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RODINOUNT SUES
£ NEW SUBPOENAS
19 TAPES SOUGHT

lmpeachment Panel Wénts
White House Recordings
to Speed Its Inquiry

REBUTTAL ON THURSDAY

Nixon Attorney Authorized
to Begin Defense Confined
to Fact, Not Argument

By JAMES'M. NAUGHTON
Speclal to The New York Times .

WASHINGTON, June 24—The
House Judiciary Committee,
trying to accelerate ‘the im-
peachment inquiry, issued what
were described as its final four
subpoenas today - for Whitet
House tape recordings. and
authorized President ' Nixon’s
defense counsel to begin pre-
senting rebuttal evidence on
Thursday. ‘

With only four members dis-
senting in part, the committee
formally demanded the tapes of
49 more White House conver-
sations.

Among the subpoenaed tapes|
were those of five 19%1 con-
versations that committee law-
yers said might document the
charge by Charles W. Colson,
the former White House spe-
cial counsel, that the President
had urged him to disseminate“
derogatory information: about
Dr. Daniel Ellsberg.

. Committee members approved
unanimously a resolution per-
mitting ‘James D. St. Clair, Mr.
“Nixon’s chief defense attorney,
to offer rebuttal evidence: oral-
ly and in writing. But the reso-
lution stipulated that the.White|.
House presentation’ must be
factual, and not argumentative
or interpretive. ) ‘

Presentatidn Estimate

John M. Doar, the special
counsel on impeachment, told
the panel that Mr. St..Clair had
agreed to begin his presenta-|
tion Thursday and had estimat-
ed it would require no-more
than two days. e

The .. committee chairman,
Representative Peter W. Rodino|
Jr., Democrat of New Jersey,|
announced that witnesses would |
be summoned to testify at im-

-

. additional information should
. be sought. from eight individu-

-|campaign committee:

peachment hearings next week.
He said the committee might
‘continue meeting on Independ-|,
‘ence Day while the rest of
Congress is in recess, in an
effort to conclude the inquiry
“some time in_the latter part
‘of July.” ‘

' The Judiciary Committee will
decide tomorrow how many
and which specific witnesses
should be .called to complete
the inquiry record. Well-placed ’
officials said that Mr. Doar|
would propose summoning aj
limited number of witnesses, |:
four or five, perhaps including|
Mr. Colson.

- Bipartisan senior . members
of the . committee reportedly
reached an informal consensus
at a meeting late today that

als, but that some. of them
might submit affidavits rather
than appear in person.
7 The list included four -men|:

(ﬁontinued on Page 22, Column 3 |(
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whose _testimony “ihas

urged ‘by: Republicans’
committee—especially John W.
Dean 3d, the ousted White
House legal counsel; H. R. Hal-
deman, the former White House
chief of staff; John N. Mitchell,
the former Attorney General;
and Frederic L. LaRue, a former
official of the President’s 1972

The other prospective Wwit-
nesses agreed on by‘the senior
members were Herbert W.
Kalmbach, Mr. Nixon’s former
personal attorney; Henry E.
Petersen, an assistant Attorneyy
General who once directed the
Watergate investigation; Alex-
ander P. Butterfield, a former|
White House aide who.is now}
head of the Federal Aviationj
Administration, and Mr. Colson.

Mrk Colson was sentenced
last week to one to threeiyears
in prison after having -pleaded
guilty earlier ‘to a charge of
obstruction of justice.

At his sentencing, Mr. Col-
son said it was at Mr. Nixon’s
repeated urging that He had
committed the acts for{,iwhich
he will be imprisoned—circu-
lation 'of material to try to dis-
credit Dr. Ellsberg when he
was facing trial for his alleged
role in publishing a secret Pen-
tagon study of the Vietnam
war. i

The committee - voted this

a dissent among. the 35: mem-
bers present, to subpoena 10,
recorded White House conver-'
sations bearing on the Presi--
dent’s knowledge of fillegal
conduct by the White House
special investigations  unit.
|Five of the discussions* in-,
volved Mr. Nixon and Mr.
Colson. ‘
«d01.. three . additional = votes,
later, the committee also took:
the-followsng -actions: )

gWithout objection, the pan-,

s

T

morning, by voice and without |-

el voted by voice to subpoena,
two recordings of ' the Pre51-\
dent’s.discussions on-Sept. 15,
1972, that may bear on alleged :
White House efforts to direct
the harassment of Mr. Nixon’s "
| political opponents by the In-
I|ternal Revenue Service.
gThe committee voted, 34 to
4, to demand recordings of 19
conversations believed to be re-
lated to Mr. Nixon’s possible

knowledge of false testimony
by subprdinates at 1972 heéar-
ings before the Senate Judiciary
'Commiftee on the nomination
of Richard G. Kleindienst to be,
Attorney General.

By the same vote, 3% to 4,
the committee  subpoenaed re-'
cordings of 18 White House
meetings bearing on Mr. Nix-
on’s 1971 decision to raise Fed-
eral milk price supports+and
pledges by dairy producer
groups to raise large sums:of;
money for the President’s 1972
re-election campaign.

