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At the White House on the day in
July when Sen. J. Ervin Jr. ‘received
the phony call saying President Nixon
would release the Oval Office | tapes on
Watergate, a wag put a facetious label
on the caper;

He called it “Colson’s Hoax.”

There was, of course, no levidence
whatever to link the incident to
Charles W. Colson, the former White
House counsel who, E, Howard Hunt
Jr. testified yesterday, had approved
the general 1972 Nixon campaign in-

telligence plan. But the gag reflected

the reputation Colson has gained as
the “dirty tricks” man par excellence
of the Nixon years. |

“Charlie’s reputation,” saig the
author of the comie label, “is| merited
as a fairly mean character., But he’s
like the old gunfighter, Killings 250
miles away are charged to him.”

Colson had been expected until re-
cent weeks to make exactly that de-
fense himself publicly before ithe Sen-
ate Watergate committee—that, while

- he’s been no saint in politics, he’s like
the boy who cried wolf. The one crit-
ical time he’s clean, nobody will be-
lieve him. |

But when Colson learned fthat he,
too, was under federal investigation,
he instead invoked his Fifth Amend-
ment protection against self-inerimina-
tion in a private appearance before the
committee last Wednesday. He’s now
not expected to be called in public ses-
sion. |

The dropping of Colson from the
public list of witnesses will deprive the
committee—and the nationwide televi-
sion audience—of a rare look at a man
who through the Nixon years has been
an‘f-ong the most feared and disliked by
Nixon foes, and the most influential
politically within the administration.

Until Watergate began closing in on
him, Colson was flying high in the lu-
crative world of Washington | lawyer-
ing, cashing in on two things: his repu-

" tation as a tough guy who got things
done, and on his reputed continuing
access to the President. !

“Sure, Chuck’s doing all right,” one
of his inside admirers said then. “He’s
a can-do guy. And all those stories
about him still meeting with the Presi-
deni -and talking to him. Whether
they’re true or not, they help. Hard-
headed businessmen say tol ‘them-
selves, ‘By God, he’s still in there.””

Those were the days, before the feds
put Colson on their list, when he was
still on the town, one of the few old
White House hands who still ishowed
his face at Sans Souci, the old lunch-
eon hangout of administration higwigs;
the days when insiders were saying he
would not be touched “because
Chuck’s too smart.” ‘

But' now, suddenly, both Qolson’s-

personal and his business careers are
on the line. Even in the event he es-
capes indictment in the Waterg;;ate and
associated matters, his law practice ap-
pears to be in ruins. His partner,
David Shapiro, candidly acknowledges
that the firm, renamed Colson and
Shapiro when Colson joined /it last
spring, has been shaken and diverted
by preoccupation with Watergat}e.j_

f Reputed Dirty Trécks v

When Colson entered the firm, he
brought the Teamsters union’s legal
business with him (a year after having
successfully recommended that Presi.
dent Nixon commute the prison sen-
tence of former Teamster president
James R. Hoffa). But his recent trou-
bles almost certainly will take much of

the power out of his magnet as an at- )

tracter of clients.

Hunt’s testimony yesterday that Col-
son was in on the general 1972 cam-
paign intelligence plan was .the most

specific, but not the first, allegation

before the Watergate committee - that
he was involved in campaign hanky-
panky. )

Colson’s name came up teasingly in
July when Gordon Strachan, the young
loyalist lieutenant of former White
House chief of staff H. R. Haldeman,
mentioned Colson’s “Office of Dirty
Tricks.”
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Charles|W. Colson likened to “the old gunfightor . . .

Sen. Joseph M. Montoya (D-N.M.) in-
quired whether Haldjéman knew of the
Colson operation in 1972, and Strachan
said: 1
“Well, that was a subject of some
concern. Every oncéjin a while Mr,

Haldeman would ask me, ‘Well," what
do you know about what Mr. Colson is
doing? and I would | tell him, I am
sorry, I really don’t‘know very much
about what Mr. Colson is doing.’

“And he would - turn to Mr.
(Lawrence) Higby (ajnother Haldeman
aide) and say, ‘Do you know anything
about what Mr. Cd]ls.on was doing?’
And it was sort of a joke. Nobody re-
ally knew what Mr. qmson was doing.”

