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Judiclary Committee Approves Art. ‘e
to Impeach President Nixon, 27 to 11

'
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- By Richard Lyons and William Chapman
Washington Post Staff Writers

The House Judiciary Committee took the wmomentous
_step' last night of recommending that the President Of the

United States be impeached and removed from office.

The«first such impeachment recommendation in more
than a century, it charges President Nixon with unlawful
activities that formed a “course of conduct or plan” to
obstruct the investigation of the Watergate break-in and
to cover up other unlawful activities.

The vote was 27 to 11, with 6 of the committee’s 17
Republicans joining all 21 Democrats in voting to send
the article to the House.

At least one other article accusing the President of
abuse of power is expected to be approved Monday when
the committee resumes. P8t

But approval of a single article is all that is required
to send the issue to the House. And approval of a single
article by a majority of the House is enough to impeach
the President and send the case to trial in the Sengte,
w}tlich could remove Mr. Nixon from ‘office by a two-thirds
vote. i

The Democratic majority and ‘a few Republicans spent
the afternoon on national television reciting instance ‘ﬁer,
instance in which theysaid Mr. Nizxon and his former top
aides witlshel ormation on the cover-up and tried to
interfere with varigus investigations. Aok L

The committee yesterday: rejected a half-dozen amend-
ments that would have deleted most:of the nine !para-
graphs in'Article I alleging obstruction of justice. o

It was a pro forma debate, insisted upon by Rep. Walter
Flowers (D-Ala.) who said the committee had an obliga-
tion to build a record describing the specific offenses
committed by Mr. Nixon-and his aides. Flowers ultimately
voted for impeachment. ‘

One major amendment was passed. It charged thwt;f;Mr.
Nixon had personally and through aides engaged in. a
“course ofgoriduct” designed to obstruct investigation of
the cover-up. That language replaced a charge, considered
more difficult to prove, that Mr. Nixon had formulated a
specific “policy” to obstruct justice. ) .

Another amendment added “congressional committees”
to the list of organizations whose investigations Mr. Nixon
was alleged: to have interfered with. P ‘

The.sharp debate o1t evidence yesterday was in con-
trast to the rambling arguments that.characterized. Fri-
day’s committee deliberations. B

The Republican minority Friday demanded more specific -

facts inithe charges lodged against Mr. Nixon in Article I
Unprepared, the Democrats and a few Republicans tried
to contend the impeachment article didn’t need specific
citations of evidence to back it up.

But yesterday the Democrats were prepared in depth
to give specific reasons Mr. Nixon should be impeached
for obstructing justice in the Watergate cover-up. Differ-
ent members had been assigned the task of defending
each numbered paragraph in the charge and obviously
were delighted to pour out the evidence before a national
television audience.

Rep. Charles Sandman (R-N.J.), the Republican who had
sought to strike each paragraph one by one, backed down
quickly yesterday, acknowledged he lacked the votes to
win, and said the committee should go ahead and vete on
the whole article. '
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e sisted that
the committee had tobuild
a record'of evidence and de: .
mandéd a debate and vote -
on each of Sandman’s
amendments. o
The first amendment Flow-
ers offered yesterday was to
eliminate a paragraph charg-
ing, that thecover-up plan
included “withholding rele-
vant. and -material evidence
or = information (on ' the
break-in)  from - lawfully ; au-

",

thorized ‘investigative offi-
“vers and employees of! the

United States.” . .
Rep. William  Cohen - (R-
Maine) promptly began;rat-
tling off evidence to..show
1t Mr. Nixon and his,top
aides had withiheld such in-
formation. ! o .
Cohen said that shortly af-

ter the June 17, 1972, break- -

Nixongand is aide,

in Mr, Al
thrlichman, ‘knew .

John

' that men from ‘the Commit-
‘tee for the Re-election. of
‘the President were involved.

