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MITGHELL CALLED
VAGUE ATHEARING

;m Watergate Tes"tlmony
for‘lmpeachment Panel

| ~ By DAVID :ROSENBAUM_
Special to The New York Times ;
WASHINGTON, July 10 —
John. N. Mltchau one of the
few 0ff1c1als who had’ regular
access to President Nixon, re-

memory . today when asked
about the Wa.tergate case by
House Judlcnary Commxttee
members and: Iawyers

Mr. Mitchell,"Mr. Nixon’s for-
mer Attorney General and re-
election campaign director, was
|summoned ‘before the commit-
tee at the request of the Presi-

dent’s defense"‘lawyer James

D. .St. Clair, jin° ‘an effort to
bolster ‘the Pres1den¢’s pasition
in the impeachment inquiry,
But :committee members - of
both parties said, after a full
day of testlmony, that * Mr.
'M1tchell had . Ybeen so vague
{that the President’s defense had
been either helped nor harmed

‘A Convenient Memory"

“He has what I call-a con-
vement memory—-lts selec-
tive,”  said Representative:
George E. Danielson, a Cali-
fornia Democrat. Mr. Damelson,
who has been an outspoken
critic jof the President, -added

that trying to obtain informa- .
tion from 'Mr. Mitchell waus '

“like trying to mail a dropio
water to the wall.”

One, of the - President’s
Republlcan supporters; ’%iepre-
sentative ‘Delbert L. Lattg of
Ohio,. said that Mr. Mitchell]
had added nothing te.the in-

3d’ of upstate New &¥ork, re-
marked, - “John ‘Mitchell's rec-
ollectlon really 1sﬁ’ very
good.”

Mr. Mltchell is under indict-
ment- in'the Watergate case
for comspiracy, obstruction -of
justice “and perjury.  He de-
clined to. invoke his constitu-
tional privilege against/self-in-
\crimination, but Kis lawyer, Wil-
tliam G. Hundley, Tepeatedly ob-
jected today to . questions on
the ground that the. answers
might prejudice his trial.

The committee .chairman,
Representative Peter W. Ro-
dino Jr., Democrat of New Jer’
sey, overruled al] the objec-

portedly said he had a loss of .
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Johu N. Mltchell taking his seat to testify before the "

House Judiciary Committee yesterday

o nu
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l quiry, and another Republican, |
Representative Henry: P. Smith|

tions. Even then, Mr. Mitchell
reportedly asserted repeatedly
that he had “no specific rec-
ollection” .. of information
sought by .the commxttee mem-
bers and lawyers '

Central Allegation _ {

. Wf;pes§ ‘to_rebut

oposed "Mr.)

whdl ne. and the  President’s
Congressmnal _supporters see

5 entral allegatiorl in
the 1mpeachment investigation:
that ‘the' President ordered, or
sanctioned the payment ; of
$75,000 to E. Howard Hunt Jr.,
a cv1cted Watergate conspir-
.ator,"so that Mr. Hunt would
Inot testify freely.

The payment, made on the

night of March 21, 1973, fol-
|lowed a discussion’ about Mr.
Hunt’s money demands by the
President and H. R. Haldeman,
then White House chief of
istaff, and John W. Dean" 3d,
'then the-President’s counsel.
[ The transcript. of the tape
(of that conversation that. was
‘released by the committee yes-
lterday contains several .pas-
Isages that, according to .the
Presrdent's critics, leave no
doubt -that Mr. Nixon at least
acquiesced in the- payment. -,

Mr. StiClair, however, is try-

prove, through Mr.
and other ‘witnesses,
en who arranged’ the
payment were .not aware of
any mstructlons from the Pres-
ident.

In answer to questlons from
IMr. St. Clair today, Mr. Mitchell;
reportedly testified that he had
received, a telephone call' about
the demand, from a campaign
aide, Frederlck C. LaRue, and
that he had advised Mr. LaRue
to make the payment.

But Mr. Mitchell said that
Mr. LaRue told him that the
money was for ]egltlmate ex-
penses,znot to buy silence, and
that the President’s name ‘was
not mentioned.

Moreover, Mr. Mltchell re-
portedly contended that the
alleged, events leading up tol
the payment to Mr. Hunt' did;
not occur in the sequence out-!
lined by the Watergate grandl
jury.

He said that he had received
the call from Mr. LaRue about
the Hunt demand "before he
had been called by Mr. Halde-
man, not afterward, as the
grandJury alleged. B

Thus, said Representative
Lawrence J. Hogan, Republi-
can of Maryland, it was clear
that Mr. LaRue and Mr. JMitch-
ell were not acting on orders

,|from the President.

Democrats and ‘some Re-|
publicans, however, said. that
it made no difference what Mr.
Mitchell thought the money
was going to be used for or
who called him when. They
maintain that the President is
shown by the transcripts to
have clearly believed that Mr.|
Hunt was asking for hush,
money.

“We know that the President
\thought there was a blackmail
jthreat, so what  Mitchell
thought and said and did is not
critical,” said Representative
Elizabeth Holtzman, Democrat
of Brooklyn..

What was more important,
the President’s critics and even
some of‘/his supporters said,
was Mr. Mitchell’s inability to|
remember what had taken placet
on  crucial occasions in thel
Watergate affair. - )




