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Watergate Grand Jury

By BEN A. FRANKLIN
. Special to The New York Times -

WASHINGTON, June 29—The
foreman of the Watergate grand
jury said today that the jury
had received a flurry of re-
quests from private citizens
for Watergate-related investi-
gations and indictments.

"The foreman, Elmer B. Rog-
ers, said in an interviw that the
cofnplaining citizens félt they
were getting a negative or non-
commital response from the
‘Watergate special prosecutors
and had ‘thus -resorted to -an
obscure statutory right to ap-
proach the grand jury directly
instead. )

Few of the complaints re-
ceived directly by the 23-mem-
ber grand jury seem likely to
be given more than cursory
examination, and, as far as is
‘know, none has yet resulted in

Is Receiving Requests From Private Citizens for Investigation

|

| According to Mr. Rogers, a
54-year-old- civilian physicist
with the Army here, the panel
expects to complete its 18-
month term and be dissolved
Thursday. He would not say
whether any indictments would

|be forthcoming before then.

The right of citizens to go
directly to grand juries is a
concept of English common law
and the United States Code
designed to endow grand juries
as a “people’s tribunal” against
possible corruption or malfea-
sance in the judicial or prosecu-
torial offices.

Mr. Rogers said there had
been “A great many” direct
communications to the jury
since published reports three
weeks ago that a citizens ac-
tion group in suburban Virginia
had succeeded, after years of
inaction by Federal prosecutors

on their ‘complaints, in present-
ing a full day of sworn testimo-
ny about alleged criminal acts
directly to the grand jury. The
Watergate prosecutor’s “office
had rejected the citizens’ pre-
sentation in earlier interviews.

Apparently not all the citiz-
ens who have written to the
grand jury or its foreman have
beén successful. Explaining
that Section 1504 of Title 18
of the United States Code al-
lows direct’ communication
with and private requests to
appear before an otherwise" se-

the Virglnia group pursued this
route with Mr. Rogers and. re-
ceived the Watergate grand ju-
ry’s invitation to appear on
June 12. 3 : i

In five hours of testimony—
with a Federal prosecutor pre-
sent as an observer, but not
in his usual role of convenor
and conductor of grand jury
business—two ‘of the’ Virginia
citizens, Arlyn E. Unzicker and
Julian C." Holmes; sought to
persuade the grand jury to in:
crecy-shrouded Federal grand dict a dozen top  Federal law
jury, Mr. Rogers said that his'enforcement ‘officials, iricluding
practice as foreman had been!Attorney General Edward H.

to submit all communications Levi and the current Watergate,

and requests to the jury for|prosecution -chief, Henry S,
avote. ) ! Tﬂi? )
The grand jury foreman, They charged malfeasance by

would not say how many re-the officials for not prosecuting
quests had been honored by|the citizens’ earlier complaints
the jury. - linvolving a construction disast-

jtions on which the statute of
{limitatiohs has expired. ,
| Mr. Unzicker and Mr. Holmes
nd tried for nedrly three years
{to interest state or Federal
.prosecutors in what they con-
tended’ was ““hard evidence”
of the culpability -of a major
#émmimmnos construction -and
'real estate company in the col-
lapse .of the Skyline Plaza
Building in 1973, which killed
14 workers. .

The two men, along with
Marian K. ‘Agnew, were also
|unable earlier this year to en-
igage the Watergate prosecutors
jin presenting to the grand jury
what they said was evidence of
violations of Federal campaign
contribution laws by officials
of the same construction com-

It is . known, however, thatler in the’ Sam.::m suburbs, ac-Holmes grand jury appearance,

others began to come forward
with-appeals- to present evi-
dence.

One request that Mr. Rogers
acknowledged — because the
complaining citizen had already
made public his letter to the
foreman—came from John J.
Harter, a career foreign service
officer at the State Department
who haid he had also failed to

UWEV\. i .
After reports

of the Unzicker-

interest the Watergate prosecu-
tors in his allegations.

Mr. Harter said in an inter-
view that he had delivered to
the foreman at his home here
a three-page letter on June 10
requesting a grand jury inves-
tigation of William B. Macom-
ber Jr., a former Deputy Under
Secretary of State who is now
the United States Ambassador
to Turkey.

The letter sets forth com-

plaints. and allegations abou
Mr. Macomber’s activities a
the former top managemen
executive of the State Depart
ment that have largely bee
aired before—that during th
Nixon Administration he author
ized wiretaps of the telephone
of State Department employes
for example, Mr. Harter tol
the grand jury in his lette
that the taps were illegal. .
Mr. Harter said that he ha,
followed his letter with a lon
telephone call and a persona
interview with Mr. Rogers. M
Rogers declined to say whethe
the grand jury had voted t
summon Mr. Harter for fur
ther explanations of his com
plaint. The foreman would say
only that “as time permits

am sending him a receipt fo
the communication.”

‘an indictment.




