble ‘to
evaluation by pﬂrlons un-
|trained  in. national - sec
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tion than any magistrate to. ‘de-
termine the need to initiate |
surveillance ‘where " the . nz-
|tional security is at stak:
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