The caucus room §udience laughed.
But the dialogue in a sense supported
the picture that Colson obviously has
hoped to paint of himself in the Nixon
White House of 1972-—a loner, out of

communication with those hatching~

hare-brained scheme;zs or trying to
cover them up. ; .

On the basis of others’ testimony,
there appear to be a’; least three basic
questions involving [Colson that heg
for the first-person testimony.

The first is, did Colson know in ad-
vance about the plan of G. Gordon
Liddy for political espionage including
illegal break-ins, wiretapping and
burglary? Hunt now says he did.

Dean testified he had been told that
Colson phoned Jeb Magruder, deputy
director of the Comm"littee for the Re-
election of the President, prior to ap-
proval of the Liddy plan urging that it
be expedited.

Magruder himself told the commit-
tee that Colson in the same call asked
“would we get off the stick and get the
budget approved for Mr. Liddy’s
plans.” But Magruder added that Col-
son “did not mention, I want to make
clear, anything relating to wiretapping
or espionage at that time.”

Because Colson ha;d referred Hunt,
his friend and eventually one of the
convicteh Wateegate| ‘conspirators, to
Magruder for emplo)ﬂrment, Magruder
said, he “did make 'the assumption”
Colson knew what was in the plan.

“. .. But he did noTtgisay that he did
know, he did not say that he was
aware of the specifics and never did
say that to me at anyi time,” Magruder
said. ‘

Colson himself ha“s; acknowledged

with Colson.

that he made the call when Hunt and
Liddy came to his office and expresserd
concern that their political intelligence
and security plan had not been ap-
proved. But he has said he did not
know what it included, and urged only
that they be given a hearing on it. :

' The second question, and the one
that touches most closely on whether
President Nixon was involved in*the
Watergate coverup, is whether he ever
sought or discussed executive clem-
ency for Hunt with Mr. Nixon. Hunt
said - yesterday he never requested
clemency. . : .

Dean hag testified that Colson told

““him he h,aii personally discussed the

matter with the President last Jan. 5,.
and then on March 13 and again on
April 15 Mr. Nixon referred to such
discussions with Colson.

In a meeting with the President in
his Executive Office Building suite on
April 15, Dean said, Mr. Nixon moved
to a corner and said in a “barely audi-

.ble tone (that) he was probably foolish

to have discussed” the Hunt matter

The third question is whether Col-

, Son knew in advance that the office of

Dr. Daniel J. Ellsherg’s psychiatrist
was to be broken into and ‘whether he
had any role in that incident.

Documents submitted to the commit-
tee by David R. Young, formerly of
the White House Sstaff, indicated a-
concerted effort was planned to dis-
credit Ellsberg, and that Colson was
asked by White House aide -John
D. Ehrlichman to develop “a game
plan as to how and when” material
from the psychiatrist’s office should he
used. ‘

There are other questions in which

Colson figures prominently:

© Did he ever ask White House
agent-investigator John J. Caulfield to
burglarize and then firebomb the
Brookings Institution in pursuit of in-
formation on Dr. Ellsberg? The allega-
tion has been made to Watergate in-
vestigators and Colson has called it
“ludicrous . . . a flight of fantasy.”

® Did he order Hunt to Milwaukee
shortly dfter the 1972 assassination ai-
tempt on Gov. George C. Wallace D-
Ala.) to break into the apartment of
the suspect, Arthur H. Bremer, in
search of left-wing political malerial?
Hunt has so informed Senate investi-
gators, but Colson has called the
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killing 250 miles away are charged to him.”

charge “absolutely  untrue” and

“utterly preposterous.”

® Did he order a group headed by
convicted Watergate conspirator Ber-
nard L. Barker to attack demonstra-
tors and Ellsberg, a speaker at the pro-
test, outside the Capitol on May 4,
1872, when the body of FBI director J.
Edgar Hoover was lying in state? Col-
son has denied it. -

® Did he order Hunt to forge a State -
Department cable to link the late Pres-
ident John F. Kennedy with the assas-
sination of South Vietnamese Presi-
dent Ngo Dinh Diem in 1963? Colson
has denied it, but has admitied he or-
dered Hunt to read some bona fide ca-
bles to a reportér- .

