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Watergate Special Prose-
cutor Leon Jaworski hai is-
sued a subpoena to the 
White House for additional 
documents that bear on the 
administration scandalS. 

The subpoena is the lirst 
directed at the President 
since last•July, when former 

Prosecutor Archi-
bald Co • dernand4f''tape 
recordings of nine prMiden- _ 

tial conversations and was 
turned down. 

Jaworski would not reveal 
what was requested in the 
new subpoena, but it wa'S 
understood to cover mate-
rial sought by .federal grand 
jurieS that are investigating 
the adminstration's settle 
ment of antitrust cases 
against International Tele-
phone and,Telegraph Corp., 
contributions of $427,500 to 
Mr. Nixon's re-election cam- 

i 
cam- 

paign by three big .441fr3 
farm' cooperatives, an 	he 
controversial 	182/2-Mlitit■ 
gap in one of the White 
House Watergate tapes. 

The special prosecutor's 
office would not say if tape 
recordings are included in 
tI4 material sought. 
Jaworski's subpoena, was 

issued last Friday but was 
not disclosed until yester- 
day. The subpoena says the 
White House must comply 
bytMonday. 
, The White House said the 
special prosecutor's sub-
poena was under considera-
tion, but presidential aides 
gave no hint of the likely re-
sponse. 

The President has as-
serted adamantly in several 
recent public appearances—
one as recently as Tuesday 
in Houston—that he has 
given Jaworski all the mate 
rial needed to complete the 
Watergate 	investigation. 
The White House said, Mr. 
Nixon was aware of the sub-
poena when he spoke in 
Houston at the NationakAs-
sociation of Broadcasters. 

Despite the firmness of 
Nixon's stand on the is-

sue, White House deputy 
press secretary Gerald L. 
Warren said yesterday that 
no consideration was being 
given to firing Jaworski. 

Jaworski refused to spec-
ify which -documents are 
covered in the subpoena, 
other than to say, "It obvi-
ously relates to one of the  

areas we're  investigating." 
Sources  in the WateVate 

special prosecution lhece, 
however; noted that the 
grand jury summons was 
not a trial subpoena, which 
eliminates any material rela-
ting to the cover-up of the 
June 17, 1972, break-in at 
Democratic National Com-
mittee headquarters, or to 
the break-in of the office of . 
Daniel Ellsberg's psychia 
trist in Los Angeles. Both oT 
those' cases are awaiting ,  trial. 

If the summons had been 
a trial subpoena, it would 
have been signed by a judge 
and, along with supportive 
affidavits, would have been 
on file in U.S. ' District 
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Court. In this instance, it 
does not have to he made 
public. 

That limits the possibili-
' ties. 

One grand • jury empan-
eled in Augest is investi-
gating the ITT. milk fund 
and campaign finance eases, 
while another panel is ex-
ploring, at the request of 
jUdge. John J. Sirica, why 
the 13,i minutes are miss-
ing from a June 20, 1072, 
gape-recorded conversation 

tween Mr. Nixon and for-
Wer White House domestic 
'affairs adviser John D. , 
Ohman. 

Jaivorski, who signed the 
'Subpoena, refused to say 
Which grand jury had asked 
that it be issued. 

"It'll ripen in a few days," 
lie ' told 	He was at 
the U.S. courthouse for a 
Court of Appeals hearing on 
whether a sealed report 
ribm the original Watergate 
grand jury should be turned 
over to the House Judiciary 
committee for its impeach-
therit •inquiry on President :The subpoena, it was 
leafed, simply lists An ab-
iri,*5:;ted form the material 

sOlight. Jaworski's views on 
the legal justification for ,  

!requests  already haYe 
be'Olf given to the White 

according to a 
spokesman for the special prosecutor's office. 

The subpoenaed material 
reportedly is among the 
tapes and documents that 

1111.,.1 Nixon's lawyers, after 
weeks of fruitless bareain-
ing with Jaworski and ° his 
staff, flatly refused last 
month to turn over to the 
special prosecutor. 

On the basis of an invita-
tiOn by the Senate Judiciary 
Cqfinnittee to consider any 
diSputes between Jaworski 
atm the'• White House over 
evidence, the special prose-
cutor complained last month 

the committee's chair-
in,an. Sen. James 0. East-
land (D-Miss.), that repeated 
requests for a wide range of 
tapes and documents vital 
to several investigations had 
been rejected.  

Jaworski-  said that, 27 
:tapes and decuinentstfot 
included in last Fi•iday's 
5Ubpoena7—were needed to 
fUtther the„invetigation of 
the'WtititatiebreaMn, and  

that still more tapes and 
documents were needed for 
inquiries into • the milk fund 
case and other investiga-
tions. 

The special prosecutor in-
dicated at the time that he 
considered the material im-
portant enough to warrant. 
subpoenas after the initial 
Watergate indictments had 
been returned by the grand 
jury. 

If the President and his 
attorneys decide to refuse to 

.comply with the new sub-
poena, a special prosecutor's 
office source said, Jaworski 
could ask the court to issue 
an order reqiuring . the 
White House to show cause 
wny it should not he com-
pelled to comply. in that 
case, the contents of the 
subpoena would be made 
public. 

A show cause order could 
lead to the same kind of 
confrontation that ended in 
Mr. Nixon's firing of origi-
nal Special Prosecutor Cox 
Oct. 20. 

Between-  now and Mon-
day, the White House law-
yers could seek an extension 
of the subpoena's returnable 
date. James D. St. Clair, spe-
cial counsel to the Presi-
dent, could not be reached 
for comment yesterday. 

When asked whether 
- more subpoenas would be is-• 
sued for additional evi-
dence, Jaworski said, "There 
could well be." He said, 
"Such subpoenas are going 
to be issued for evidence we 
feel is material," 

In a regular White House 
briefing yesterday, Warren 
was asked why press secre- • 
tarj,  Ronald L. Ziegler on 

-Wednesday denied to a re-
porter that a new subpoena 
had been received. Warren 
said he could not explain 
and that he felt that any at-
tempt to do so in Ziegler's 
absence would be unfair. 

Later, the White House 
quoted as having told the re-
porter be was unaware of 
any subpoena and would 
have to check. 


