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JOHM DEAN INTERVIEVW

ToM BROKAW: If ever thére was a contemporary authof in
America, wh;Aneeds no introduction, it is John Dean who was counsel
to President Nixon, a man who served him during tBe Watergate
ccverub, who subsequently testified against him, and in fact,'
served time in prison, as a result of hls own role [n watergate.

‘He is now the author of a book called "glind Ambition",

a book about the Vatergate coverup, about the atmosphere in
the White House at the tlme. _ | |

.Mr. Dean is wnth us here on "Today' this morning, vith
Czrl Stern, MBC News Correspondent, who covers the Justtce Depa;tment
for us on a regular basis, and covered, gave much of his Ilfe. .
‘in fact to the coverage of Watergate.

Mr. Dean, first‘of all, there are some néw developments
in ;his book. You describe how President Nixon first raised
the possubol:ty of blocking the initial Congressional investi-
gation, or lnit:al.Congressiona] hearings into Watergate, heérfngs
that Congressman Wright Patman of Texas wanted to call, and
he raises the possibility of using Jerry Fdrd, who was then
House Minority Leader, to block thoée héar?ngs.

Did the White House think of Gerald Ford as.a'stooge?

JOHﬁ'DEAN: I.dOn't think a stooge i; the right vord.

They certainly thdught of Jerry Ford as somebody who viould do

their bidding, when it needed to be done; and with the Patmamuﬂ
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hearings, it was something that concerned all of us at tha;

stage of the coverup very much, and as you wlll recall from the

book, the President says that he wants Ford to get In, and do

his part to block those very untlmely hearings at the time.
BROKAH: One of the ways which you had hoped to put pressure

on Petman was to-deta!l some questionéble campaign contributions

that he may have received, and when you had a dnscussion about

this wnth Bill Ttmmons, who was then heading up the Congressnonal

liaison from the White House, he said: That's a sensitive point,

because Ford may have some problems in that area as dell.

| What were the problems that Gerald Ford may have had,

o

in campaign contributions?

" DEAN: BIl11 did not elabor;te at-the time. He knew that
! had sent one of the lawyers from the re-election committee
to check the records of the members of the Patman'committee;
and | had those, inifact the day ! was in the offlce, talking
‘with Bill about this; and-he said that, John, he sald, | don't»
think this is a very good ldea, becadse some of our guys, and
Jerry, may have some problems along this line; so he said don't
ralse it; and‘l agreed. “

CARL STERN: Perhaps'thé most disturbing matter raised,

though, in your discussion in the book.aboht'Gerald Ford, and

the efforts made to derall the. Fatnan hearings in October of

1972 is the thought that Mr. Ford did have very intunate
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contact with White House staff people, in planning precisely

. —

how to do this. MNow, Mr. Ford testified during his own confirmation

hearings that he didn't have any such contact, or at least,
he didn't recall any. Did Mr. Ford tell the truth about that?
DEAN: VWell, | don't recall, Carl, precisely what Mr.

Ford said at the time of his confirmation hearings to become

Vice President. All I'm recalling are the facts as.l| remember

them, ané-l reﬁember‘very cléarly that Bill Timmons told me

on a numbe;_gj_gﬁggglggg#hbw he was working with ﬁr. Ford, and

Mr. Ford was doing his part, after the.whlte'House started gﬁat

initiatlve. . . e
S——————— .

STERN:W }immons has denied having had any contact w{fh

\
Ford. Who had contact with Ford?

DEAM: Well, 1| don't necessar; say it was Timmons himself

-that was having the contact. But'somébody on his»sfaff—-

'STERN: Who?
“

DEAN: --and it was bick Cook, the man who had once worked

with the Patman Committee, before he had later joined the.WE}te

House--with the individuals.

STERMN: .How do you know that?

DEA;i: Well, | talked to Dick about it. 1t came up in

tL5iliih&lﬂl~£2£lggggﬁlgn_1hal;Dick was & man who had been working

.on it. Bill Timmons, as you'll recall at the time was on the

'So Bi11 was very sensitive about his own involvement in tr

to block the hearings. Dick Cook was the man who did the:
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legwork, and dealt with Hr. Ford, aﬁd the other members of the
Committee.

