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§030 Tifle 28—Judicial Administration’ '

=~(b)- Reviewing, coordinating and sub-
mitting departmental legislative reports..
-(c)>. Coordlnaung the preparation and
submission: "of pmposed ~departmental
legislation o5 mai B0 Aelelomny 3 Liviisg

~(d)-Performing:such. other. dutles TE=i:

" specting legislative-matters as may be
assigned. by the Attorney General or the
Deputy -Attorney General. itcilaumsnt>
[Order No. 504~73, 38 FR 6893, Mar. 14,:1973,:
as amended by Order No. 565-74, 38 FR 15875,

* . May 6,_1974; Order No. 623-175, 40 FR 42748,
" Sept16,1975] 18 5 CEC Ex i sanhes

:‘Subpurl" F——Commumty Reluhons :
gt A R .

s i Gorvice’ s T

P‘h.-—- P Boen YT s D115, 125 4 ‘223 ‘3“”33
e § 0.30" Genersl fonetions: 3 mo S f8) -

. ~*Subject’ to’ the general supervision of”

: the-Attorney Generzl, and under the di-
'rec!:!on of the Deputy ‘Attorney General,

~. the“following-described’ matters are- as--

. signed«to,--and -shall - be -'conducted,-

-~ handled, or supervised by, -the Director:

._of-the Community Relations Service: -,
“#<(a)- Exercise of the powers-and per-

‘formance of the functions-vested in-the’
Attorney General by sections 204(d), 205,
1002, and 1003(a) of the Civil Righl:s Act'
of-+1964- (78 Stat. 267) -and section 2 of
Reorganization Plan No. * of 1988, ~==¢
2i(b)=Preparation: and :’submission-"of’
the‘annual report to-the Congress re-
quired by section 1004 of that Ack,- .Tuwisi
[Order No. 423-69, 3¢ FR 20388; Dec. 31, 1989,"
#3-amended by Order 445-70, 35: FR 19397,
Dec: 23,.1970; Order No. 54373, 38 FR 29584,
Oct.25.1973}-—, : 13135003 TostaT ol 1o

§ 0.31& Designating officials to° petform
575 the functions of the Director.; 2 ¢z

(a) In case of a vacancy in the Office

_of the Director of the Community Re-

lations Service, the Deputy - Director of
the-Service shall perform the functions
and duties of the Director. -7 =<7

——

¢ (bY The Director is a.uthorized, in case» .

of absence.from his ofice or in case.of
his inability -or disqualification to act,
to designate the-Deputy Director to act
in his stead..In unusual circumstances,
orin the absence of the Deputy Director,
a person other than the Deputy Director.
_may.be so designated by the Director. ..

§0.32 ~Applicability-of 'existing g siminiad

Uons.-;- 2os Lsebroagas

IS s

Depa.rhnental regulatlons« which=are-
general'ly applicable to units or personnel

_ ot: the Department-of -Justics shall be

applicable with respect to the Commu~
nity Relations Service and to the Direc-
tor and personnel thereof, except to the

12

extent,if any, that such regulations may
be inconsistent with the intent and pur-
poses of section 1003(b) of the Civil
Rights Act of 1964.. .- .ccocevviimes Lo

Subpnn G—-Oﬁlce of the ?ardon
Zoaist 'r..s Aﬂomey ‘,., e A

esies .-

Cnclnss Rmcz "For reg'u.!atlon.s pertain-
!ng to the Ofice-of Pa.rdon Attorney. see Pa.rt
1 of this chapter. s o

PRt B e e Lo

§0.35 Apphcano;xs for clemency. T

Subject to the general supervislon of
the Attorney General, 2nd under the di-

e,

" rection, of -the Deputy Attorney General,

the- Pardon--Attorney shall have charge
of the receipt, investization, and disposi-
tion of applications to the -Presiden® for
pardon- and. other forms of Exascutive
clemency, and shall perform any other
duties assigned by the Attorney General
or the Deputy Attorney General,