@ Did he draw up a list of political
enemies of the Nixon administration,
as supplied to the committee by Dean?
Colson has said the list was not his,
and was merely one of persons who
should be excluded from social events
at the White House.

® What was his role in the writing
and: publication of an apparently ille-
gal newspaper advertisement on May
17, 1972 purporting to reflect independ-
ent public.support for Mr. Nixon’s de-
cision to mine Haiphong harbor? Offi-
cials of The November Group, the
Nixon campaign in-house advertising
agency, have said it was done at Col-

. son’s insistence.

- © Was there really an “Office of
Dirty Tricks” as Strachan testified,
and if so what did it do?

© What were the “black” projects
Watergate witness Frederick C. LaRue
said Colson was involved in?

© Did he pressure the Internal Reve-
nue Service to undertake audits of
income tax returns filed by “enemies”
of the Nixon administration?

¢ How did the “attack group” under
Colson’s direction function in the 1972
campaign, and did it receive political
intelligence from spies in the opposi-
tion Democratic camp? The “attack

‘group” met almost daily at 9:15 a.m. in

Colson’s office and considered ways to
keep the opposition candidate, Sen.
George S. McGovern, on the defensive.

The list of questions could go on,
with the only limitation being how far
back the senators want to go into Col-
son’s political career. That career has
been marked at nearly every step hy
controversy and tales of tough practi-
cal politics by Colson.




' In mobilizing the White House
troops for Mr, Nixon’s re-election:home
stretch drive last year, Colson wrote
ra staff memo saying he wanted it
‘known it was absolutely true that he

once had said, “T would walk over my
grandmother if necessary” to win. Few
who have had anything to do with him
in politics, friend or foe, doubt it, and

inow. .

. Since joining the White House in
November, 1969, where he arrived by
way of the staff of Sen. Leverett P.
Saltonstall (RMass.), the Nixon cam-
paign of 1968 and private law practice
. here, Colson has “played hard ball,” in
the words of a friendly associate. )
It is a game he apparently started
‘playing long before he entered the
‘White House. After graduating from
\Brown (he says he turned down a full
scholarship to Harvard) in 1953, he was
commissioned in the Marine Corps and
‘at 22 years of age was its youngest
‘company commander. After
'stint in the Navy “Department he
joined Saltonstall’s staff and at 27 was
the youngest administrative assistant
on the Senate side, attending George-
town Law School at night and graduat-
ing in 1958.

In 1960, he ran Saltonstall’s re-elec-
tion campaign and in the process pro-
vided a preview of things to come. He
got eight prominent Irish supporters
jof John F. Kennedy to send a letter to
400,000 Irish Democrats in Massachu-

‘nedy-Saltonstall ballot. In the face of a
Kennedy landslide, Saltonstall won by
300,000 votes.

Right after that election, Colson
started a law firm- with Charles Morin,
|d firm that later became Gadsby and
‘Hannah. It was Morin who recruited
Colson into his present {irm—and
caused both Colson and the firm some
recent embarrassment.

.. Morin was the author of the memo
that suggested to Colson that White
House pressure be applied to gain a
iseat on the Securities and Exchange
Commission for a friend of the firm.
In-testimony before a House subcom-
mittee, Colson denied any pressure
ever was applied.

/. Colson had met Richard Nixon on
|Capitol Hill when Mr. Nixon was vice
ipresident, and was a fan from the
start. He urged him to seek .the Presi-
dency in 1964 and worked for him in
1968.

At the White House, Colson’s job
was to look after the concerns of vari-
ous special-interest groups, including
11a’b’or, business, religious, ethnic
groups, veterans and the like. The job
had polities coursing through it, and
Colson used the mandate to range
wide and free through the Nixon ad-
ministration.

On the testimony of many former as-
sociates, Colson was a blur of initia-
ive, pushing and shoving with propos-
als and ideas both inside the White
House and around the federal bureauc-
racy, often without invitation.

Officials in ‘any department or
agency were likely as not to receive a
phone call or a memo from Colson ask-
ing or telling them to do something.
He once called United Nations Ambas-
sador George Bush sughesting he
make some political remarks, which
Bush declined to do.

At the Republican National Commit-
tee, the phone often rang with Colson
on the other end, to the infuriation
first of Chairman Regers C. B. Morton,
now Secretary of Interior, and then of
.ﬁen. Robert Dole (R-Kan.), who re-
placed Morton at the committee after
the 1970 elections.