“These facts were withheld
from the Attorney General ;
and other investigators,” he
said. | < CR T
There was - also physical
evidence in the White House
—a memo from H. R. Halde- -
man, chief of staff, a phone
book containing E. Howard
Hunt’s name, ‘and a copyof
a political intelligence plan
—that was destroyed or al-
tered, Cohen said. . .
He also recalled that for-
‘mer ‘Attorney 'General John
N. Mitchell told Mr. Nixon
he was sorry he hadn’t su-

! pervised ‘more elosely Te-

election committee employ;
ees. who were involved and
that Mr. Nixon had noted



that information’ in" one .of.
his Dictabelt recollections.
“'Cohen also-'said that on
March " 13, 1978, Mr. Nixon:
was told that'a White House
aide, Gordon Strachhan, had
commltted perjury, -but he
fajled*to réport that infor-
¢ mation to investigators:

Reps. David - W. .Denhnis
(R.:Ind.) and ‘Charles: Wig-
gins (R.-Calif.) led the coun-
ter-attack, arguing that Co-
hen’s list of evidence #mpli-
cates Mr. Nixon’s aides but
not the President: himself in
withholding information.

- Ehrlichman, 'Mitchell - and
Haldemah all had something
to cover up, but. the Presi-
dent didn’t, Dennis sald ‘He
said the Pre51dent dldnt
know anything about details
of the cover-up until ‘told of
it on March 21, 1973, by his

counsel, John W. Dean III

Wiggins contended ‘that
even the famous . March 21,
conversation  with Dean
didn’t  implicate the .
dent. He argued th
text, that! conversatron
showed Mr. Nixon anxious,
to have. the. policy of with-

holdmg,” Wiggins said.
But Mr. Nixan:’

‘had

learned on March 13 of Stra-
'chan’s’ - perjury, countered
" Rep. ~ John. Siberling «(D-
-Qfhio). “Did’ the - President
rise up in righteous indigna-
tion?? asked Siberling. “He

did. nothing.”

The move "to strike the
paragraph ‘on withholding
evidence' was defeated on an
overwhelming voice vote. .

e The only major substan- .
e in Article I °

‘tive change
voted yesterday was  de-
signed to make it more pal-
atable in the Senate if Mr.
Nixon should be brought to
trial there.

Originally the article
charged that Mr. N1xon
“made it his policy” to ob-
struct. the investigation: of
Watergate . and to protect
those responsible.

An' afnendment mtroud-
ced bytRep. Tom Rallsback
(R-T1L) qhanged instead that
the Pre51dght engaged,“in a
course of  conduct Qr plan
designed” to impede and ob-
struet the mvestlgatloh*

Ral;lsback said ‘he had dif-
ficulty: believing that  Mr.
Nixon at any spec1f1c-c time

formulated a. policy 3
strliction, but he s
record shows a “c

" Dennis

f obstruction
“What's the dif-

{ D.
and asked:
-ference “between a pohcy
and a plan‘?” ;

Railsback

acknowledged»

amendment”

he also had trouble judging

_the difference, but said-that
committee counsel believed
that the word “policy” had
the connotation of an
“orchestrated” effort to ob
struet.”

“I believe that certain
events occurred to° which
Mr. Nixon didn’t respond or
responded to in an impreper
way,” Railsback added.

Did Railsback mean. Mr.
Nixon intentionally acted in
such a way as to delay or
impede ‘the investigation?
Wiggins wanted to know.
Railsback said he meant
that Mr. Nixon acted know-
ingly‘for the purpose of de-
lavmg and impeding it."

Rep. Wayne Owens"™ (D
Utah) said ‘he was satisfied
‘that obstruction was a delib-
erate policy of the President
but said that the new lan-
guage would “make proof in
the Senate easier.” fi ©

‘Railshack’s  amendment
was approved on -a &j
vote. /

The ohly pth,
tive amendment ‘was orie rby
Rep. George E. Danielson

'W1th mvestlgatlons by ‘the

Justlce Department, - the
‘FBI, and the Watergate’ pe-
cial Prosecutlon Forece:
Danielson charged ‘that
Mr. Nixon tried to.interfere

with the investigations plan- ;

ned or launched by  the .

