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Wor’t Give Nixon Data to Hill

By George Lardner Jr.
, Washington Post Staff Writer

Watergate Special Prosecutor Leon Jaworski has de-
i cided not to share his evidence with the House Judiciary
- Committee for its inquiry into the impeachment of Presi-
dent Nixon.

The step could delay the House inquiry for months.
But Jaworski says he feels bound not to give up the presi-
dential tapes and documents furnished him by the White
House unless the courts overrule him.

“As far as T can resist, I've got to do it.” Jaworski said
inan interview.

Going a step further, the special prosecutor also said
he did not think it would be proper for him even to
supply the House inquiry with a list of the tapes and
documents that might be needed to weigh the merits of
impeachment.

Jaworski described himself as tied down by the stric-
tures of confidentiality with which Mr. Nixon's lawyers
gave him the evidence, by the secrecy of grand jury pro-
ceedings, and by the need to avoid prejudicial publicity
for the lesser figures he plans to indict,

“Part of a prosecutor's job is to make sure we give
the accused a fair trial," Jaworski said. “Obviously, we
don’'t want things made public that would prevent that.”

The issue boils down to what to put first in the Water-
gate scandal and other misdeeds that have shaken the
White House-—criminal trials in the courts or impeach-
ment proceedings in the House.

As a prosecutor, Jaworski made plain that he considers
it his obligation to put the court trials first. Conceivably,
he said in response to a question, Mr. Nixon might even
be needed as a witness.

Jaworskl predicted that indictments in every major
investigation by his office—except perhaps for some in-
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In any case. Mr. Nixon
stands in no immediate danger
of indictment.



