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Complaint
Is Sent to
Senate Unit

By William Chapman
Washingson Post Staff Writer
Watergate Special
Prosecutor Leon Jaworski
charged yesterday that
President Nixon’s legal

counsel was trying to

“undercut” his role as an
independent prosecutor of
the Watergate crimes.

Herevealed that the coun-
sel, James D. St. Clair, had
claimed in secret legal pro-
ceedings” that Jaworski: had
no right. to try to subpoena
tapes and documents relat-
ed to pres1dentlal conver~
sations. i

Such a position, Jaworsk1
wrote, threatened to make

“fal;ce” of his status as-a
congressionally sanctioned in-
dependent prosecutor desig-
nated to get to the bottom
of Watergate.

The clash between Jawor-
ski and Mr. Nixon’s chief
Waﬁergate lawyer raised the
possibility of another head-
on collision of the sort that

-led to’ the:firing last Oct. 20

of Jaworski’s - predecessor

! 'Archlbald Cox.*

" Cox was dismissed. ihile

; ’tms attempting to. sub-

“poena tapes of»-pres.tdentlal .
gnvelsatmns and the la “st
confrontation grows out of

i prec1sely the same s1tuat1on

‘Former Attorney General

Elhot L. Richardson, who re-

“signed his post Oct. 20 after

haVing refused a préesiden-
tial order to fire Cok, said
vesterday of the'’ Jaworskr
letter: “Thig sounds to me
like when/Mr. Cf% came in
— and went out.”

Jaworski’s. charge .. was
_cont med m 4% . strongly

enate J uamlary

that Jaworski had full: “poOw-
“trail wherever it might lead.
ceiving the letter, called a
special meeting of the Judi-

ciary Committee for this af:’
ternoon, sources said. He

Jaworski to stand by in case

See JAWORSKI A‘ Col 1

Eastland, shortly after. re- .

T B

Committee. Members of that .
committee had been assured

ers to follow' 'the Watergate

was reported to have in- .
structed both St. Clair and -
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worski" wants:ithe mater1a1
for the upcoming trial of top
government offtc1als~ wac-
‘cused’ of ! covermg up. the
Viﬁatergate break-in. i
: §,U. S. Distriet’ Court Judce
hixJ, Slrlca yesterday up-
;held that sﬁ'bpoena over the
‘Presxdent’s obJectlons tand

N appeals

jordered. the .material turned
fover, subJect to higher court

P Durmg tile closed }J,ear—-‘,"

“ﬁ Hes o the subpoena Ja- .,

worski v

§the matter of this obtalmng
FHhe tapes in ..questiont in-
ivolved: ¢

*‘dispute ot

unsel for: the
2 the‘argument
f‘b’efore Jud, ,it is the
@Presuient’s contentmn ‘that
‘he has:u timate: -authority to
‘determine’ when to prose-
eute, ‘whom. to prosecute

‘rote St. -Clair’ at--

declared: +“As -

i "Inpted to! eIalm that ‘the -
dsbeclal ‘prosécutor “had‘ no .

1ntra-execut1ve :

rand with what ev1dence to :

,prosecute .

fid

,“!, Such a pos1t10n , (he, added 7

»ary Commlttee at the i
pf his appomtment &
Thi ;cutou i sald St

' grven vto h1m by the Pres1~'
dent’s chief of staff Alexan-

der M. Haig Jr.
He quoted a letter to ‘him

it
€

from St. Clalr in whlcb ‘the :

President’s: “ counsel ‘said:

“The fact that the Pre51dent

has chosen to resolve thls is-
“sue by Jud1c1a1 oetermma
tion and not by a umlateral

exercise of his const1tut1onal
powers, is ev1dEnce of the
President’s good faith.”

