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Mltche Was
‘Kept in Dark

I

On Coverup

Washington

The jury at the Waterga
-coverup trial heard the en
of the prosecution’s long aﬁﬁ
. substantial case yesterday.
and then, -a few hours later,
the beglnmng of one of the
defendants’ cases — that ‘of
former attorney genelggl
John N. Mitchell.

Mitchell’s lawyer told ‘the
jury that Mitchell had been
“kept in the dark’ about the
coverup by people -at the
Whlte House who wanted to

“set him up.”

Mitchell’s attorney, Wil
liam G. Hundley — unlike
the attorney for John D.
Ehrlichman, a second de-
fendant, in his opening state-
ment several weeks ago —
did not specifically lay the

blame on former President

Nixon. The implication, how-
ever, was clear.

The jury had heard sever-
al tape recordings in which
Mr. Nixon and others dis-
cu:ssed the possibility ef

“sacrificing” Mitchell and
letting him take the respon-
sibility for Watergate.

“All T ask,” Hundley said
to the jury, “is don’t you
judge John Mitchell the way
you heard him judged on
those White House tapes by
that White House jury.” .

The prosecution rested its
case at noon, having
presented 28 witnesses, 28
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+ yond question, a conspiracy
" to obstruct justice and de-
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White House tape recordings
and two other tape record-
ings in 29 days of testimony.

Chief presecutor JamesF.
Neal, told the court after-
wards out of the presence of
the jury that a conspiracy
“has been established be-

fraud the United States.”
The judge dismissed, as

“he had previously indicated

- he would, two_of the counts

in the 12-count indictment —
the counts charging Mitchell
and Ehrlichman with mak-

' ing false statements to a

government agency when
they told FBI agents in July,
1972, that all they knew

; about Watergate was what
- they had read in the newspa-
| pers..

The judge had previously

questioned both the law on
which the two counts were
based and the quantity of
proof offered by the prosecu-
tion. However, he denied all
the other motlons made by
defense attorneys for direct-
ed verdicts of acquital.

‘Technically, that meant
that he ruled that the gov-
ernment had established a
prima facie case on:each of
the other ten counts — the
basic conspiracy count
against all five defendants,
including Xitchell, Ehrhch-
man and Kenneth Wells Par-
kinson; the obstruction of
Just1co eount againBt all
but Robert C. Mardian; tho t
ee other counts charging
false statements by Mitch-
ell; the two other counts
charging false statements

by Ehrlichman, and tbet
ee counts charging . false
statements by Haldeman.
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