lmpea‘ch Panel stchronicte

I;g lts first cruc1al test
vote, thes House »Judimary
Committee last night reject-
ed a Republican move to
strike an  impeachment
charge that President Nixon
made “false and misleading
statements” in the Water-
gate coverup. The vote was
27 to 11.

Six Republicans joined all
21 committee Democrats .in
overturning the first bidin a
time-consuming GOP effort
to eliminate all nine counts
from a draft article of im-
peachment saying Mr. Nix-
on should be removed from
office for obstruction of jus-
tice.

‘By an identical margin at

the beginning of yesterday’s

session,. the committee
crushed a GOP movt' to de-
lay the proceedings for ten
days to see whether the
members can obtain addi-
tional Watergate tapes from
Mr. Nixon. Democrats said

they have all the evidence .
they need to recommend .

that Mr. Nixon be the sec-
ond U.S. president to be im-
peached.

On the late evening test
vote, th Reepublicans who
sided with the solid Demo-
cratic majority were Repre-
sentatives Henry P. Smith
IIT and Hamilton Fish Jr. of

New York, Thomas F. Rails-
back of Illinois, Lawrence J.
Hogan of Maryland, M.
Callwell Butler of Virginia
and William S. Cohen of
Maine.

Twa Republicans who pre-

viously had indicated they
favored impeachment voted
to . strike the disputed
charge. They were Repre-
sentative Robert McClory of
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crats, has said he would op-
pose impeachment.

Froehlich, angered by the
non-specific article, said, *‘1
think I will wait until the
floor (full House) to vote im-
peachment.”

By the time’ the wealy
committee had ad]»oumed
until 9 a.m. PDT today, its
members had spent nearly
seven hours in tedious de-
bate over Republican-
inspired legalities and other
hours of backstage negotiat-
ing trying to refine the
wording of the 1mpeachment
resolution.

The final approval of the
articles of impeachment —
coming perhaps early next
week — is a virtual certain-
ty.

Chairman Peter W. Rodi-
no (Dem-N.J.) eager to put
together an overwhelming,
bipartisan vote n the end,
patiently let the debate
drone on. Only once did he
pause to lecture Representa-
tive Charles W. Saridman, Jr.
(Rep-N.J.) to “‘speak. to ‘the
facts.”

Sandman and Representa-
tive Charles E. Wiggins
(Rep-Calif.), the President’s
staunchest . defender on the
38-member panel, led’the
late night fight to eliminate
the nine counts against Mr.

Nixon inthe coverup article,
-ranging  from mterfegence

with Watergate mvesnga-‘

tions to misuse of the CIA.

Throughout much of the
day, Republicans attacked
the substitute draft article
introduced by Representa-
tive Paul Sarbanes
(Dem-Md.) as too broadly
worded. Sandman com-
places, names — violateq
Mr. Nixon’s due pr ;
guarantee under the Consti- |
tution. ‘

The Democrats, Jomeid by
committee counsel John W.
Doar and Alpert Jenner, re-
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"ithat a brief, concise
hst of_ .charges could' be
backed by the panel’s 40 vol-
umes of supporting evi-
dence. of which the Presi-
dent is already aware.

Representative  Barbara
Jordan (Demo-Tex.) said
thaf in the committee’s in-
quiry, the President had en-

- joyed ‘“‘due process tripled,
due.process quadrupled,” in-
cluding having his Water-
gate lawyer present to
-cross-examine witnesses.

Rodino ‘seemed straining
to-hold together a key power
bloc “0f nine committee
members, seven  pro-
impeachment Republicans
and two Southern Demo-
crats, Walter flowers of Ala-
bama and James R. Mann of
Sooth Carolina.

Ten hard-line Republicans
are assumed ready to re-
main solidly hehind the

e Opposmg them
719 Democrats sol-

Presi

- ategy seemed to call
for wa1t1ng, tolerating delay,
and gently negotiating to
nudge as many of the in-
betweens as possible into the
impedchment camp.

It is understood Rodino is

prepared to wait as late as

Tuesday for a final vote on

whether to recommend Mr.

Nixon’s impeachment by the

House, his trial by the Sen-

ate and removal from office.

More than a century ago,

Andrew Jackson became the

first President impeached
: by the House of Representa-
| tives. Johnson was cleared
in a Senate trial.

Tempers frayed during
the long wrangling over
" GOP demands for more spe-

cifics in the impeachment

articles. During the dinner
break, Sarbanes said the Re-

publicans were conducting a

“diversionary action.” Rodi-

no warned against ‘“parlia-:
mentary maneuvers to delay

the task.”
.« The . impeachment article

" count that survived the first

“est vote accused the Presi-
dent of:
mi__sﬂlg’,gding » st‘atemer;t_s ﬁp

mpeachment. Rodi-

“making false or

lawfully authorized mvesu-
gative officers and employ-
ees ‘'of the United States. o
Before the ' panel began
work, MecCloty moved to
halt proceedings for ten
days if Mr. Nixon would
crive

he would give the committee
the Watergate tapes he is
surrendering to.special pros-
ecutor Leon Jaworski under
a Supreme Court order.

