
Ju
st as th

e W
aterg

ate p
ro

secu
to

rs 
ex

p
ected

, C
h

arles W
. C

o
lso

n
's testi-

m
o

n
y

 sin
ce h

is g
u

ilty
 p

lea h
as p

ro
-

vided m
ore confusion than im

portant 
n
eW

 in
fo

rm
atio

n
 w

ith
o
u
t rem

o
v
in

g
 

doubts about how
 1, aluable 

at w
itness 

he w
ill prove in the long run. 

' H
is re

v
e
la

tio
n
s o

f g
iv

in
g
 e

a
rly

 
W

a
te

rg
a
te

 w
a
rn

in
g

s to
 P

re
sid

e
n

t 
N

ixon in January 1973 only slightly ex-
p
an

d
 w

h
at h

e w
as say

in
g
 p

u
b
licly

 a 
y
ear ag

o
. H

is co
u
rtro

o
m

 accu
satio

n
 

th
at h

e co
m

m
itted

 h
is crim

e at M
r. 

N
ix

o
n
's p

erso
n
al in

itiatio
n
 is co

n
sid

-
ered m

ainly an unsuccessful ploy for a 
reduced sentence and of no great im

-
pact on im

peachm
ent proceedings. C

ol-
son's bizarre charges tying tje C

entral 
In

tellig
en

ce A
g
en

cy
 (C

IA
) to

 W
ater-

g
ate d

u
st o

ff o
ld

 an
d

 alm
o

st en
tirely

 
discredited accusations. 

T
he confessions of C

olson w
ill pro-

vide som
e helpful new

 inform
ation to 

both special prosecutor L
eon Jaw

orski 
aind the H

ouse Judiciary C
om

m
ittee. 

N
e
v

e
rth

e
le

ss, it is q
u

e
stio

n
a
b

le
 

w
hether that inform

ation is significant 
en

o
u
g
h
 to

 w
arran

t th
e co

m
m

ittee, 
w

hich • is falling dangerously behind 
schedule in its im

peachm
ent proceed-

ihgs, sum
m

oning C
olson for protracted 

testim
ony as it now

 plans. T
hus, even 

as he aw
aits federal prison, C

huck C
ol-

son rem
ains controversial, disruptive 

an
d
 am

b
ig

u
o
u
s, ju

st as h
e w

as in
 th

e 
W

hite H
ouse. 

Indeed, public relations gim
m

ickry 
by C

olson and his law
yer, D

avid S
ha-

p
iro

, p
rio

r to
 h

is sen
ten

cin
g

 last F
ri- 

day are. strikingly sim
ilar to C

olson's 
W

h
ite H

o
u
se o

p
eratio

n
s. A

lth
o
u
g
h
 

there is no reason to question the sin-
cerity of C

olson's religious conversion, 
there is reason to question how

 m
uch 

it has changed the w
ay he approaches 

a pi oblem
. 

 
S

hapiro contacted the S
pecial P

rose-
cutor to negotiate C

olson's guilty plea 
before, not after, the w

idely publicized 
m

eeting of C
olson's prayer group that 

allegedly led him
 to confess. C

ontrary 
to w

hat C
olson told the prayer group, 

h
e w

as n
ev

er o
ffered

 th
e o

p
tio

n
 o

f 
p
lead

in
g
 g

u
ilty

 to
 a sin

g
le m

isd
e-

m
eanor. 

44  T
h
e o

u
trag

ed
 p

ro
secu

to
rs b

lam
ed

 
th

e crafty
 S

h
ap

iro
 fo

r p
lan

tin
g

 th
e 

m
isd

em
ean

o
r sto

ry
 in

 th
e p

ress, at-
tem

pting to generate public opposition 
to

 a p
riso

n
 sen

ten
ce o

n
 g

ro
u
n
d
s th

at 
C

o
lso

n
 h

ad
 "v

o
lu

n
tarily

" p
lead

ed
 

g
u
ilty

 to
 a felo

n
y
 in

stead
 o

f a m
isd

e-
m

ean
o

r. T
h

e p
ro

secu
to

rs cam
e to

 re-
g

ard
 S

h
ap

iro
 as th

e m
o
st an

n
o
y
in

g
ly

 
troublesom

e defense law
yer they have 

encountered. 
N

o
r h

as C
o
lso

n
 fain

tly
 resem

b
led

 
the prototype of the thoroughly coop-
erative prosecution w

itness, John W
. 

