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Mite

GTON — (CST)
of the newsmen per-
pally hounding for: er
‘ General

him recent'ly and
Mr. Mitchell, you

Was a symbolic perform-
e by the Nixon Admin-
str tions former top law-
n, Mr. Tough Guy, the
% Chancellor.

[itchell gives nothmg, ad-
mits nothing, dlsmigses
‘ch%ges denies. all,

‘best, he does it
- phiase: “Absolutely ridicu-
lo 1 “How irresponsible!”

ver heard of it!”
E - ‘Outlandish’

he senate Watergate
'ttee begmmng Tues-

Mltchell’s former deputy at
the " president Nixon’s re-
election committee, Jeb
Stuart Magruder, though,
Mmhell is expected tod

reJected Liddy’s plans ‘as
“outlandish.” Magruder
said that Mitchell “‘signed
off” on the break-in plan
last March 30.

Coverup

Wﬁen employes of the
election . committee, Whlch

Mitehell headed, were: s
rested inside the Democratic.’

headquarters June 17, 1972,

one proved to

its security director.

Magruder and star Water-
gate witness John W. Dean
IIT have testified that Mitch-

- ell was involved in efforts to
cover up Watergate almost
fro

the outset, that one of

yers have said that
not plead tha fifth a
ment.

But what will he say‘

‘about President Nixon, his

old friend?

Accordmg to Mitchell’s .
lawyer, William G. Hundley,
Mitechell “will in no way in-
criminate the. President.”
Hundey said last week that
Mltchell ““definitely has no
information implicating the
Pr nt in the Watergate
bugging or the cover-up.” X |

Buzhardt Memo

Hundley made those s
ments just after the V
House officially disavowe
document prepared by Pres-
idential special counsel J.
Fred Buzhardt charging
Mitghell with complicity in

| pre~ ;."‘tergate planning and

its coverup. *

The Buzhardt memo went
so far astosay that Mitchell
was: ““patron” of Dean, who
has - accused Nixon of in-
volvement in the cover-up
and-who was accused in the
Buzhardt memo of master-
m1;1 g Watergate. !

However, suddenly

Both, 28 Jun 73.
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Hoysév,
no

pokesmen an-

‘tion. Just as suddenly, Hun-
i dley annotinced that Mitch-
'ell" would in no way impli--
cate Nixon. ‘

Mitchell’s outspoken wife,

' Martha, has alleged that if

her husband does clear Nix-

- on, ‘he will not be telling the

truth. She has said Mitchell
‘protecting the Presi-
’rf,‘ and that Nixon should

- Although, contrary to ear-
lier reports, Mrs. Mitchell is
welcome to sit in the Water-

‘gate hearing room mnext

week' as far as the commit-
tee is concerned, she is not

- expected to be a comm1ttee

witness.

The panel will have to get
t the truth that Mitchell
¥ -questioning Mitchell.
The committee is aware, for

1973

Mitcheli: Still "Mr. Law an

;. Nixon

the 197
- er Mitchell left as re-election

- a word

. his wife

f
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Order'

examp]e? that M1tchell and

talked nearl
lephone throu

2 campaign, even aft-

day by

com,-mlttéet “director in July.
The Questmns

If 'Miltgche]l Ignew of and
was involved in .the:-cov-
er-up, did he never. ‘breathe
of it to the President.

What was said by thetwo
men when Mitchell an-
nounced | to Nixon that he
had to quit the campaign? ..

Did Mitchell resign golely
because jof the ob]ectlons of
Martha?

Nixon ask Mitchell
s. Mitchell was re-
t0 when she talked of
business” going on‘at
m

_Did
what
ferring
“dirty
the campaign? ;
presumably, are -
the questions that

These,




