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i |Watergate conspiracy regard-

AslenLe U:_F zlesflrzeﬁ Urging-New Trial Charging

By WALTER RUGABER

special to The New York Times

WASHINGTON June 20 —

The American’ Civil Liberties' |

Union, charging “multiple
frauds upon the court,” argued
today that the convictions ofj!

seven Watergate conspm‘atomI

should be set aside and a new
trial ordered. .
The organization suggested
that Chief Judge John J. Sirica
of the United States District
Court here take the steps on
his oW initiative, “indepgend-
ent ofithe desires of either the'
prosecttion or the defense.”
The seven men convicted in’
January should be retried, the
civil © liberties group . sald
“unera properly draWn vin~
dictment which charges all of
responsible for the

less of their station in life.”

The recommendation came in
a friend of the court “brief
offered to Judge Sirica in‘sup-
port of a motion filed earlier
this .month in which one: con-

. |spirator, James W. McCord Jr.,

asked that his convu:tmn be set
aside.

The other defendant found
guilty by the jury, G. Gordon
Liddy, also has an appeal“‘pend-
ing. The five other conspira-
tors, who include E. Howard
Hunt Jr., entered guilty pleas
at the outset of the trial and
have not moved to .retract
them. :

‘False Representations’

But the A.C.L.U. contended
that the pleas “now appear to
have been purchased or co-
erced and, in any event, were
accepted as a result of “false’
that those who pleaded guilty

It has been widely alleged
lied upon by this court.”
were paid out of President
Nixon’s campaign funds and
were promised other assistance.
The pleas were thus “less than
voluntary” and “cannot stand,”
the A.C.L.U. argued.

The jury verdicts against
McCord and Liddy, it was said,
“were obtained after the intro-
duction of the -perjured testi-
mony of Jeb Stuart Magruder
and Herbert Porter” at the Jan-
uary proceeding.

Mfi. Magruder, former ‘dep-
uty" director of the Committee
for the Re-election of the Presi-
dent, and Mr. Porter, one-time
scheduling director of the cam-

paign organization, have ad-|

mitted lying about the case.
The A.C.L.U, move was re-
garded as unusual in seeking a
new trial for the five mem who
pleaded guilty and who have
fam{d to seek ope: themselves.

) Attorney_Comments
An attorney for -four of the
men -— Bernard L. Barken,

s |Eu em@ 2R
| |Sturgis an
n zalez; @

dlk\llartmez (Frank A

all of Miami — Saxgi to-
day that there were -giving
“very serious thought” to"mak-
¥ |ling such a- move.
: ‘But the attorney, Daniel E.
Schultz of Washington, said
that the four remained unwill-
to go into court and con-
' iking their : pleas. Barker,
their spokesmqn denied any
pressure in recent Senate tes-
timony. .-
|Hunt’s lawyer William O.
Bttman of Washington, said
he had not yet recelved the

A.C. Lﬁﬁ brief and wot 1%
Lno comment until he had.

i + Charles Morgan Jr., director
of| the Washington national]
|office of the A.C.L.U., attached
ito his brief a 114-page report
‘criticizing in detail the per-
formance of the prosecutors
in|the initial case.

- Mr. Morgan prepared the re-
part for Archibald Cox, who
has been named special prose-
cutor for further criminal pro-
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| related matters. Mr. Cox

a
rek;euved the document Mgn-
d AR

‘A Sham Prosecution’

grr. Morgan urged, ambng
other things, that the special
pwsecutor “make “a clean break

sonnel of the offfice of the

and the Justice Department
Fhe A.C.L.U. official argued
th gt ‘the prosecution — handled
by* ‘Assistant United States At-
eys Earl J. Silbert, Seymour
r and Donald E. Camp-
“became hopelessly en-
meshed in a sham prosecution.”
he added:
| “No matter the fault and no
atter whether their previous
decisions were made in*good
faith, they should not be al-
lowed to participate further in
,presentatxon of the Watergate

case.
EAmong the numerous pounts
which Mr. Morgan criticized

‘the following:
| gThey did not track the re-

tappmg at the offices of the

ttheir “ultimate recipients.”
;(]They did not call on the
fonmer White House counsel,
John.-W. Dean 3d, for testimony

about the contents of Hunt's

cqedlngs in the Watergate case|;

the Government lawyers were|

porg,sﬁderlved from illegal wire-|’

Demecratic National Committee |

*¥itgilio R. ,Gon-| —-

teEd they had been coerced in

with the past by publicly de-|’
clining to further use the per|:

United States Attorney . . .”l|:

a

safemdg?thg?e”old Executive Office|some past criticisms by con-
Building even though he had|tending, among toher things,|I
opened the safe. ‘that a cover-up of the conspir-}
gThey did call Mr. Magruder,|acy made it impossible to reach
even though another witnessimany of the facts.
had warned them that Mr.; The Senate Watergate com-
Magruder’s knowledgeable as-imittee has indicated, by close
sistant, Robert A. F. Reisner.  !questioning of witnesses about
The prosecutors could not be the prosecutors, that it will ex-
reached for comment this after-lamme their pefformance in the
noon, but they have rephed to|initial investigation and trial.
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Mr. Cox is understood to\study by the special prosecu-
1ave read Mr. Morgan's report|tor, with no decision™of what
and the transcript of the Janu- |position to take toward them
ary trial, but he had no com-|Daving been reached.
|menrt on the A.C.L.U. critique.
'The question of the earlier con-
victions is said to be under
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