[Order.No. 543-73, 38 FR 29584, Oct. 28. 1973}

§ 0.36-. Reeommendauons- P e it

" The Pardon:Attorney shall submit all
au recommendations in clemency cases
to the Attorney General .through the
Deputy Attorney General. .2 . =:
[Order No. 543-73, 33 F= 29584, Oct. 28, 1973}

Subpart G-1-—0ffice of V/atergate. Specxal
lsmia ~'~=Prosecutron Force -

§0.37 Cener..l funchons.fj‘

. The Oﬁlce of Watergaba Spec!aJ Pros-
ecution Force shall be under the. direc-
tion _of. a .Director who shall .be the
Speclal Prosecutor appointed by the At-
torney General. The duties and respon-
sibilities of the Special Prosecutor are set
forth in the-attached appendix. below
which is’ incorporated and made 2 part
hereof... . "

PR e - —s..'-p\—.'

[Ord& 551—73, 38 FR 30738 Nov. 7, 1973]
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8§ 0.33 -~ Speuﬁe.fnncnons., ozt

“The Special Prosecutor:is assigned and
delegated’ the- following-:specific -func-
tions with:respect-to matters specified in
this* subpart: LASST NS DT €3 S0 s

=-(a): Pursuant to’ 28 :U.S.C. '515(a), to
conduct any kind' of ‘legal:proceeding,
civil or:criminel,~including grand jury
proceedings, which-United States attor-

. neys-are authorized by law to conduct,

and to designate attorneys to-conduct
such legal proceedings, =« TITIOL

“.(b) To approve of disapprove the pro-
duction or disclosure- of information or
files relating to matters within his cog-
nizance in response to a subpoens, order,




or other demand of a cou.rt or other au-~
thority. (See Part 16(B) of this chapter.):
(¢) -To apply for and to exercise -the
suthority vested in the Attorney General
under- 18 U.S.C.-6005 relating:to immu-~
nity of thnesses -in Congressional pro-

--\uv. 3 ~.8 ey
DASINIeE i aE NN

B T R B G L Tt
Appmmxx——bm um ‘stmxvsrmm“or}
.7l T=s SPECIAL PEOSECUTOR s

The Spnc-.al Prosecutor. There is nppointed
by the Attorney General, within. the Depart-
ment of Justice, & Special Prosecutor to whom
the Attorney General shall delegate the au-~
thorities and provide the staff and other re=
sotrces described below. i &0 ZIUoly Ll

The Speclal Prosecutor.shall have mn aus=
thority for investigating end prosecuting of-~
fenses against the United States erlsing out
of the-unauthorized eniry into Democratic
National Committes - Eeadquarters at. the
Watergate, &ll offenses arising out of the
1972 Presidential Election for which*tha
Special Prosecutor deems it- necessary - 'and
eppropriate to assume responsibility, ellega~
tions involving the President, .members of
the White House staff, or Presidential ap=
polntees, and any other matters which: he
consents to .have-assigned .-to hlmahy the
Attorney General r.. i :-.:

In perticular, the Speclal Proeecueor a!:m
have full authority with respect to the abovo
meatters for: ... e

Concucting’ proceedlngs berore grand jurles
end any other lnvestlgtuons he . deems
necessary; £ Iininy 5t miedvaiessders

Reviswing all documentary evidence svul.l-
ebie from any source, 88 to Which -he. shall
have full access; ., ... ,,1,.,_.‘ JESEp ik asett

Determining whether or not to contest the
sssertion. of “Executive Pdvnega"‘or uny
other testimonial prlvnege. o

Determuning -~ whether -or “not ppucatlon
should be made to any Federal court for.s
grant of Immunity to .any*witness, - con-
sistently with applicable.statutory require-'
ments, or for werrants, subpoenas,. or:other
court -orders;. == —nny S0T2 B sty

Deciding whether- or.not to prosecuto a.ny
individual, nrm. corpo.-a.tlon or, grou of
individuals; - et

Initlat!ng a.nd conduct!ng prosecntlans.
freming Indictments, Aling informations, and
kandling all aq:ect.s of any ‘cases within his
jurisdictiorn -(whether initiated before . or
efter his :easumption-.of-duties);: including
Any BPPeals; ;- ocas temrenaT) e 4 1gamon