MeClory’s last-ditch bid to
forestall the inevitably ad-
mittedly was perfunctory.
He said he would ‘“press
more vigorously for this” if
he had some hint the Presi-
dent -would cooperate, but “I
have a strong feeling” Mr.
Nixon would not relinquish
the tapes.

In San Clemente, Calif.,
deputy White House press
secretary Gerald Warren,
when asked if Mr. Nixon
would turn over the evi-
dence to the committee, said
the President was operating
under insfructions relating
to the court case. He de-
clined to answer specifically

~a diréct question about the

turnover replying, ‘“We
think the committee should

“unequlvocal assur-
i ances,ﬁ by noon today that



“proceed w1th its. work ”

Rodino noted that Mr. Nix-
on.gave an ‘‘unequivocal,
categorical, decisive’ refus-
al in May to surrender any
more material. The commit-
tee: rejected McClory’s mo-
‘tion by a27-to-11 vote.

The nine-count substitute
coverup charge offered by
Sarbanes, slightly more

L

worde but essen-
hes'asame as ‘the origi-
charged Mrt. Nixon

sl

nal
with:

] Makmg false and Ims-

from . 1nvest1<fato1s
K
® Approvmg or encourag-

ing witnesses to give false or
misleading statements to in-
vestigators, or such testi-
mony to the courts and Con-~

‘gress.

o Interfering or tryingto
interfere with investigations
of the Justice Department,
the' FB d the Watergate
special prosecutor’s office.

o Approvmg “surrepti-
tious payment of substantial
sums . of thoney” to silence
or 1nﬂuence the testimony of
witnesses:or participants in
the Watergate break-in and
other ﬂlegal actmtles

. to.smisuse the
'Agency

o Passmg ;,anvex§t16at1ve
information from the eJustice
Department to. targets of the
investigation - to helpe\ them
avoid criminal habﬁlty

o Making false and mis-
leadmg statements qo de-
ceive ‘the American - eople

- into behevmg - thoro gh in-
vestigation of the Watergate ‘

break-in had been hejd, and
that 1o one in the adminis-
tration or the le,en re-

election campaign commit-
tee was involved. . -

e Trying to get potential

~ defendants or those convict-

ed to expect favorable freat-
ment for their silence or
false testimony, or reward-
ing them for the same.

The President’s staunch-
est’ Republican supporters
attacked the wording of the
coverup charge as soon as
the committee clerk had fin-
ished reading it before the
jammed hearing room and a
nationwide radio and televi-
sion audience.

“This is a lot of generali-
ties,” wsaid Representative
Edward Hutchinson of Mich-
igan; ranking committee Re-
publican. “You don’t set
forth any specifics. I think it
is fatal on that point.”

Said Wiggins: “The heart
of this is that the President
made it his policy to ob-
struct justice and interfere
with investigations
when, exactly?”’

Sandman, charged that
Mr. Nixon would be deprived
of his due process guarantee
under the Constitution under

the articles of impeachment -

as drawn.

‘“‘He is entitled to due no-
tice of what he is accused
of,”  Sandman said. “You
‘have 20 different charges all
on one piece of paper, and
not one of them is%pecific.”

Sarbanes said Mr. Nixon,

through his Watergate law- -

yers, was “‘well aware of the
charges. against ﬁ,lzmn ” and

. it Would take 18 volumes of

impeachment articles. to list
them all.

Besides. Sarbanes said,
articles of impeachment are
“not specific in the: same
sense that a criminal indict-
ment must be specific.”

Wiggins asked if Sarbanes
intended to chargethe Pres-
ident -with a substantive
criminal offense in each al-
legation.

“This is not meant to be
coincidental with a .criminal
offense,” Sarbanes replied.
“If " those matters can be
shown in a criminal sense,

-they are pertinent to pro-

ceedings under this article,
but the article is not re-
stmcted solely to those mat-
ters.’

Saying Sandman’s objéc-
tion to lack of specifics also
troubled him, Flowers said

.. he would seek a compromise

under which discuission of
details relating to each ac-
cusation would be part of the
public record, without re-
writing the article itself.

‘Asked if that would be ac-
ceptable, Wiggins snapped:
“Of course not. It’s a0t ac-
ceptable unless the Presi-
dent is sitting here apd lis-
tening.”’

The ‘coverup charge, Wig-
gins added, ‘‘is too daimned
vague.”’
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