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. washington, n0v.! WASH-
‘INGTON, Nov. 8 (AP)—A una-
nimous Federal appeals court,
praising Judge John J. -Sirica,
‘upheld  today the burglary,
.wiretapping and conspiracy
:conviction of G. Gordon Liddy,
:one of the seven original
"Wiatergate defendants.

| The seven judges of the Ap-
:peals Court for the District of
:Columbia said that Judge Sirica
'had acted “in the highest tradi-
‘tion of his office as a Federal
.judge” in cross-examining wit-
inesses in- the' original Water-
igate trial.

. All seven of the woriginal
iWatergate defendants have ap-
ipeals pending. Mr. Liddy’s was
(the first'to be acted on.

¢ In their 33-page decision, the
:judges said a trial judge has the
‘right to ferret out any testimo-
ny “he believes to be perjurious
or highly questionable.”

Principals inthe Watergate
scandal have admitted lying at
the trial in trying to cover up
the role of White House aides
and Nixon re-election commit-
tee officials in the June 17,
1972, break-in at ‘Democratic
National Committee headqa
headquarters.

During the first trial, Judge
Sirica not only extensively
questioned Hugh Sloan, treasu-
rer of the Nixon finance com-
mittee, when the jury was out
of the room, but read Mr.
Sloan’s testimony to the jurors
when they returned. :
{ In supporting Judge Sirica’s
@aggressiveness during the trial,

the appeals court said
may recall or question witnes-
ses at will “to remove or dilute
the pollution of a trial by testi-
mony he believes to be perjuri-
ous or highly questionabhle.”
. The decision said that obtain-
ing truthful testimony is parti-
cularly important when “the
case. involves the integrity of
the nation’s political system.”
It declared: “Judge Sirica’s
palpable search for truth in
such a trial was not only per-
missible, it was in the highest
tradition of his office as g Fe-
deral judge. And although his
execution of this objective pre-
sented problems, as must be
acknowledged, they were not|
the kind that deprived defen-
dants of a fair trial.”

a judge

Until three weeks ago, Mr.
Liddy had. been imprisoned
since his first Watergate con-
viction. He had refused to testi.
fy before grand juries investi-.
gating ‘the scandal and had
been jailed for contempt. He lis
now free on $5,000 bond.

His lawyer, Peter Maroulis,
said his client would remain
free pending formal notification
of the decision today, as well as
a decigion on whether to appeal
the rpling to the Supreme
Court. .

Mr. Liddy, a former agent of
the Federal Bureau of Investi-
gation and counsel to the Nixon
finance committee, was sen-
tenced on March 23, 1973, to a
jail term of six years and eight

months to 20 years and was
fined $40,000.




