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s AS PRESIDENT NIXON. .
Iooks over the first year rec-
ords of his team he must
pause at the copy fbook “of

" good friend and his attorney -
- general, John N, Mitchell.

The Mitchell copy book is_

badly blotted.

The record shows that-

“Mitchell has ‘caused  his

chief more - embarrassment

 than any other member of

. the,

7 dent than it the controversy -
.over the President’s two
nominees to .the . Supreme -
. Court. As the dispute over
the fitness of Judge Clem-

the cabinet. His ambivalent

.attitude on school desegre- .
_.Eation and on voting rights,
‘the open rebellion’in the

civil ‘rights ‘division' of the

Department of Justice the
., roster of embarrassments in. .
12 months s,

first
lengthy.
Nowhere is this more evi-

- ent' F. Haynsworth Jr. to be

- elevated to the highest court
!.grew-in intensity with reve-
lation of his stock holdings
.and his directorships, Mitch-

ell repeatedly affirmed his
belief in tlie nominee. That

was understandably, . since;

the attorney general had
played such a large part in
Haysworth’s selection, - -,
Difficult if not imposmble
to understand is why the in-

‘vestigation ' into’ Hay ns-.

worth’s past - fell; so- short |

that revelation after revela- -
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-tion. by -opponents. - erodad
.away . his. credibility, as -

Judge wlthou‘t. conflict of ln-
‘terest in the

relavant to Mitchell, the cor-
poration lawyer, the skilled
specialist in the bond mar-
ket, But the revelations con-
tradicting’ the attorney gen-

eral's assurance of & com- .

plete and thorough inquiry

swung the -balance . against !

HaynsWorth.

NOW THE SAME circum-.

stance has. arisen with the
nomination of Judge G. Har-

rold Carswell to the high’
court. ‘The fatét that the Jus- -

ticesDepartment’s inveswyi-
. tion did not come. up . with
the text of the white su-
prémacy speech he gave in.a
political campalgn when he
was 28" years old seems in-
‘eredible. If it has been faced
up to with frankness at the
time  the .nomination was
first made, the sting would
have been taken dut. A little
candor might have gone a
long way. - -

But the white supremacy
speech — emphatically re-
‘jected by Judge Carswell
after its disclosure—has put
.. ¢ivil rights groups on the at-
tack. It had been assumed
that, after the Haynsworth
- flght and" his rejection by
.-the Senidte, the -Carswell
momination would go

marketplace. -
That conflict may have.
gseemed minor and: even ir--

: thrnugh with ease. That may
" still be the case, .with the -
“indiscretion” of a politieal

campaign forgiven. Yet
given extended heanngs '

~frustrating any asiiansc in |
+ the Judiciary Committee to

railroad the nomination
through in a day or two,
Carswell may face the same

"ordeal as Hanysworth and
. Justice Abe Fortas before

him. e
The committee has an ob-
ligation beyond the fate of
the individual to examine
the' kind of investigation
conducted by the Justice de-
partment and why. it failed
in two instancés to turn up
vital information.

Mitchell’ bears a heavy re-

.sponsibility in both these

instances. He is emerging as -
the heavy-handed exponent

. of . practices, such as indis-

criminate wiretapping, that
trample on fundamental

‘American rights. The Janu- °

, 8ry
.Forum, voice of left-of-cen-

issue of the Ripon
ter ' Republicans whom
Mitchell denounces as “little
juvenile delinquents, con- °
demns him for placing poli-
ties above the law and risk-
ing’ the erosion of public
trust in the institutions of
government at every level
of society. The president can
hardly ignore the blotted
copy -book of this favonte
pupil. Z
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