. In those elections, Colson nailed
down his growing reputation as the ad-

ministration’s hatchet man by zeroing .

in, successfully, on then Sen. Joseph D.
Tydings (D-Md.).

! Colson put reporter William Tam-
bert of Life magazine in contact with a
State Department official who had met
\A"/ith Tydings about a $7 million gov-
ernment loan benefitting a firm in
which Tydings had a financial interest.
In addition, Tydings was one of eight
tFpgets of newspaper ads traced to Col- -

|in one sense he is carrying ‘that cross

a short -

setts urging-them to vote a split Ken- -

son’s office accusing Democrats seek-
ing re-election with enecouraging vio-
lence and radicalism. '
According to James Allison, former
deputy chairman to Morton, Tydings’
Republican opponent Glenn Beall
called Morton expressing concern that
the anti-Tydings’ ad was too strong:
Allison got a copy, agreed, and
talled Colson to have it stopped. Col-
son, Allison says, said he would talk to
Beall and then called back to say he
had Beall’s approval, when in fact he

" had not talked to Beall. Beall says now
“he never approved the ad. .

At the committee at that time, John
Lofton, editor of the weekly RNC pub-
lication Monday, noted for rough at-
tacks on Democrats, was considered a
Colson man. Between Lofton and un-
wanted ‘suggestions from Colson, Alli-

- son says, he and Morton had their

hands full.

Dole, himself known as a hard-ball
player, says of Colson: “Politics is a
tough business, but he got a little too
rough. He’d send stuff to the RNC
where people knew I wouldn’t stand
for it. I'd look at it and ignore it. With
him, everything was always a bomb-
shell.,” ‘

Within the White House, according
to one key figure of the first Nixon
term, Colson “worked his way up get-
ting brownie points at others’ expense
—a self-starter who had no hesitation
moving in on others’ areas of responsi-
bility. o

From his specialinterests domain,
for example, he took over the commu-
nications division oviginally run by for-

.mer Nixon press secretary Herbert (3.

Klein, functioning in oné insider’s
words as “the political propagandist”
while Klein occupied himself huckster-
ing ‘Nixon and his programs around

* the country.

“He had the reputation,” this old col-
league says, “that if Chuck sent you an
idea, look at it twice.” Even Murray -
Chotliner, the old Nixon political ad-
viser who himself had a hatchet-man
reputation, “felt Chuck came on too
strong,” this source says.

Such comments are easily unearthed
wherever the rangy, pipe-smoking Col-
son ventured in his White House days.
Yet along wilh them are tributes,
sometimes grudging, to Colson’s dedi-
cation, determination and imagination.

Those close to Colson insist, beyond
that, that the man is, deep down, a sof-
tie. Shapiro, his law partner, received
a letter from a relative after Colson
joined the firm, inquiring how Shapiro
could work with'a man of Colson’sirep-
utation.

Colson shortly before had taken a
lie-detector test on whether he was
telling the truth when he said he was

" ‘not involved in the Watergate brezk-in

and had no prior knowledge of it. The
results then had been released te the
press. Of that episode, Shapiro vrote
back: .

“Picture the following scene: 5Tth
Street and Sixth Avenue (in New
York) on April 4 in the middle of a
blinding rainstorm. Colson had just
finished taking his lie-detector exrmi-
nation and had to rush off to catch a
train o make a meeting in Washing-
ton. T waited behind for the results.

“When I got them, I rushed to he
elevator, rode downstairs and managed
to catch him as he was getting int» a
cab. I hollered, ‘Chuck, Chiuck, yoy've
passed, you've passed!’ .

“He looked at me for a moment and
started to cry. ‘After listening to all
those lies about myself for these past
eight months,” he said, ‘I was begin-
ning to believe I could never prove my
innocence. Now I know what those
poor bastards must have felt during
the McCarthy days.

“‘So help me, if I can ever help
some poor son of a hitch who finds
himself in the same spot 'm in, I'm go-
ing to devote my life to it.” I put my
arms around him in the rain.” )

That is a portrait that does not
square with the stereotype of the man,
which casts Him more as a political
Attila the Hun, But from all accounts,
the image of Chuck Colsen is the least
of his problems now.