Coordirating-and directing ths activities
of sll Department of Justice, person.nel. Sn-
cluding United States Attorneys;™ SaTTL et

Dealing with and appearing befors Con-
gressional -committees having - jurisdiction
over any aspsct of the above.matters. and
dstermining what documents, ‘information,
and assistance shall be provided to such com=
mittees. - - e fo¢ cm frenmamy womend

In exc-c!s!.ug thls.mrthorlty. “the Spechl
Prosecutor will have the greatest degree of
independencs that is conaistent with the At-

tomey General’s &mw%gfd’:
el matters falling-within -the j tion.

of-the Department of Justice. The Attorney
General will not countermand or- mten'ero
with the Speclal Prosecutor’s decisiors or.

actions. The- Speclal - Prosecutor  will deter~ .. - '
mins whether and to what extent he will in=i"v " "

form -or -consult-with ‘the Attorney Genersal

sbout the conduct of his duties and respon-

sibilities.” -In - accordance Wwith' assurances
‘given by the President to the Attorney Gen--
eral that the President will not exarcise h!s
Constituilional powers to effect the
of the Special Prosecutor or to limit the inde~ .
pendence that he'is.hereby-given,-{1):the
‘Speclal Prosecutor will-not-be removed from'
ris dutles except for extrzordinary {impro=
prieties on his part -and without the Presis
dent’s first consulting the Majority and- the-
Mlnorlty Leaders and Chalrmen-and ranking.
ority Members of the Judiclary Commit-
tees of the Senate-and Houss of Rep‘esenta-
tives and ascertaining that their consensus is
in accord with his proposed sction,-and.(2)
ths jurisdiction of the Special Prosecutor will-
not be limited without the President’s first
consulting with such.Members of -Congress

and ascertainlng .that thelr consensus is in

a.ccordwithhlspmposedsc‘ton.""" Sl

eoly ydu ok e p—l' 12
‘..2' Cosi 'z-.S'rm m R..somzc: vapon.__

e [ 0 15 J-
7.1, Selection ofstaﬂ. The Speclal Prosecutor-
£hall have full authority to organize, select,
and hire his own staff of attorneys, investl-,

gators, and supporting personnel, on & full or- S

part-time basis, in such numbers and with|

such qualiBcations ms he may reasonably .. -. -
require. Hs may requsst -the Assistant At-: -

torneys General and other oficers of the Da-

partment of Justice to assizn such person-,

nel and to provide such other assistanca as’

he may- reasonably require,.-All personuel in

the Department of Justice, including Unttad
States Attorneys, shall cooperate-to the fulls;
-est-extent  possible with- the -Speclal Prose=; -
'mvg-—vr gt X Ai't-..'-—vr-r 'v--_r,r-v_?-rw-x‘? __"
- 2. 'Budget.Ths Speclal Prosecutor will-be .
.provided with such “furids.and facllities to =
carry out his responsibllities as he Inay rew-
sonably require;- Hs shall-have the rightrtq
submit.budget requésta.for funds,-positions’
and other assistance; and such requests shall®
recelve the highest priortiy.isssvei o =nan -
- =.8. Destgnation ond responsibility. ‘The par~ .
sonnel -aciing as the sta¥_and .assistants of,
the Specilal Prosecutor shall bs known as the,
Watergate Special Prosecution’ Force -and

shall be responsibleonly-to:the Spectal'

Prosecutor.: 22l IS8 (NS TUINNT A%

v Continued rmibﬂ!ﬂat} Aw’.stmt-.ltf‘ 53

‘ torney General, Criminal Division, Except for
the specific investigative and prosscuiorial
dutles assigned to “the Special Prosecutor,
the Assistant Attorney Gezeral in charge of
the Criminal Division will contlnus to.exer~
cise all of the duties-currentily assigned-to
h‘mn~ ~. -p- ..-"’r-’u"h -rf' -v* r-" g T E s
& ..Appl.ccbla depm'tmen.at pol.c‘.ea. Except as
.otherwise herein specified ar. as mutually
agreed between' the Spaclal” Prosecutor and

13
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the Attornsy Geuneral, the Watergata Speclal.
Prosecution Force wil be subject to the ad-
ministrative regulations and pouclee ol tha
Department of Justice. -

- Pubdlic reports. Tha Special Pmsecutor msy
from. time to tima maXke public such state-.

