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Washington Post Staff Writers

One of Vice President
Spiro T. Agnew’s lawyers
said yesterday that Agnew’s
attorneys are closely study-
ing President Nixon’s re-
sponse to a subpoena for
presidential tapes and docu-
ments as they prepare to ad-
vise Agnew on whether he
should turn over his per-
sonal financial records to
federal prosecutors in Balti-
more.

The lawyer, Judah Best,
said the President’s lawyers’
response to the subpoena by
Spegial Watergate Prosecu—

tor Archlbald CoX was a :

“significant” and “most illu-
minating” document to the
Vice President’s lawyers.

Best’s remarks were the

strongest indication yet that
Agnew’s lawyers will advise
him to refuse to turn over
the documents on the
grounds of executive ' privi-
lege and the doctrine of sep-
aration of powers.

Best, however, urged cau-
tion in drawing conclusions
about Agnew’s ultimate re-
sponse to the request for
the records, noting that the
Vice President told a press
conference last week that he
would not “blindly foliow”

. his lawyers’ advice ’n the

case.

The request for- Agnew’s
personal financial records
swas contained inias]
hvered Aug. 2 to ‘Rest frorm

" the office’ of George: Beall i

the U.S. attorney for Marv-
land. The letter informed
Agnew that he is under in-

tter de-. 7 .
" tapes and ‘documents, filed"

vestigation for possible vio-
lations of conspiracy, extor-
tion, bribery and tax laws.

Agnew last week pro-
claimed his innocence of
any wrongdoing and voiced
confidence in the criminal
Jjustice system.

Agnew’s lawyers are ex-
pected to respond to Beall’s
request for the financial re-
cords within the next week.
Best said yesterday the law-
yers have not yet recom-
mended to the Vice- Presi-
dent how he should respond
to the request, but would do
so this week.

In, then response ;o the
subpoena ifor. pres1dent1aL

Tuesday in U.Ss Dhstrict |
Court in Washington, law-
yers for President Nixon ar-
gued that to turn over the |

tapes and documents to
Watergate prosecutors would
do irreparable damage to
the office of the presidency.
“The threat -of potential
disclosure of any and all
conversations would make it
virtually impossible. for
President Nixon or his suc-
cessors in that great office
to function,” the President’s
lawyers said in a brief filed
with the court.
“Beyond that,”
yers argued, “a holding that
the President is personally
subject to the orders of a
court would effectively de-
stroy the status of the exec-

"utivesibraieh s «am: equials

- and:coordinate element, of

. government.” A court érder

to compel disclosure of the

tapes and documents, they
added, K would result in
“PROBE, From B1

- poweriul - -Democrats.

V.

"target of the growing inves-
tlgatlon of ~Maryland politi-
*cal figures. .

“The investigation began
seven moanths ago and in-
itially focuised en Dale An-
derson, Agnew’s suceessor
in 1966 as the county exec-’
vum’ve 0f Bailtimore County
‘and one. of Maryland’s most

The
Bailtimore County aspeet of

the probe was into allega-

“tions that eash kickbacks
were passed from contrac-

the law-

“severe  and
damage” to “the institution
of the presidency.”

Best said yesterday there
are certain parallels in the
legal questions raised by the
Watergate subpoena and the
request for the Vice Presi-
dent’s financial- records.
Asked if there. were not a
difference between the pres-
idential . tapes and docu-
ments being sought in the
Watergate case and the

wholly personal records re-

quested by Beall, Best said:
“That distinction can be

question 1s

drawn. The

fice isstied ‘a terse statement
saying the Vicé President
was under investigation and
that he was innocent of

irreparable .

s ounder'! 11:1‘
leased:
ilearned of  the -letter from

Executive Privilege

wrongdoing, it was still not
clear what specific allega-
tions the federal prosecutors
were probing.

According to sources fa-
miliar with the case, the in-
vestigation centers on alle-
gations that private engi-
neering and architectural
firms  were improperly
awarded federal -contracts
during Agnew’s term as
Vice President, and that
similar improprieties occur-
red when Agnew was gover-
nor of Maryland.

Agnew’s announcement
Monday night that he was
Stlg"atlon was_re-,
tafter e 1eporters

Beall’s office notifying the
Vice President that he was a

See PROBE, BY, Col. 1

GEORGE BEALL
E 'request_s' }'ecords

tors and engineering firms
to Baltimore County offi-
cials during Anderson’s ad-
ministration, according to
sources.