STERN:* Did he report back as to any of his conversations
with Gerald Ford?

DEAN: To me, or to the White--

STERN: To any me?ting that you wére present at?

DEAN: VWell, of course. Yes. )

STERﬁ: Give me an examplé.

DEAN: Vell, | can recall Dick comtng back, anﬁ telling,
for example, how Jerry was gonng to call a meeting of the m!norlty
members in Les Aaron's offlce, off the House floor, and really
tell them what they should do on the day of the vote,. and how
they should hold together, and things of this nature.’

STERN: And what should they do? They should block those
hgaf!ngs from going forward? |

DEAN? Thét's correct. ’

BROKAVW: Well, now, iet me read you, if | may, Tbm. what
thg tfanscriqt of the Ford confirmation hearings sald. | won‘t
vread the whoie thing. But the question is from Senator Byrd.

"Yere you in contaé; with anyone ét the White House during

_ the period of August to October, 1972, concerning ‘the Patman

Committee's ﬁossible invest?gation of the Watergaté break-1In?

Answer, Mr. Ford: MNot.to my best recollection.'

Do you think Mr. Ford would have recalled that? Is tha;m
. BRI

'likeiy,~that he wouldn't have reca[led it?
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DEAN: 1| would be surprised, If he didn't recall it. He
knew Dick Cook from alpumber of years. He knew Dick Cook worked
at the White House. | would be verybsurprised, if he didn't
knod the White House's interest; in not having those hearlngs‘

go forward. »
‘ STERN: So, do you believe that Mr. Ford did not tell.

the truth, when he said to this committee under oath, that he
did not recall any such contact?

DEAN: 1| bellieve not recollecting is a yery'safe answer
for him. ‘

STERN: My questioh is: .Db you belleve he 11ed?

ADEAN: ! don't want to say that. 1'11 stand on theifacts,v'
as | know them. ‘

BROKAYW: And what are the fact;, as yéu know them, about
the exteﬁt of Gerald'Ford's knowledge of what'had happened during
VWatérgate?'-Did he perceive this as»only a political problem,
probably embarrassing to the Yhite House, or did he understand
- the real nature of what was going on, what YOu were attémptlng
to do? ' ‘_ |

DEAN: Qell I don't think that anybody had briefed Mr.
Ford, or Mr. Ford had any intlmate knowledge as to, what was

going on. 1| thanP it was very clear that the White House didn' t

“want this investigation going on, just before an election. |

think that anybody who was in Yashington during the days of 5035\\
9 <\

Watergate and the cover-up didn't need much to know that 5 -g
: A A S &



S o 18]

something wrong had gone on, and there were efforts to keep
it quiet, but | don't know of any specific briefings that Mr.
Ford was given‘ certalnly { didn't give him any, nor do | know

of Timmons, or Cook, or anybody else givcng him any.

BROKAW: This bus!ness about Gerald Ford possibly having

some problems In the campaign contributlon area has now fecelved

some attention. 1It's well known as well that the Special Prosecutor

has been looking into campaign contribution areas in President

Ford's politicél backgrpund. Has anyone from the Special Prosecutor's

Office talked to you?

DEAN: No. They have not:

BROKAW: ‘Have you volunteered any informatnon to them?
\
DEAN: MNo. | have not.

BROKAW: Of any kind.
STERN: |If Mr. Ford dld not tell the truth in this matter,v

bconcerning the contact with the White House, and | don't want

to harp on that, but it's an awfully important point. |It's
perhaps the most fmportant point that emerged . from the confirmation
proceedings from Mr. Ford. If he didn't tell the whole truth

on that occasion, that's a pretty big matter.

/

DEAMN: Yes, |ndeed it is. .

.STERN:: So | want you to undnrstand what you 're sayling

to us here. It's important.

