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WASHINGTON, May 6 —
Members of the House Judiciary
[Committee warned today that
ithey would be forced to serve
1a second subpoena on President
Nixon 'if he refused to comply
with an April 19 request for
tape recordings of 141 more

White © House conversations
sought for the impeachment
inquiry. :

The:-determination of both
Republicans and Democrats on
the Juq‘icia}ry Committee to pur-
'sue - the* April* 19' request -ap-
peared to be directly related

to their study . of the 1,254

pages of ‘edited transcripts is-
sued by the White House last
week in reply to an earlier sub-
ppena.- of 42 Watergate-related
conversations. )
Senators and Representatives,
some of whom said they had
read all.or most of the White
House narrative over the week-

and, generally described its,

contents as harmful to the Pres-
'id’e"r‘i‘t’s prospects of avoiding
impeachment—or withheld any
judgment on the transcripts.

But rpembers of the House
Judiciary ~Committee began
talking, in bipartisan terms,
during interviews today about

insisting that the President|

ymake “a satisfactory reply to
the committee’s second, and
I.substantial]y larger, request for
impeachment evidence.

! Representative Charles E.
‘Wiggins, ‘a California Republi-
‘can, whose vote was one of
‘three against the April 11 sub-
poena 'of the' 42 Watergate-
related ' conversations, said to-
day that the panel wold “have
to vote soon:on what to do to
compel production” of the addi-
‘tional White House ‘material.

| .He said that two of the mat-
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amounted to charges of bribery
against the President and that
we have an obligation to de-
termine: if those charges are
correct.” . : :
The April 19 request was for
a number-of White House docu-
ments plus tapes of 75 con-
versations bearing on the al-
leged Watergate cover-up, 46
discussions  related to Mr.
Nixon’s 1971 decision to in-
crease Federal milk price sup-
ports, and 20 cenversations per-
taining to the 1971 settlement
of Government antitrust action
against the International Tele-
phone and.Telegraph Compary.
A Judiciary Committee. staff
study, sent to the panel mem-

- bers last week, justified the re-|.

quest for the milk case material
by citing” evidemce that pur-
ported to draw a circumstantial

 link “between. Mr. Nixon’s de-
cision: to raise’ the price sup-|

port levels and a pladge from
dairy cooperative' groups, to
contribute $2-million to the
President’s re-election cam-
paign. : g

The White House has not
formally replied to the. April
19 request, although Présiden-
tial spokesmen have said for a
week, and reiterated today, that
Mr. Nixon had supplied all the
material the Judiciary Commiit-
tee needed to complete its im-
peachment inquiry.

James D.:St:Clair, the Presi-
dent’s special counsel, disclosed
this afternoon ‘that lawyers for
the committee had again asked
him for a definite response to
the April 19 request. Mr. St.
Clair 'said he would attempt to
arrange a megting with John M.
Doar,ithe panel’s special coun-
sel, and ‘Albert’ E. Jenner Jr.,
the chief Republican-counsel, to

determine “whether we can edu-

cate each other” on the relev-
ance of the additional material.
White House:Seeks Limit .
The White House has sought
to limit the .scope of the in-
quiry to'the Watergate burglary
and its aftermath. But Republi-
cans ‘and Democrats on the
committee said today that was
only dne’part of their investiga-

tion into the Président’s official

conduct. 7, % ‘ ,

Representative Tom _Rails-
back,« Republican ‘of Illinois,
said that:if the committee law-
ers recommended pursuing the
April (19" materials, “I don’t see
how we can let that drop. We
would really be shirking . our
duty.”? :
Another Republican, Repre-

sentative Hamilton Fish Jr. o»f,-

upstate New York, said that the
“whole volume” of transcripts
released by the President last
week “bears on a limited num-
ber of the allegations before
us.” He said the White House
was “inviting a contempt cita-
tion” by disregarding the April
19 request. .
Representative Robert W.
Kastenmeier, Democrat of Wis-
consin, agreed with Mr. Fish’s
view that the committee had
little -hope of being able to
compel the President to homor
the request. Mr. Kastenmeier
said that, at thhe least, “to
dramatize it, it probably will

be necessary for us to issue a|,

subpoena.” ‘
Action Urged Next Week

The Wisconsin Democrat said
the panel should wait “not
later than next week” for a
White House response before
issuing a new subpoena.
Representative  William L.
Hungate, Democrat of Missouri,
told interviewers that the ad-
ditional material was relevant
and necessary for the commit-
tee inquiry.

“You don’t want to get tun-

nel vision” by focusing solely|.

on the edited White House
transcripts 'of Watergate dis-
cussions, Mr. Hungate said.
Like most colleagues on the
Judiciary Committee, Mr. Hun-
gate  expressed  reluctance
about making any judgments
on the edited transcripts. But
he said the White House “at-
mosphere” represented- by the
narrative was “very discourag-
ing” and that the transcripts
contained “a number of .dis-

cussions that weren’t helpful”|

to Mr. Nixon. :

One of -the most loyal Re-
publicans .on.-the committes,
Representative Delbert L. Latta
of Ohio, told newsmen that'the

edited .-transcripts appeared. to

establish” ‘that ‘the = President
“definitely’ didn’t know any-

thing about ' 'the ~Watergate
[cover-up] initially.” i
But Mr. Latta added that,

based on’ his reading of the

material, “there is some ques-p

tion if he knew before March
21,” the date in 1973 that Mr.

Nixon has said he first learned|

of potential  White House. in-
volvement in the scandal.

Mr. Latta said the committee
might “have to take a look”
at some of the original tape
recordings to determine when
the . President first became
aware of the.scope of the cover-
up attempt.

Mr. Railsback, who joined

dther Republicans in voting
last week against a Demiocratic
proposal to send Mr. Nixon a
jetter informing him «that he
had “failed to comply” with
the April 11 subpoena, said to-
day that he too was hopeful
the committee would arrange
to gain access to at least some
of the actual tapes.

Screening by Committee

He said he would be willing

to have “edited” tapes, with ir-
relevant material deleted, but
that the committee and its law-
yers would have to be able to
screen the tapes to be sure
pertinent evidence had not been
excised.
Mr. Railsback’s only com-
ment;on the contents of the
transcripts was to note that
Mr. Nixon had said .they might
prove to be embarrassing. “I
sure agree,” Mr. Railshack
added.

Répresentative Wiggins, whose
California Congressional dis-
trict is roughly the same as the
district in which Mr. Nixon
began his political career in
1946, said he found the tran-
scripts “interesting” -and “use-
ful.”

Asked ‘if he had found any-
thing in the long narrative that
might cause him to change his
opinion of the President, Mr.
Wiggins replied:

“No: I never
probably any of us,
saints.”

belieyed he, or
were