" ments-or reports &8s he-deems appropriate

and, shall upon completion of hils assign-—
ment submit a final report to the appropri-.
ats persons or entltles of-the Congress.:- .- 3

. Duration of assignment, The Speclal Prose~ .

cutor will out_ these- responsibilities,.
with.the full support of the-Department of..
‘Justice, untll such time as, in his judgment,,
he has complsted them or until a dats mu-
tually . agreed upon..between -the. Attornsy:
General and himself. v =2 ogiozs pamss 1ot
[Order 551-73, 38 FR 30738, Nov. 7, 1973, =

amended- by-- Order ‘55473, 38: FR-- 32805

Nov,ﬂa,lm] = .;A- Sad AiIG TRidade T T u-—l-—l—

-,...Aa ::‘.-6_, ,-ﬂﬂ-’-.’w“—‘m

o wSuhpart G—Z——Ofﬂce of Professlonal s

: ‘Pg{ 2oy Ssdes oy Raponsnbmty rpmonk Zusrzawsd

-¥ SourcE:’ Order'No:i'635-74, 40 “FR 55343{

bxlity shall be headed by a Counsel ‘ap- -
pointed by the Attormey General. The
Counsel shall be subject 'to the general
supervision and direction of the Attorney:
General or, whenever appropriate; of the-
Deputy Attorney General or the Soliator

General.. .

AT 3 im M"r-
anchons.--' oAty dis o i

“"The Cou.nsel on Professlona.l Responsl-
bility shall: ©.:.. e

~(a)- Recelve and rev!ew any ln.forma-
txon or allegation presented to him con-
cerning conduct by a - -Department em<
ployee that may-be in violation of law,
of Department regulations or orders, or
of applicable standards of conduct. How-
ever, this provision does not preempt the;
primary responsibility of internal i mspec-
tion units of the Department to receive
such: information or: allega.tions and to
conduct investigations:- =222 20l zrmzs
. »(b)-Make- such- preliminary- inqniry
may be necessary to determine whether
the matter should be referred to another
official within .the Department. -~ - &-

= (e)= Refer any matter that appears to
8 {

"-

T the.matter appears'to inv:ﬂve a

'violat!on of law, to the head of the inves—

tigative agency having jm'lsdxctmn to in-
vestigate such -violations;- ::57 %5 o 220>
(2) If the matter appears not to in-

; volve a"violation.of law; to the head ol

the office,. dlvision. burea.u, or, board. to

14

e
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Title- 28-~Judicial Administration:

which the employee is assigned, or to the
head of its internal inspection unit; -

(3) If referral to the official indicated-
in paragraph (c)- (1) or (2).of this seec-
tion would be inappropriate, to the At-
tormey General and the Deputy Attorney
General or, if referral to botn the At-
torney General and the Deputy Attorney
General would also be inappropriate, to
whichever of them would be proper or fo
the Solicitor General. = =% ¢
~.(d) Recommend to t;he Attomey Gen-
eral, ‘the Deputy Attorney General, or
the Solicitor General what further ac-
tion should be undertaken with regard
to any: matter referred to such official
under. paragraph-(c) {(3)<of this section,
including - the-assignment of “any . task
force or: individual to-undertake the
action recommended and - any special
arrangements that appear warranted.

‘= (e).-Undertake any Investigation of a

T,

- . matter referred under paragraph (c¢) (3)

of this section that may be sssigned by
the Attorney General, the Deputy Attor-
ney General, or the Solicitor General, or
cooperate- with any other- organization,
task force, or individual that may be 2s-
signed by such official. to undertake the
investigation. .~ =

.=-(f) Submit to the Atbomey General -
and the Deputy Attorney Geneéral or, if
submission_to both would be inappro-
priate, to whichever ‘of -them would be
proper or to the Solicitor General:

(1) An immediate report concerning
any matier referred “under-paragraph
() (1) or (e)(2) .of this section that
should be brou,h.t to the attention of 2
higher official;. -