DEAN: Well, 1'm reporting the facts, and they re report

in ﬁy book, just as the way they happened, ‘the way | recall

. 2%
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very vividly them happening, during those days.
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STERN: Mr. Ford was about the last of the majJor Republican
figures to stick with Mr. Nixon In 1974, Why do you think that
was so? |

- méan, two weeks before the resignation, he was still
saying Mr. MNixon was Innocent, will be proved'so..

DEAN: Well, he was then Vlce‘P;esldent, as you recall,
and !t seems that was a rather natural thing for a man's Vice
President to do, would be to stéy with his Pres!dgnt; and |
would think that would be more a political explanation that
anything as to !nvolvement, or intimate knowledge, or anyth!ng

of that nature, Carl. .
BROKAW: Can you think of a?y.other rb!e‘that GeralJ-Ford
may have played in behalf of the Vhite House, during the course
- of Vatergate, apart from this attempt to block the wright,Patman
lnvestigation? |
| DEAN: ﬂot to my knowledge. It's posslSle tﬁat came up
In leadership meetings, when Mr. Ford was still the ninofity
leader in the H;use, and wa# asked questlons about what!'s the
Impact of the politncs of Uatergate havnng on the Congress,
and‘thYngs of that nature. But specifuc roles? This was one
that came up, and as IAreport‘ln the booki and is on a tape.

——
The President wanted Mr. Ford to get involved, and to help to

stop those hearings. #’

. . «
w
BROKAW: And there was no questlon that sonebody did m}!e

contact with him, and that he did subsequently have neetlngs

in an effort to block the Patman hearing?
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DEAN: There's no question in my mind, Tom.

$ROKAQ: John Dean, author of a new book called "Blind
Ambition." _ : ' ____W
Thank you very much. : . A%;r’ .Z»47f
) : * % * ﬁVD OF F’ RVIEW
| INTE

BROKAW: John Dean, one of the principal figures In Watergate,

the man who testified agaihst Richard Nixon, after gervlng him
as éounsél. and subsequently.served time himself, now the author’
of a book called '"Blind Ambition"
We're pere on "Today" this morning with Carl Stern and .- }
Mr. Dean to talk about some of his reflectlions on the time thétv_ |
_he served, néf in prison, so much as he served in the Whlte
'House as counsel to the Presidené. .
Do you think that had there not been'a John Dean, had
yoﬁ not come fofward, in the fashion that you sﬁbsequently were
forced to comé forward, that the couﬁtry would have found out
about Na;erg§te,ln any event? |
DEAl: Tom,'l_donft réally know. It's a fough question. '
it's a, you know, 'what {f' question, and It's_hard to say-.. |
i tﬁink that much might have come out in some time. I'm not
sure it would have come out,_as quickly as it d;d naybe not
as c&mpletely. as it did. But | really q;n t, | can 't give
you a good, crystal ball answer on that one. »

'STERN: In the book, even for those who followed Uat 3b%%\_

: <
closely, there are things in here that | never knew befoqs =)
&

. &
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. Statement By Richard K. Cook / October 12, 1976 1 6:00 p. m.

There are countless lies and only one fact in Mr. Dean's statement.

Since the original W?.teréate hearings, at no time has Mr. ‘De;'m or
anyone else ever hinted that I played such a role in connection with the Patman -
investigation. Nor have I ever been questioned by the several Watergate
investigative Committees or the Special Prosecutor. Now in order to sell
books, he has remembered‘ something that he has never before chosen to
recite. | My family. and I deeply resent this cheap huckstering at our expense.

Specifically, the one fact that rings true is that John Dean was the
only person who ever suggested that I communicate with the then Minority
Leader of the House, Gerald Ford. I‘i‘ormer President Nixon never did.

. Haldeman never did. Ehrlichman did not. Bill Timmons never did. Despite
John Dean's repeated and frantic requests, I never spoke with Mr. Ford about
the need to deny Mr. Patman's request for subpoena power. With the gift
of his own testimony and hindsight, I now know why John Dean was so worried,
for he has admitted to being present at planning meetings that led to the
Watergate break-in.

