'_ sand. That may explaitt why

- pgus judgments with a free-

" "signs on for, the Troham
. tour, from the:New Deal |
through the Kenmedy . years,
* shvuld stay hard by hls Tef-
.. erence books and 'keep* his

© qupta.
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_n the Celtic ‘twilight, where'
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_page editor of The
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,-' Wulter Trohan,
_many years ran The Chicago -
T!'lbunes Washington Bu-
eau, serving as Col. Robert
cCormick’s envoy, to the-;
rapital, has moyed I

{this ghrewd and! often amus-
ingt memoir blends its cap-

wheeling approach to fact.

' The leprechauns appear t6

#have been whispering in
Trohan’s ear as he worked

history so easily fades, into .
mythology. The reader; who:

blarney detector at-yihand.:]
For like . many olitieal
memoirs th.is one w111 loose
- good many (hm Teye- ",
lations into“the'% dboc!’yp '
ot “Waghington® hi%tolz,
pethavpsmore g thi
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i Certainly Trohatn«'s gen-
‘eral view of Washington |

velges on cynicism, leaving
lmp with only one genuine

the mportrait- of - Col.-
Cormick, his boss, is less. than
worshipful. But of all -the
figures he encountered, Tro-
han least admired President
D." Rgosevelt; Col. |

clagsmate and the grand |
heresiarch of the era: -+
: Kair enough. FDR was un-

)

questionably devious, as
charged. But what of Tro-
hap’s casual assertion that
FDR “changed the face of

i gofernment” by “encoursg-

-

ing the -courts to legislate
by: decree” and by. “borrow- -/
ing from Hitler's soclalism”/ ::
What is the evidence? That

. FOR by 1937'was actually _

. éolirts to do) ral

triing to rearrange the ||

makeup  of the Supreme °
Court

(to strip it of the
ability to do just what |
Tro! says_he ‘ericouraged.

ther contra-
di¢ts. the first asgertion. As
for the second, to*say that
FIR “went so far as to ex-
hibit an ersatz suit made of
woed- fibers at Aa press con-
fefence” is_hardly proof of
galloping - faseism, "And by |
what, measure  did' Trohan :
deferfiiine ” that' the New
Denl was more proccupied |
with sex than other adminis-
tregtions, or “that” Missy Le- "
Hm was FDR’s *“mistress” .

"as.well as secretiry? »Ome

N fairly ask keyhole his- ‘
th ans to name‘theig
. ‘ho

Tbe junior cmprit cf the |

piece is Ptesidgnt Kennedy,

j

* allegedly “beset by Addi
sion’s Disease.” - That . has
been denied. But it Trohan

|is right, what.are we to make

Yot the” assertion that sych . 100
: -events a8.: the*ha:pleu‘“'

"~ “stimulatory

1shots of steroid hormones”/

shots? And if he does, the
@smgegtion . that pwotal
“events may-be explained by

“hormone highs in the White "
‘House reaches new excess in.

Cleopatra’s nose history—

perhaps the most remarka-

ble excess since one medical .
higtorian ventured to blame  :
Napoleon’s defeat at Water-;

Vitamin C. deﬁ-

: I
ontrary impression, .

“han’s output of 'bizarre in:’

formation i§ not partisan. I

. thought I had read every-
“Has Trohan a log of: the -

thing that could be said
about Nixon’s Checkers
speech of 1952 until I found
Trohan saying 'that Nixon’s
“love for politicnl cuteness

prompted-him*to bring his"

daughters’ cocker spaniel on
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