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Nixon'’s Lawyers to
eflne 'Imp@cmhmg

Washington

The White House and the
‘House Judiciary Committee
moved yesterday toward
two potentxal collisions over

the panel‘s mquu‘y iito the *
possible impeachment of
President "Nixon.

White House’press secre-
tary Ronald L. Ziegler de-
clared that the P eSIdents

Watergate: Laygy
Depag ment of
both issue ano,ther‘pomt of
. view” challenging the con-
- clusion of the committee
staff that the SCOpP of "im-
peachment covered .a-broad
array of offenses not limited
to indictable crimes.

Y

The Judiciary Commit-
tee’s special counsel; John
M. Deoar, posing a second
possible conflict, told the
panel at a meeting yester-
day that it should take the
White House no more than
“a day or two” to comply

- with a committee request

. for some 700 pages of docu-
ments and 17 tape record-
ings. Ziegler declined to say
whether the White House
would voluntarily turn owver
the material.

Zlegler sald administra- . -

tion views on the proper
grounds for impeachment
would be made public early
next week. Doar told the
House committee that his
request for White House évi-
dence, based on a list of ma-
terial already assembled by
the special Watergate prose-
cutor, Leon Jaworski; would
be delivered “promptly.”

Thus -it appeared likely
that both sides in the im-
- peachment inquiry would
know in a few days whether
they would confront or coop-
erate with one another.

. Doar, and other members
of the committee’s biparti-
san impeachment inquiry
staff, “issued a.49-page advi-
sory report Thursday, cate-
gorically rejecting the argu-
ment that a president may
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ly the scope of impeach-
ment, but made clear that it |
included a broad assortment
of actions that might repre-
sent

At a White House briefing
vesterday Ziegler declined.:
to characterize the adminis-
tration view on the basic is-
sue of what constitutes im-
peachable .misconduct. Zie-
glez did say, however, that
the President’s advisers
would have ‘‘another point
of view on this question.’

James D. St. Clair, the
President’s special Water-
gate counsel, has described
impeachment as an “adver-
sary”” proceeding much like
that between lawyers repre-
senting conflicting interests:
He is expected bv Republi-
cans on the Judiciary Com-
mittee to challenge the com-
mittee staff’s assertion that

“impeachable conduct need
not bercriminal.”

Late yesterday the Justi ce:
Department issued two
“working papers” on the

historical background of im-

peachment, but withheld

publication of a legal memeo-,

randum drawing conclusions
from the two appendices.

The two background
studies were accompanied
by a disclaimer in which
Robert G. Dixon Jr., an as- °
sistant attorney genera]
stated ‘that the documents
‘““should not be regarded as
an official position of the De-
partment of Justice.”

Nonetheless. the docu-
ments may have suggested
the outlines of the adminis-
tration’s viewpoint.

The House Judiciary Com-
mittee staff said that the im-
peachment standard in the
Constitution — “‘high crimes
and misdemeanors’ - was
a legal “term of art” drawn
from RBritish impeachment

. not define prease- i

T ot

‘‘grave misconduct.” - -
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proceedings. The committee
lawyers:. said thg phrase
would include” “‘constitution- |
al wrongs that subvert the
structure:of government. or,
undermine the intesritviof
offlce -andseven the Constltu-

tion ltself ”

The Justice Department’s
57-page report, ‘“The Con-
cept ' of Impeachment Of.
fense,” took account of in-
terpretations of constitution-
al scholars similar to the

committee staff’s judgment.
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