Moreover, anyone who knew Mr. Ford and his style of leadership as
House Minority Leader would agree that sﬁcp intrusion by the White House would
have been most unwelcome and shunned. Even on pplitical issues -- which
the. Patman hearings were 'thought to be at the time -- Mr. Ford would have
deeply resented suggestions that he assert his dominance over the

. Minority Member of a standing Committee at a President's reques_""i
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“If there is one single reason why the late Chairma ‘ Patmé.n was denied
his subpoena authority by a bipartisan majority of his own committee it is
because John_De_a.n lied to me in the presence of witnesses. 7

In Aug:ust or September, 1972, when it appeared that Chairman Patman
was serious iﬁ his pursuit of the funding of the Watergate break-in, virtually |
everyone in Washington thought his action was politically motivated. I shared
that opinion, but having been employed by the Banking Committee for the five
years 1964-1969, I had a high respect for his investigative staff. For that
reason, I asked two Minority staff members of the Committee to join me in
a private meeting in the Executive Office Building with John Dean and Maurice
Stans. At the outset of that one-hour meeting I asked Dean and Stans, "Is there
any substance whatsoever to Mr. Patman's charges?" Dean assured us that

: \
there was none. He lied to me. He lied to two former colleagues of mine who
were and are universally trusted by Democrats and Republicans alike in the
Congress.

From that day forward, despite Mr. Dean's frantic pleas, I stayed
in contact witﬁ just two people, one-sta‘.ff man and a Republican member of the

Committee -- and then only to check on the status and schedule of the Committee's

deliberations. At the time, I had far more important legislative/m%if@ps to -

attend to, as strange as that may seem today.
But there is no need to take my word for.it.  All the pres to do,
or the Congress for that matter, is to interrogate or seek swérn testimony
from some 40 or 50 members and staff of the House Banking and Currency
Committee. Surely, even John Dean's vicious lies and clever disfortions

would be hard pressed to explain a four-year conspiracy of silence on the

-
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charge Gerald Ford prevented a full investigation by the House Committee
on Banking and Curi‘ency. If that's not good enough, then we should ask the
members and staffs of the Ervin Subcommittee, together with the Rodino
and Eastland Committees, what their in\}estigations of the Patman episode
revealed. It seems to me that should settle once and for all that Mr. Dean
has lied. N

After all of that, if the public still believes John Dean over the
word of three Committees of the Congress, then he has brought off the stunt
of the century.

. The key question remains: is John Dean telling the truth when he
insinuates that President Ford distorted the truth under oath before the
Judiciary Committees of the Senate and House?

There is no question in my mind that the President told the truth.
And several score Democratic and Republican members of Congress and

staff, 1 é.m confident, would confirm this.




'From: Bob Trainor

November 27, 1973
MEMORANDUM

To: Peter W. Rodino, Jr., Chairman

Re: Request to Reopen Ford Confirmation Hearings

I have carefully reviewed the correspondence forwarded
to you by Representative Elizabeth Holtzman requesting that
the Ford confirmation hearing be reopened to permit clafi-
fication of what she believes to be contradictory statements
uttered by Mr. Ford concerning his involvement in the Watergate
cover-up. In support of her request she references three
allegedly inconsistent statements: (1) Mr. Ford's testimony
before the Senate Rules Committee on November 5, 1973; (2)
Mr. Pord's testimony before this Committee on November 26,
1973, and; (3) an affidavit submitted to this Committee on
November 26, 1973, by Mr. William Timmons of the White House
staff. '

An analysis of these three alleged inconsistent statements
discloses that, in. fact, they are not inconsistent at all.
First, Ms. Holtzman cites Senator Robert Byrd's inquiry of
Mr. Ford appearing on pages 128-29 of the printed Senate hear-
ings. In pertinent part the inquiry and response are as follows:

Senator Byrd: Were you in contact with anyone
at the White House during the period of August
Through October 1972 concerning the Patman Com-
mittee's possible investigation of the Watergate
breakin?

Mr. Ford: Not to my best recollection. The best
and, I think most authoritatirz answer to this
question is one that Representative Jorry (sic)
Brown...submitted to the Ervin Cormittee.