At some point ‘in the

‘probe, the focus shifted to

Agnew, apparently . begin-
ning with his two years as
governor of Maryland from
1967 through 1968, when he
was elected Vice President.
Agnew was county execu-
tive of Baltimore County
from 1962 to 1966.

The investigators from

Beall's” office,” meanwhile,
broadened their probe Fri-
day by issuing three new
subpoenas’ for records in-
volving Agnew’s

his activities as. governor.

One of the . subpoenas was
served on the division engi-"
neers’ office of the Federal_

Highway Administration in
Baltiznore. It - demanded
production of all records

and . documents relating. to~

federally assisted highway
projects in Maryland be-

~ering
© which include Agnew’s en-
political
campaigns in Maryland and

tween'Jan. 1, 1967, and Dec."

'31,1972.

A similar subpoena cov-
the same years—

tire term as governor—was
-served earlier on officials of -
the Maryland State High-
way Administration.

The other subpoenas is--
sued Friday were for pro-
duction of all of Agnew’s "
campaign financing records
at the state board of elec-
tion laws, and all of the doc-
uments relating to Agnew’s
years as governor ‘that are
stored at the Maryland Hall
of Records in Annapolis.

Dr. Morris L. Radoff,
Maryland’s archivist an.d re-’
cords administrator, said the
subpoena he received - or-
dered him to bring the Ag-
new gubernatorial records
to Baltimore Thursday and
to testify before a federal
grand jury there.

The subpoena served : on
Radoff contained the first-
mention of possible grand




jury testimony involving:the
Vice President. When news
of the Agnew investigation
became public last week,
sources familiar with the
case said that the probe was
in its preliminary stages and
that no testimony invelving
the Vice President had bedn
presented to a.grand jury. }
Only grand juries, not
prosectors, may indict a per-
son oh criminal eharges.
The significance of ‘grand,

jury ‘testimony d"recﬂy per-:

taining to Agnew is that it
would likely sigmal a move
by the prosectors te seek an
indictment in the case.
Moreover, in such 'a politi-
cally sensitive investigation,
‘U.S. Attorney Beall is be-
lieved almost certain to in-
sist on clearance from Attor-
ney General Elliott Richard-
son before takinmg evidence
involving the Vice President
to-a grand jury. Beall and
“his staff of young assistant
prosectors are known to

have met several times last
week with" Riehardson and
other high ranking Justice
Department: officials.

One source familiar with
thie: caser said: yesterday the
prosectors: have indicated
that- theyr do net- actually
plan to:bring Radoff before
the. grand jury Thursday.
The- subpoena. was issued
onlyv to. gain. akcess- to- the
records-held'by Radoff, this
source said!

Radoff said:yesterday the
stibpoena: he” received’ also
directedhimto’ produee-any
records-he holds relating to
Jerome B: Wolff.

Wolffy;. 55, president: of
Greiner Environmental Sys-
tems, Inc., is a key figure in
the investigation. He
worked. for Agnew briefly
when: Agnew- was Baltimore
County executive, was ap-
poirtted! head off the Mary-
Iand: State Roads Commis:
storby Agnew when he was
governor; and’ also worked

on Agnew’s vice presidential

cstaff until 1970.

Federal prosectors are be-
lie%ed most interested in
Wolff’s role with the Stfate
Roads Commission. The
bulk of the records subpoe-
naed by the prosectors have
to .do with highway con-
struction projects begun
when Agnew. was governor
and Wolff headed the com-
mission.

Wolff said thro‘ugh his
lawyer last week that he

was being “compelled to tes- .

tify as a witness before the
grand jury ...” in_connec-
tion with the case, Wolff ac-
cording to sources, was told
by prosectors that if he did
not testify, presumably in
return for lenient treat-
ment, he would be granted
so-called ‘“use immunity,” re-
quiring him by law to testify
and shielding him from
prosecution arising directly
from his statements.

It was not known when

Wolff would_be. called be-
fore the grand jury. And
since Wolff was a key figure
in the' probe even before the

- investigation’s focus- Shlfted

to Agnew, it was not known
whether he would be asked
to testify about th Vice
President. :

However, Wolff Sy state-
ment, coupled with the sub-
poenas issued last week to
state and federal agencies,
appeared to indicate’ that
the prosecutors were mov:
ing quickly in the case ‘and
may begin to present  evi- -
dence relating to Agnew to
a grand jury soon. s

Because of the extracrdi-
nary sensitivity of the’inves-
tigation, the prosecutors in
Beall's office have, refused
to comment about ‘the case
and last week took the ex-
traordinary step of Lssumg a
joint press release saying
they were not the source of
leaks to the press concern-
ing the case.




