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1) awerskl Defends

udge

By JohnP. MacKenZIe
Washington POS1;_ Staff Writer
Denouncing - charges. of
" bias against U.S. District
Court.Judge John J. Sirica
as speculatwe -and “seurri-
lous,” - Watergate Special
Prosecutor Leon Jaworskl
yesterday - defended 'the
judge’s decision to preside
~ at the Watergate cover-up
trial.

Jaworski told “the US
Court of Appeals that a mo-
tion to disqualify Judge Sir-

‘ica was based on groundless i

-accusations that: the jurist—
nationally famous for help-
ing to break the Watergate

case—had acqulred a prose- |

cutor’s 1nterest in convicting

the seven consplracy defend-

ants.”

The request to replace
Sirica with another ‘judge at
the trial, scheduled for Sept.
9, has been made by lawyers

| -for five of the defendants— :

former Attorney  General
John ‘N, #Mitehell, former
presidential., campalgn Tlaw-
yer Kenneth W. Parkinson

and former White "House '

aides John D._ Ehrlichman,
| Charles W.‘Coison and Gor-
| don. Strachan " ;
Their motmn quoted ex-
tenswely from last year's
Watergate burglary trial
and other public statements
and appearances: by ' the
judge. Also cited was- Siri-
ca’s off-the-hench remark
thz};’g any Watergate defend-
g 8 B L

ant can get a fair trial in
Washington. The defendants
are: seeking a -transfer of
their  trial on grounds of
prejudicial puhllr-lty
Jaworski  denied ‘that
Judge Sirica had an exces-
sive interest in-vindicating
his performance at the ear-
lier trial. "“If - vindication
were sought by the judge,

he :already has been vindi--
b “cated?. by..grand jury pro-

ceedmgs following up leads

from the trial,. the prosecu-

tor 'said. =
The prosecutor

~tional .-hero”

gested that. Judge.
~refer the defense motion to

apphed L

the “seurrilous” label to de-
fense arguments that the
‘judge had become “a na-
who  would
“worry about his public im-
-age at the expense of impar:

“tiality on the bench.

Last month Jaworsk1 sug-
Sirica

a U.S. District Court, ass1gn
ment panel, but Sirica re-
fused.  Yesterdayls legal
brief said “the = referral,
though desirable, was “not
legally required.”

Jaworski’s brief relied 211

: ,has g duty to 51t” unless.

-casef;The defense has ar-

S ence

_-Aast; syear adopted the Ameri-

. tion of a judge 1
- “impartiality might reason- f

clearly -disqualified from* a S

. gued that the “duty
principle has been abelished
by the' U.S. Jud1c1a1 Confer-

The “Jddicial Conferenee' )
can ‘Bar - Association’s’ new !
Code of Judicial Conduct, &
which eéalls for disqualifica- s
henever his|

ably be questlened »