(Congressman Brown's statement was then submitted
for the record)
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I believe that Mr. Ford's response to Senator Byrd's
question was predicated on Mr. Ford's belief that Senator
Byrd wished to determine if any contact was made with the
White House for the specific purpose of receiving instruc-
tions or information relating to the possible Banking and
Currency Committee investigation. While Mr. Ford's answer
indicates that he could not recall any contact with the
White House for the specific purpose of receiving inseruc-

‘tions, he expresses an awareness of Mr. Brown's contacts

with the members of the Administration during this period.

Furthermore, I believe that Ms. Holtzman's account of
Mr. Ford's testimony before the Senate is misleading in the
way in which it is presented. Ms. Hottzman recounts in the
text of her letter Mr. Ford's answer to Senator Byrd's in-
quiry in the following manner:

Mr. Ford: Not to my best recollection. (At
284.) Almost daily...I talked to Mr. Timmons,
or someone in the Legislative Liaison Office
of the White House but even in this case I do
not recall any conversations concerning this
particular matter. (At 286.)

In truth, all matter appearing after the first sentence
"Not to my best recollection (At 284.)" was in response to a
second question offered by Senator Byrd appearing on pages
134-35 of the printed Senate hearings. Specifically, Senator
Byrd's question and Mr. Ford’s response is as follows:

Senator Byrd: Mr. Ford, you undoubtedly would
recall any conversation you might have during

that period of August-October with the President,
with Mr. Haldeman, Mr. Ehrlichman, Mr. Dean, or
anyone at the White House, in connection with

the proposed investigation by the Patman Committee.
Do you recall any such conversations that would
indicate that the White House wanted you to lend
your efforts as a leader, to blocking such an in-
vestigation? (emphasis added)

Mr. Ford: I can say categorically, Senator Byxd,
T never talked with the President about it, or
with ¥w. Haldeman, Mr. Ehrlichman, Mr. Dean. I
know I had no conversation with them now.

Almost daily, during my period as Republican
leader in the House, I talked with Mr. Timmons, or
someone in the Legislative Liaison Office of the

White House, but even in this case I do not recall
any conversations concerning this particular matter.
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It is my interpretation that Mr. Ford's answer was strictly
in response to the question of whether he had received instruc-
tions from the White House to lead the effort to block the
Patman investigation rather than, as Ms. Holgaman would have you
"believe, in response to the question of whether he had ever,
under any circumstances, discussed the Patman matter with Timmons.

In 1ight of the above, Mr. Ford's testimony before the Com-
mittee on November 26, 1973, stating that while he never contacted
the White House or Timmons specifically for the purpose of dis-
cussing the possible Banking and Currency investigation, he may
have briefly and generally mentioned the proposed investigation,
does not in any way seem inconsistent with his earlier Senate
testimony. .

An examination of the affidavit submitted by Mr. Timmons
does present some question as to the total accuracy of Mr. Ford's
statements relating to the Patman investigation. On the one
hand, Ford admits that he may have generally discussed the matter
with Timmons, khile Timmons categorically denies ever having com—
municated with Ford on the issue. The severity of this incon-
sistency is slight when viewed in terms of the inability of Pord
to recall specific instances where he may have spoken with Timmons
about the matter. Ford spoke in terms of his conversations with
Timmons on this issue as possible occurrences, stating "we might
have discussed very generally the situation there," and "/H/e may
have asked me thatstatus of...”

Ms. Holtzman suggests on page 3 of her letter that Mr. Timmons'
affidavit 1s deficient in that it covers only the period from
September 21 through October, rather than the entire period begin-
ning in August. It appears that Mr, Timmons did not intentionally
omit the month of August from his sworn statement but was asked
only to consider the "Fall” of 1972. The significance of this
one month omission is, at best, slight, since the vote taken by
the Banking and Currency Committee considering the authorization
of subpoena power did not take place until October 3, 1972. Any
concerted effort, it could be argued, to obstruct the investigation
certainly would have occurred just prior to the vote.

