By George Lardner Jr.

W&iﬁmmon Post Stalf Writer o
White House lawyer Jamés
D. St. Clair said yesterday
that Presidenf -Nixon will re:|
sist ‘an immediate Supreme
Court showdown over - Hi§|

Watefgate tapes even if'it
means delaying the Watergite
cover-up trial. )
St. Clair told reporters.
he felt the constitutional issues
involved “ought to be care-
fully considered” first by’ the
U.S. Circuit Court of Appeal
here? - A
The Supreme Court, mean-
while, announced that the
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| Clair had promised it “by
] ThllI’Sday.”

The justices have a confer-
ence each Friday. A decision
on whether they will grant re-
view and agree to consider the

erits of the case could come
~then. '

The court’s brief announce- -

ment also indicated that Asso-

ciate Justice William H. Rehn- -
quist has decided to disqualify

‘himself from any rulings on
the issue. The court said
;Rehnquist “took no part” in
the request to St. Clair.

The court gave no reason
- f§or Rehnquist’s decision, but
he had told a group of stu-
dents last year that he proba-
bly would not participate in
any cases involving former At-

White House will respond for-
mally by Thursday to Water-
gate Special Prosecutor Leon
Jaworski's attempts to have
the high court consider the;
case out of turn. :
At issue is Jaworski’s sub-
poena for the tapes.and any,
other' records of 64 White
|House conversations, almost|

all of them involving Mr.

Nixon. :
Pressing for an immediate

‘constitutional confrontation,

Jaworski appealed directly ‘to!
the Supreme Court on Friday
in an effort to force the Prési-
dent” to surrender the evi-
dence. for the Watergate
cover-up trial of seven of Mr.
Nixon’s former top aides and
‘ campaign advisers. L

Jawoérski predicted that %1;5
trial, now set for Sept.?,

would have to be delayed until
the spring of 1975 unless the

torney General John N. Mit-
thell, \who is one of the de-
fendants accused of the cover-
tip conspiracy. Rehnquist was:
an assistant attorney general
under Mitchell when President
Nixon appointed him to the
Supreme Court in the fall of
1971,

Officially, the new tapes dis-.
pute is still before the Court
of Appeals. : ‘
_ US. District Court Judge'
John J. Sirica ordered the
President last week to surren-
der the records of all 64 con-
versations for his private in-
spection. He said Jaworskj had
'made a sufficiently compelling
case at secret court hearings
' to warrant their production.
Mr. Nixon’s lawyers went to
|the Court of Appeals Friday
afternoon with a sealed peti-l
‘tion asking that the Presi-|

{

. the U.S. courthouse here yes-

j'protest immediate Supreme
Court review. Reminded that
the President had said months
ago that “one year of Water-
gate is enough,” St.
veplied:

“As far as these cases are
eoncerned, they raise constitu-
tional issues that ought to be
carefully considered by the
courts. And I think that it
would be. appropriate that
these matters not be shortcut-
ted.”

St. Clair said he did not|

know whether this would de-
lay the Watergate cover-up
trial, but when reiminded of
Jaworski’s statements that it
would, the White House law-
yer replied:

“So be it. There is still an
important constitutional issue
that must be resolved and re-
solved properly.”

Jaworski. contends that the
Court of Appeals settled es-
sentially the same issues be-
fore it when it ordered Mr.
Nixon last fall to surrender
the reocrds of nine Watergate
conversations for the Water

Clair

'y terday, St. Clair confirmed .
- | ;that the White House would

i
i
'

dent’s claim of executive privi-, gate grand jury here. Speak-
lege be upheld and that Siricaﬁ ing of the 64 conversations at
be directed to vacate his or! issue this time, the prosecutor
| der. Jaworski leapfrogged the ! said that he has already shown
move an hour later by asking| Judge-Sirica 'proable causé to
the Supreme Court.to take| believe that:ithe -discussions,
a|over under rules. governing| all but; oneof them, involving

‘“imperative public| Mr.. Nixon, occurred’ in the

1 ‘cases of ' 4 ]
—___ importance.” c¢ourse of a “criminal conspir-

.|Court of Appeals can be

i passed.

In.a quick followup  togJa-.

1 worski’s petition, the Supi mi
i

5 bY‘

_In remarks to reporters at! acy.” |