~in the guidelines,

aWOrskl Savs

Jaworski said in his: letter
to Eastland: “Of course, un-
der Mr. St. Clair’s approach
this would make the assur-

4nce of the right to take the |
President to court an.idle ;
and empty one. Counsel to .
the President, by asserting -

that ultlmately I am subject
to the President’s direction
in these matters, is attempt-

ing t6 undercut the inde-

pendence carefully set forth
which
were reissued upon my ap-
pointment with the express
consent of the President.”
Throughout the letter, Ja-

worski did not ascribe St. :
Clair’s legal claims d1rect1y

to Mr. Nixon. However, St-*
* Clair has repeatedly insisted

that he speaks for the Presi-
dent in all Watergate litiga-
tion matters.

Jaworski  added: “To
adopt Mr. St. Clair’s version
would give rise to this ano-
maly—the President has no
objection” to the spec1a1
-.prosecutor filing his actiion
against him but once filed;
" the President will stop' the
special prosecutor from pro-
eeeding with it. by having

h1s counsel move: &Q d1smlss

§is é’vents that 'Ja-

N the secret hearmg
Sirica said that the- ‘fPreSI-
dent, thtough St. \,Ialr had
mamt:é‘ined that the (ilspute
over White House tapes “is
an 1ntra~branch controversy

] v(rholly within the jurisdie-
i tion of the executlve branch

to resolve.” -~
Slrlca sided with Jaworsk1
and ruled ihat that’ argu-

.. ment “has no application to

‘the present situation.” He
"noted that the special prose-
cutor has special powers

Ski described as” odcur- -

and full-authority to deter- "

mine “whether or not to
contest the
‘executive privilege.”” Mr,
Nixon had tried to. claim
that executive privilege pro-
tected: him from the ‘Jawor-

. ski subpoena

“The special prosecutor’s
independence has' been af-
firmed :and reaffirmed - by
the President and hlE ~repre-
sentat;ves ” Sirica wrote in
‘the opinion.

Jaworski, in his Ietter to

. Eastland said that Haig, af-

ter: consulting with Mr.
leon promlsed him he
wotild - “have the rlght to

assertion of °

 special brosecutor’s,

press. legal proceedings
against the President if I
concluded it was necessary
to do so0.”

Jaworski noted that he
had explained that pledge of
independence when he was
questloned by the Judiciary
Commlttee last winter.:

Jaworski a]so said that
- former acting attorney. Gen-
eral Robert Bork had told
him " it was “absolutely
clear” that he was “free to
go to.court to press for addi-
tional tapes or presidential
Jbapers” if he deemed xt nec-
essary

¢ Bork, the sohator gen-
eral had taken over the Jus-
. tice Department Oct. 2 after
Richardson and Deputy At-
torney  Gemeral William
Ruckelshaus resizned rather
than obey the instruction to

fire Cox.

Rlchardson, informed : of
the ‘new: ‘confrontation, said
yes‘cerday “This sotinds:to
m,ahke when Mr. Cox came
ini-and went out. I would
have thought that with the
renewed examination of the
guide-
lines that. went into the
hearlncs dn le21slat10n to
wmake the position -appoin-
tive by a court, that no con-
ceivable question could ‘re-
‘main as to the right of the
special brosecutor to cha
lenge an assertion of execu-
tive privilege.”

In arguing that Jaworski
had no standing in court in

“an 1ntra-execut1ve dlspute ”

Rlchardson sa1d St Clan
was using’ ‘the'same ‘basic ar-
gument that former White
House legal adviser Charles -
Alan erght had tned un-
wsuccessfully 'to use against
“‘Cox when Cox ‘sought a sub-

“poena: for White House ﬁpes
i <1iast year.

“*Jaworski recalled; in his

letter to Eastland, that he

had promised the Juc1c1ary
Committee to notify it of
any attempt by the Presi-
dent to cn‘cumvent or re-
strict his jurisdiction or in-
derendence. Therefore, he
added, he: felt constralned to
adwse ‘the co*nmﬁtee of St.
Clair’s * argument that he
had no right to take legal
action against the President.