Of Further note 1s the fact that the Bénking and Currency
Committee refused to authorize the subpoena power by a vote of
20 to 15.  While all of the Republicans present for the vote (14)
cast their ballot in uppssition to the resolution, they were
joined by six Democrata to defeat the resolution. It is apparent
therefore, that it took a bipartisan effort to defeat Mr. Reuss'
resolution.and was not purely a Republican effort.
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Ms. Holtzman refers in her letter to John Dean's testi-
mony before the Ervin Committee and urges that he be called
to testify before this Committee. John Dean, in his testimony,
never referred to Mr. Ford by name as a target of White House
pressure to obstruct the Banking and Currency investigation.
Moreover, Congressman Garry Brown submitted to the Watergate
Committee a lengthy statement detailing the Administration's
involvement in the matter. He did not indicate that Ford was
involved in any way noxr was he ever called to appear before
the Committee to explain his statement.

In this regard, it is important to remember that this Com-
mittee is in receipt of a.letter from Senator Erxvin statiéng
that his Committee has uncovered no information that in any way

bears on the qualifications of Mr. Ford to be Vice President of
the United States.
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WASHINGTON :
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

AFFIDAVIT

I, WILLIAM E. TIMMONS, being duly sworn according
to law, do hereby swear and affirm that during the Fall
of 1972 I had no communications, written or oral, with
Rep. Gerald R. Ford in regard to any proposal or
intention of the Banking and Currency Committee of

the House of Representatives to conduct an investigation

and/or hold hearings on the Watergate break-in and
related issues.

L ] . Z .
WILLIAM E. TIMMONS

Sworn to and subscribed
before me this 26th day of
November, 1973.

N TARZJ. UBLIC
M§ comndission expires v, 197 ¥
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November 5, 1973

The Honorable Gerald R. Ford
H-230, The Capltol
Washlngton, D. C.

Dear Jerry: '
Pursuant to our telephone conversation today, | am fbrwarding 1o you herewlth
a copy of the sworn $tatement | filed with the Ervin Commlttee relative to
the allegations made by Mr. Dean when he testifled before that Comml ttee
oarly this summer.

Although my statement makes no direct reference to Dean's allegatlons concerning
Involvement of the Republlcan leadershlp in the House of Representatlves
relative to the Patman hearings, the statement does correctly reflect the
general sltuatlon which exlsted at that time. As a practical matter, Mr. Dean
at n6 tlme during the course of his direct testimony before the Ervin Commi ttee
alleged that you personally had been In any wsay Involved, his references In

that testimony having been to "the Republlcan leadership of the House" (page

106 of his testimony); "Republican leadsrs" (page 188); and, “House Republican
leaders" (page 109).

Rather than In connectlon with Dean's testlimony, | belleve your name became
assoclated with the Patman hearings through press reports at that time to the
effect that you had met with the Republican members of the Banking and Currency
Committes. Of course, as you know,. you did meet with us on two occaslons, but
each of those meetings had been requested by Mr. Widnall, the ranking member,
and the other Repubilcan members of the Commlitee primarlly for the purpose of
apprising you of the slauation which existed and to seek any advice which you
and Mr. Arends might care to proffer. :

tn addltlon and as was noted by the media at that time, at the request of the
Republican members of the Banking and Currency Committee you sent a letter to
all Republlcan members of the Committee urglng them to be present for the vote
on October 3, stating It to be your oplinion, and properly so, that our system
of crimlnal Justice dictated against Congressional hearings whiie crimlnal
proceedings were pending. Of course, this Is the positlon taken by even
Archlbald Cox when he urged the Ervin Commlttee to suspend Its hearings eariler
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The Honorable Gerald R. Ford -2 - ' November 5, 1973

this year.

| regret that | cannot provlde a more substantlve response to any suggestions
whlch may have been made that you were In any way Improperly fnvolved In the
Banking and Currency Commlttee actlon, but as you know It Is next to Impossible
to "prove the negatlve."

With best regards,

Sincerely,

GARKY BROWN

Enclosure : : : a
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