The four members who; op-
posed the new subpoenas, ‘all
‘Republicans, were Representa-,
tives Charles E. Wiggins of: Cdli-!
fornia,, Trent Lott of  Mis-
sissippi, Delbert L. Latta of

‘Ohio and Edward Hutchifison |

‘of Michigan, Mr. Hutchinson
cast his votes by proxy. :
Two' other votes werg cast
by proxy, those of Harold D.
Donohue, Democrat of Massa-
chusetts, and Wiley Mayne,
Republican of Iowa, both in fa-
vor of the subpoenas. i/ .
-The,;, four new subpoenas
brought 'to 147 the total num-
ber «of 'taped conversations
sought by the Judiciaxy*Com-
or the impeachment; in-
Three of four earlier
subpoenas were also for . tapé
recordings related to/ Mr.
m’s conduct in the alleged

Nixon

idency against violations of
confidentiality.. He has given
mmittee no recordings
turning over the same 19
iven to the Watergate
pecis prosecutor. y

Representative Jack Brooks,

reporters that Mr. Nixon was
unlikely . to comply with ‘them.

“Hope springs eternal,. you|
know,’* Mr. Brooks said. .~ .

Asked whether the commit-
tee was building a record of}|
Presidential noncompliance  as|
a basis for an impeachment]
charge of contempt of Con-
-gress, Mr. Brooks replied that
it was)Mr. Nixon who “would
be building a record, of’which
we then would be fairly cog-
nizant.”

Mr.; Latta announced at the
'meeting that he would nolo
ier vote for subpoenas. He s
ithat he. did"hot_‘intend . -

'|come toiia party’’-to deyeldbing

la co.ntempt charge against the
President and that he had con-
cluded Mr. Nixpn was “within

his rights,. und

Democrat of Texas, who spon-|
sored the four subpoena '‘mo-||
tions! today, acknowledged to|

of executive (privilege,
nore these subpoenas.” '
Unaccountably, howeyer, Mr.
Latta did not object when two
of the subpoenas were adopted
by voice, votes. 3
M, Doar told reporters that
iry staff had no 'plans
to rpequest the issuance of
additiohal tapes subpoenas.
‘Committee officials said that
‘the plans could be altered,
however, if new 1r‘1formatlo’n
should be brought to the panel’s
attention later. i
The committee tabled, on a
roll-call vote of 23 to.15 that
followed party lines, a Repub-
lican®plan to subpoena-the two
Sept.,15, 1972, recordings from
Judge John J. Sirica of the
United States District Court.
Representative:. Harold V.
Froehlich, Republican: of Wis-
consin, contended that Judge
Sirica, who has temporary cus-
fody of the two tapes but has
refused .to give them to the
fommittee; had no more right
than the President to withhold
'levidence from an impeachment

inqqil}{. :

the

a, said the committee
‘“pursue every possible
1e” to evidence and that
'it would be “invoking a double
standard” togforgo issuance of
a subpoena to, the judge.

But committee lawyers, most

Democrats and:one or two’Re-
publicans of the panel coun-
ter

hat it ‘was “not . desir-
“4s Mr. Brooks stated it,
to embroil the inquiry in a pos-
sible ..confrontation with the.
A;Fede@‘}l;\_courts_ These members|
succeeded in tabling, and thus
probably killing; the plan. =

Mr.-Nixon’s twe Sept. 15 con-
versatjons, first with Mr. Halde-
man and then with Mr. Halde-
man and Mr. Dean, were ap-
{parently among the most sig-
gifica‘mﬁﬁ)f those subpoenaed to-

ay.

Mr. Doar told the committee,
in a_document accompanying
the request for the subpoenas,
|that;Judge Sirica had. agreed
to gix?% the Watergate special
prosecutor, Leon Jaworski, ac-
cessiifo the two taped conver-

1S.

e staff document said Mr.
7orski noted, in an affidavit
submitted to Judge Sirica or
May, 28, that the special pro-
1 had evidence that “sub-

r, 1972, the White
presented  lists . of|.
‘enemies’ to the LR.S. with the
direction that they be audited|
or otherwise harassed.”

The: document*also said that
Mr. .Jaworski had alluded to
evidence that, “in August and
September, 1972, the White
House: unlawfully attempted”
to have the tax agency in-
vestigate Lawrence F, O’Brien,
thensithe chairman of the Presi-
dential campaign of Senator
George McGovern, Democrat

of South Dakota. #: = ;

Mr: Rodino o he meet-
ing/today by saying that the
Judiciary Committee would de-!
DRI -TRADALLR S A ) § Ly \y{llalL e
Ifmval course ‘of the ‘inquiry. He
.urged=the committee members
to- “bear in mind we have to
try to compress a good many
matters” if jthe panel is to!
decide~ by %he “énd - of -this
'month: whether+itoprecommend
the impeachment of Mr, Nixon.