Hobuse Banking and ‘Cur-

rency Committee, the 'Sen-
ate Watergate - committee,
and. the House Judlclery
Committee, )

‘Wiggins countered that
there never was a Bankxpg
and Currency Committee 4in-
vestlgatlon for .Mr. N1xon to
interfere with, The only ev1-
dence he tried:to 1nterfere

with the Senate Watergate ‘

comm1ttee nggms ;said,
consisted of his' con51dermg
w1thhold1ng witnesses
through claims of executive
privilege, claims. that were
x finally relinquished.
-Danielson claimed . Mr.
Nixon interfered with the
Judiciary Committee by
withholding tapes and, docu-
ments. Wiggins said the
‘Pres1dent was merely mak-
ing a “good faith claim” to
executive pr1v11ege by with-
holding these pleces of evi-

- dence,

‘Danielson’s amendment
was adopted 24 to 14, with
supporters and opponents of
impeachment wmdmg up. on
both sides of the issue,

#Two. minor amendments
offered by “Rep. : Lawrence
Hogan @R- Md) ‘Were .ap-
proved on voice votes. One

changed “illegal” entry to .,

“unlawful” entry. 'Another
‘related'to a' charge that the
obstruction

involved the .

making of false statements |

to investigators; Hogan’s
language added the phrase
“or causing to be rhade.”

After a mid-afternoon re-

cess, Flowers agreed to limit .|.

debate to 20 minutes on
each of his amendments to
strike sections. -And he
passed over some without
‘amendment. His amend-
ments were beaten back by
votes of better than 2 to 1.
Flowers himself voted
“Present,” rather than no to
show he wasnt really trymg
to. knock out the numbered
charges, but rather to pro-

duce specific incidents of im-,
proper éonduct

Opposing an amendent to
strike a section stating that
the President. condoned’ or
counseled perjury. Rep. M.
Caldwell Butler (R-Va.) read
rapidly from the transcript
of Dean’s March 21, 1973,
meeting with the President.

Butler noted that Dean

" told the President that Jeb

Stuart Magruder and Her-
bert Porter,- at the re- elec-
tion committee, had coinmlt—
ted perjury. -before the

_Watergate grand jury and

that the Pres1dent expressed

Mr.: leon whether Dean
“should stay with the  old
lie” and the President- re-
phed “What would you ad-
vise him to do?”

Wiggins defending  the
President, said Mr. Nixon
had learned of Magruder’s
and ‘Porter’s perjury after
the fact and so had not
“counseled” it. The section
*also contained the words

approvmg, condoning, . ac-
qulescmd in ...” Wiggins
said “two reasonable possb
bilities” must be resolved in
favor ‘of the President.

Flowers pro forma effort
to strike a section charging
the President with attempt-
ing to interfere with the
Justice Department and FBI

Watergate investigation was -

strongly opposed_by Hogan,
‘a former FBI agent.

Hogan recited events
starting~June 23, 1973, when
the  President directed
Haldeman and Ehrlichman

. to meet’ with top CIA offi-

cials and instruct them to
relay to: the FBI White
' House concern that the FBI
Watergate investigation in

Mexico might expose CIA ‘

activities there. The CIA re-

ported back that there was -

no jeopardy to the CIA. 1
. But the President’s coun-
sel, Dean, persisted in try-
ing to keep the FBI out of
Mexico, Hogan said. The

[ESSNCRN .

© reasomn,

he said, was that’
man vestwatlon would
have traced money found on )
the Watergate © burglars

through a laundering proc-

ess in Mexico and back to
the, re-election committee.
After this, acting FBI Direc-
tor Patrick Gray told Mr.
Nixon his aides were trying
to, “mortally wound” him,.
but the President. didn’t
even ask what he meant, Ho-
gan. said

Wiggins responded that
the President naturally had

‘concern about possible CIA
involvement in: the Water-
gate break-in because. of the
CIA background . of several
of the burglars. . "=z
‘Wiggins said he Presi- -
dent’s concern was" that' co-
vert: CIA operations not be
exposed, not that the trail of
the money be covered

leon

‘he , properfy' ‘résporided

your-investigation:” «*

unreaSonably-to make some-
th;ng of  a
pause before Mr. Nixon re-
p11ed to Gray’s « “mortally
wound” remark;. sald ng-
gins. A

pa

ray should “contmue
¥

The President’s critics try {

a1d ng- 5

" “perceptible

5



