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. Watergate Special Prose.
cutor L\eon Jaworski yester-
day askéd. the:U.S, Distriet
Court for a é.ubpoena -order-
ing President Nixon to pro-
duce . yet another batch of
tape recordings, dictabelts,
transeripts and memos—in.
volving 64 White House
conversations — which he
_said were likely to be need-
‘ed in the trial of the Water-
gate cover-up case.

The White House will re-
spond, a spokesman said,
when the subpoena is de-
livered. “We’ll study it when
we receive it,” said Ronald

Ziegler, the President’s press
secretary.

Although this latest court ac-|

tion to secure the release of
Watergate-connected White
House records is unrelated to
the impeachment proceedings
in Congress, it could substan-
Aially increase the ' pressure
upon Mr. Nixon to comply in
full with last week’s House
Judiciary Committee subpoena
for White House records it
claims it needs for its lmpeach-
ment investigation. -

One reason for this is. that
some of the most sensitive
items on ‘the House commit-
tee’s list—judging from past
White House reaction — are
also. on .the. itemized list of
records Which ' Jaworski de-
manded yesterday in court.

This could put the Presi-
dent in an awkward position—
assuming yesterday's cubpoena
request is upheld by the courts.
jFor Mr. Ngxon has‘ consistent-
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1y claimed publicly that hej
has given the -prosecutor’s of-'
fice everything :that “it has
asked for. And he-has also in-
dicated more than once that
he is willing to give the Judic-
iary Committee investigators
everything that the prosecutor
gets. To comply with yester-

day’s: requested subpoena
would thus put Mr. Nixon un-
der stronger political pressure
to comply in full with the Ju-
diciary Committee’s requests
as well.

In yesterday’s affidavit to
the court, Jaworski said that
much of the material he is
now =seeking had been re-
quested from the White House
as early as January 9, and that
the request had been repeated
twice since then without re-
ceiving a “definitive response”
from the President’s ‘special
counsel, James\D. St. Clair.
Most of the requested records
had to do with conversations
between the President and
former White House aides H.
R. Haldeman, John Ehrlich-
man and Charles Colson, three
of the.seven defendants in the
cover-up case.” ~ -
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The prosecutor argued that
the material contained, “or is
likely to contain”, evidence
that would either  be
“relevant” to the prosecution’s
case or possibly “helpful” to
one of more of the defendants.

Although the -Watergate
cover-up trial is not scheduled
to begin until September 9, Ja-

--worskl asked Judge Sirica. to
Tequire a reply from the Presi-
.dent by April 23, contending
that examination of the mate.
rial is an “arduous and time
consuming process and should
be commenced at the earliest
possible opportunity.” .

The prosecutor’s affidavit
noted that it would be neces-

thoroughly to see what part of
it would actually be used in
the court room and that tran-
scripts would have to be made
of any relevant tapes. More:
over, he said, if the White
House chooses to contest the
subpoena in the courts, as it
did in the case of the first re-
quest for such material from
Jaworski’s predecessor, Archi-
bald Cox last July, this, too,
would take time. “It would be
best for all concerned that
such litigation be initisted
promptly,” he told the
“In order to avoid the possibil-
ity of postponing the trial”
This is Jaworski’s second re-
sort to a subpoena to acquire
White House documénts. Last
March 15, he asked for a réla-

ing on the “sale” of ambassa-
dorships and these were
handed over two weeks. later.
Yesterday’s action culminated
a much more prolonged effort
to get material which the pros-
ecutor’s office has argued: was
not essential to the grand jury
or to the securing of an indict-
ment but which it thought
would be needed in the con-

'duct of the cover-up trial it-

self.

' With his affidavit, the prose-
cutor igcluded coples of a one-
sided correspondence with St.
Clair which began on January
9 of this year. with a request
for of 25 epecified
Presidential meetings and tel-

counted in a letter to the Sen-
ate Judiciary Committee on
Feb..14, the White House two
weeks later asked for a state-
ment of “particularized need”
in each case, which was fur-
nished that same day — to-
gether with a request for re-
cordings of two additional con-
versations.

On March 12, Jaworsk re-
newed his request in a second
letter to St. Clair, adding de-
mands for a few more record-
ings and asking for a firm an-
swer by March 18 and deliv-
ery of the material by June
15. Although there apparently
were some conversations back
and forth, St. Clair still' had

sary to “analyze” the material

notice in a third letter to St.
Clair that “in accordance with
my responsibility to secure a
prompt and fair trial for the
goverhment and the- defend-
ants,” he would fell it neces-
sary to seek a subpoena on
April 16. e

By this-" time the White
‘House argument for delay in
the release of Watergatere-
‘lated material had taken a
‘new turn. Where once the
‘President had been arguing

‘that he would give the House:

iJudiciary Committee only as
much as he gave the special
prosecutor, St. Clair was :hotv
/indicating. according to e
|Jaworski letter of April 11,
that' the White House would

tive handful of records

which time Jaworski  served'
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give “the " prosecutor’s office
only as’ much material as it
was giving the House Judiciary
Committee — but presumably
no more. ) . -
There is a significant over-
lap in what the special pro-
secutor and the House com-
mittee are seeking. The.pro-
secutor’s request for- records
of 64 individual converss-
tions, both by telephone and
face to face, are catalogued
as 48 separate items, largely
by -the date on which they.
took place, and of these 48
items, some 17 are included
among the House committee’s
requests. . : :
In’ the hectic ma
just -before the committee

voted to‘ issue a subpoena

ephone conversations. As Ja
subsegquently

TS

last Thursday, St. Clair offer-
ed to yield up, without a
subpoena, the records of con.
versations involving Mr. Nix-
on, Haldeman, Ehrlichman
and former White House
tounsel John W. Dean II1,
which took place between Feb.
20-and March 30, 1973. (These
items are also among those
sought by Jaworski Yesterday.)

But St. Clair's offer did not
include the records of a series
of conversations, involving the
President and Haldeman and
Ehrlichman between Apri]l 14}
and Apri} 17, 1973, which the
Judiciary Committee was also
seeking. And these conversa-
tiong comprise 11 of the items |
on Jaworski’s list which ac |
companied his subpoena re-|
quest yesterdszy., -

not responded, in a “defini.
tive” way, by April ii, at




