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Statement Makes It Vital |
to Have _Him as Witness
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WASHINGTON, June 21—
Members of the House Judici-
ary Committee said today that
Charles W. Colson’s courtroom
statement implicating President
Nixon in possible obstruction
of justice made it imperative to
call Mr. Colson as a witness
at impeachment hearings. .

Mr. Colson, a former White
House special counsel, told
United States District Judge
Gerhard A: Gesell that the
President had repeatedly
‘“urged” him to disseminate in-
.formation that migth discredit
‘Dr. Daniel Ellsberg while Dr.
‘Ellsberg was a defendant in the
Pentagon papers conspiracy
trial.

Committee members said
that if Mr. Colson’s statement
was correct, Mr. Nixon might
be legally accountable as a par-
'ty-to obstruction of justice, the
‘charge to which Mr. Colson
pleaded guilty.

Members Surprised

Albert E, Jenner Jr., the|
‘panel’s chief Republican coun-
sel on impeachment, said that
staff interviews wiith Mr. Col-
son, which began a week ago,
had not been completed. This
suggested that Mr. Colson
would be asked to give a more
{complete - accounting of Mr.
Nixon’s alleged role in the at-
tempt to discredit Dr. Ellsberg.

Mr. Colson’s courtroom re-
Imarks surprised committee

imembers and, in the case of

some Republicans, caused cha-
grin.

Informed by reporters of the
statement, the committee
chairman, Representative Peter
W. Rodino Jr., Democrat of
New Jersey, rushed to the
panel’s senior Republican, Rep-
resentative Edward Hutchinson
of Michigan, to relay the infor-
mation,

Mr. Rodino told reporters
that “serious questions” about
the President’s conduct had
been raised by Mr. Colson’s
statement.

The White House has con-
tended that Mr. Nixon could be

impeached only on e-vi‘d-enc-ej
showing that he had committed|
serious criminal violations. U
der the law, an individual who,
encourages or abets another in|
the commission of a crime is
equally accountable for" pros-
ecuation for the offense.

“If there is a direct con-
nection of the President” to
Mr. Colson’s actions, “it would
be an aimportant considera-
tion,”” Representative Walter
Flowers, Democrat of Alabama,
told newsmen.

Two Republicans, Reprsen-:
tative Charles E. Wiggins of
California and David W, Den-
nis of Indiana, said, however,
that they were uncertain that
the ‘acts for which Mr, Colson
was sentenced today to one

illegal in the first place.

Mr. Wiggins said that it was
“kind of a novel theory” that
dissemination of damaging in-
formation was an obstruction of
justice. If so, he added, judiciar
Committee members who had
leaked damaging evidence abou
Mr., Nixon might be subject to

neaceetion.

committee members
agreed with the view of Rep-
resentative John F. Seiberling,
Democrat of Ohio. He said that
he would “have to know a lot
more about the extent of the
President’s conversations with
Colson,” but that they could
conceivably make Mr. Nixon a
principal in the commission of
a felony.

The committee will decide
next week whether to call Mr.
Colson and others as ‘witnesses

at the impeachment hearings.
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