D
ean III. N

or has he even approached 
the less know

ledgeable H
erbert K

alm
-

bach, M
r. N

ixon's, form
er personal, at-

torney, w
ho has proved m

ost helpful to 
the prosecutors. 

T
he prosecutors have alw

ays view
ed 

any possible inform
ation gleaned from

 
C

olson as an unexpected bonus. E
X

-
pecting no great dividends, they have 
receiv

ed
 n

o
n
e. T

h
at is p

articu
larly

 
tru

e o
f C

o
lso

n
's w

id
ely

-p
u
b
licized

 
statem

en
t to

 th
e p

ro
secu

to
rs an

d
 th

e 
H

ouse C
om

m
ittee that he w

arned P
res-

ident N
ixon in January 1973 that John 

M
itch

ell an
d

 o
th

er• re-electio
n

 cam
-

p
aig

n
 o

fficials p
ro

b
ab

ly
 w

ere im
p

li-
cated in W

atergate. 
T

he stir caused by these statem
ents 

u
n

d
ersco

res W
ash

in
g

to
n

's co
llectiv

e 
short m

em
ory. In June 1973, long be-

fore his religious conversion and w
hile 

en
th

u
siastically

 d
efen

d
in

g
 th

e P
resi-

dent, C
olson told essentially the sam

e 
story publicly. Just as he tells investi-
gators now

, C
olson 'then declared the 

P
resident replied W

e w
ould not chal-

lenge M
itchell's sw

orn testim
ony just 

b
ecau

se C
o

lso
n

 su
sp

ected
 h

im
. N

et  
g

ain
 in

 in
fo

rm
atio

n
 o

v
er o

n
e y

ear: 
about zero. 

to the C
haos 

N
or do law

yers put m
uch value on 

C
o

lso
n

's co
u

rtro
o

m
 ch

arg
e th

at M
r. 

N
ix

o
n
 h

ad
 "u

rg
ed

 m
e to

 d
issem

in
ate 

d
am

ag
in

g
 in

fo
rm

atio
n
 ab

o
u
t D

an
iel ! 

E
llsberg," causing C

olson's obstruction 
of justice felony. T

o som
e law

yers,, this 
w

as a ploy for the sym
pathy of Judge 

G
erhard G

esell, infuriated by the Pres-
ident's cavalier attitude 'tow

ard court 
subpoenas. U

nless bolstered by future 
testim

ony, it scarcely seem
s to affect 

the im
peachm

ent case. 
C

olson's accusations of sinister C
IA

 
p
articip

atio
n
 in

 W
aterg

ate d
u
p
licate 

w
hat he has privately told S

en. H
ow

 
ward B

aker of T
ennessee, charges long 

sin
ce w

ritten
 o

ff as g
ro

u
n

d
less b

y
 a 

H
ouse investigation. B

ut C
olson's pic-

ture of the P
resident as a terrified cap-

tiv
e o

f th
e C

IA
 co

u
ld

 lead
 th

e im
-

p
each

m
en

t p
ro

ceed
in

g
s in

to
 a track

-
less and tim

e-consum
ing w

asteland. 
O

n balance, C
olson's new

 portrait of 
R

ichard M
.,  N

ix
o

n
 co

n
trasts sh

arp
ly

 
w

ith his form
er sycophancy tow

ard the 
P

resident. B
ut unflattering, portraits of 

M
r. N

ixon abound, thanks to his ow
n 

secret tap
e reco

rd
in

g
s, an

d
 rare n

o
t,  

grounds for im
peachm

ent. 
B

eyond the P
resident, C

olson is fur-
ther confusing the chaotic W

atergate 
p

ictu
re b

y
 d

escrib
in

g
 th

e C
IA

 as an
 

outlaw
 band of conspirators and S

ecre-
tary of S

tate H
enry K

issinger as a de- 
m

oniac evil influence on the P
resident. 

C
olson's new

 religiosity seem
s so deep 

that this quite probably is his sincere 
vision of the truth. B

ut C
olson's vision 

of the truth as M
r. N

ixon's fanatically 
lo

y
al lieu

ten
an

t' w
as u

n
iq

u
ely

 d
is-

to
rted

. W
h
at h

e say
s n

o
w

 sh
o
u
ld

 b
e 

judged accordingly. 
1®

1974, F
ield E

nterprises. Inc. 

R
ow

land E
vans and R

obert N
ovak fed

i 4
,6

/7
  

C
olson's W

atergate C
onfessions: A

dding 

"C
ontrary to w

hat C
olson told the prayer 

group, he w
as never offered the option of 

pleading guilty to a single m
isdem

eanor." 


