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A Remmder for the Presgg

CHARLES COLSON

) ons top pohtlcal strategxst has threat-

“ened Time magazine with ‘a ‘milfi-mil:

“lion-doHarlibel suit.’ unless. the issue-.:

out tomorrow says it. regrets. not. pub-

lishing his denials of any link to the

sconspiracy to bug Democratic National
_ Headquarters at the Watergate.

On advice of counsel, -
clined fo talk to us. But based on cur
.conversations with his associatesin and

.-out. of -the:WhiteHousé, Colson: seems ..

deadly serious about- seekmg at least
$2 million in punmve damages unless
Tlme prints a statément of regret. At
- this Writing, lawyers for Colson and
5 Time are still nego’uatmg Colson’s de-

. mands! ;-

Cglson leaves the W~hite" 'House

around March 1 fo resume private law
- praetice in Washington but even then -
is expected to maintain immense influ- -

ence at the White House. For anybody,

"“that close to the President to threaten

a-libel ‘suit against a major national - -
publication is without precedent in " :
contemporary politics. It -can be re: -

garded as _part of the adrnmlstratwn s

" ‘hard-line campaign against the media,
atempting in this instance to for01b]y :

- remnind newsmen-of the’libel Taws. -
"The disputed report, published in

last ~week’s Time:.and- given further . :

national distribution by the wire serv-

" ices, suggests that a guilty plea by four )
“staved. off” -

Watergate - deferndants:
their. courtroom testimony that -they

.had been -told the bugging was ap- .
proved by Colson and former Attor-
ney ‘General John Mitchell, then Mr. =

Nxx:m s Teelection campalgn manag‘er

“Whef Time’s report’ became publrc
“Mitchell and Colson both issued pubhc
-denials. - Mitchell told- us-he considered -
. a.libel suit but decided against: it be-
‘cause of the Supreme Court’s 1964 Sul-

livan decision (requiring proof of mal-
ice to support a libel charge). But Col-
son  immediately consulted his

attorneys (among them Thomas Hocan
of Washington) who informe "

- had a shot. at proving malice.. Friends |

insist Colson means-business, pointing
out that he sought legal counsel ‘in-
stead of publicly denouncing the maga-
zine.

.For 26ne? thing; "nobody f'ronf Timé:
contaeted. Colson, or Mitchell to -con:
" firm or, deny their report, For another,
the Time charge is based on an aIIeged
conversation betwéen ‘the four Water:
-gate buggers and ex-CIA agent E. How-
-ard Hunt key figure of the Watergate
‘Crime. Tiine reported: “When Hunt re-
.cruited them into.the Watergate con-

. :,pnracy, he grandly told them:-“it’s got

Presxdent NJX-j
 Mitehell wants it

Colson de-,

; Tmlght have ‘been “io

"l

to be done lVIy fhend (,olscm wants i

- In-the stoiy’s context; it a‘ppea‘ls that

-quote. might, cenceivably .hawes come

from a_ long interview with unt by
Time Washington' correspon ,nt'Dav
Beckwith: " In~ fact, .it. &id *netf

a

sworn affidavit, Bed\m;.h told:sHunt’s

lawyers last week that Huut did ot
give him the quote and he did not sc
report *to his - editors: Asked by us

- whether. Time ‘stood -by. its: story, Man—
aging Féhtor Henry Grui
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Sure, aduuxo hitox

some réspects: He deelined imfﬂer dxq
cussion because of pOSSlbI(‘ le al impli-

< cations. ”

A iootnote 12 Colson hbel suit

ever did get to tua] it might:possibly
'_open up ‘the Watergate scandal to
"m01e detailéd exploration than any-
- thing produced by the- Watergafe trial

itself.. However,. Colsorn . ha§: alwa\ S
unequivocally .denied - any knéwledg:
of the affair_and reiterated thafdeni; al

'under oath in‘sworn deposmons, Based

on those- depositions, Colson W’ab not
catled as a-witness in the trial,