(2) An immedlate report concemlng
the adequacy of any investigation of a
matter referred-under paragraph (¢) of
this section, if the Counsel believes that
a- slgnjﬂcant question ‘exists as’ -to the
adequacy of such investigation:

-(3)..A monthly report summarizing all
matters referred under paragraph (¢) of
this section during the preceding month;
a_nd P 1 45 1vitin 13 '--c--nww' -
2:-(4):An annualreport;ora seml-annual
report if the Counsel determines this to
be necessary, reviewing and -evaluating
the activitiss of internal inspection units

53 iy SERIEA

““or;. where there are no such units, the

discharge .0f comparable. duties within
the Department. s sei == o

=

k]

-z (g)=Submit: recommendations to the

Attorney> General and the Deputy Al-
.torney General on-the need for changes
in policies or procedures that become evi-
dent during the course of his inqulries.

-
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=~(b)- Reviewing,.coordinating and sub-
mitting departmental legislative reports..
-.{¢).Coordinating the preparation and
submission or pmposed departmental
legislation ;o #alis 1O ALeteland 1 Lful tat

~{dX. Performlng such. other. dut!es Yes=i

“specting legislativermatters as may be
assigned.by the-Attorney Generalor the
Deputy Attorney General. icocalaumassts
[Order No. 504-73, 38 FR- 6893, Mar. 14,:1873,:
as amended by Order No. 565-74, 38 FR 15375,
- May 6, 1974;- Order No. 623-7:;. 40 FR 42746,,

“..Glsu-«su\ = \ ‘Ms:bat.a-
BN

Sept- 16. 1973] - Ry

§-0.30’.- Geners;l funcuons._w '_":’ "‘5‘.

‘. ~’Subject to the-general supervision ot

the—Attomey General, and under the di—
““rection of the Depul:y ‘Attorney General,’
" the“following-described  matters: are 2s—
. signed to,--and -shall - be ~'conducted,"
handled, or supervised by,- -the Dlrecl:or'
of the Community Relations Service:-

#{a)- Exercise of the powers-and per- -

‘formance of the functions vested in-the’
Attorney General by sections 204(d), 205,

1002, and 1003(a) of the Civil R.lgh!:s Act'
of-1964- (78 Stat. 267) -and section 2 of
Reorganization Plan No. ¥ of 1966. =
2i(b)=Preparation: and ‘ submissionof
thesannual report to-the Congress re-
quired by section 1004 of that Ack, - - T=srais
[Order No. 423-69, 34 FR 20388, Dec. 31, 1989,"
£s amended by Order 445-70, 35: FR 19397,:
Dec: 23,.1970; Order No. 543-773, 38 FR 29584,
Mzs’ 1973}") ) ;-ga: *-:.-51 e e

§031.: *Designating ‘officials to- perform
isTs the fanctiona of the Director.; 2 7.3

(s) In case of a vacancy in the Office’

_of the Director of the Community Re—

lations Service, the Deputy-Director of
the- Service shall-perform_ tha nmct..ons
and dutles of the Director. -7 - _ = 77

+~ (b} The Director is authorized, 1n cas&- :

o: absence.from his ofilce or in case.of
his inability -or disqualification to act,
to designate the-Deputy Director to act
in . his stead. In unusual circumstances,:
orin the absence of the Deputy Director,

- @ person other than the Deputy Dn'ector
mwbesodeslgnatedbythemrector., ‘ox

§ 032> Appliubdstr of existing depan»

Tz Xnen regnlauons. $mos Lsabmegad
‘Depaxtmental regu]ations which? 2r8-
generally applicable to units or personnel
_ of:the Department:of -Justice :shall be
applicable with respect to-the Commu-~
nity Relations Service and to the Direc~
tor and personnel thereof, except to the

; —f‘ 4 : % 12

Title 28—Judicial Adminisiration™ -

extent, if any, that such regulations may
be inconsistent with the intent and pur-
poses of section 1003 (b) of the Ciyil
Rights Act of 1964.. -

Subpnr} G—-—Oﬁice of !he Pardon
_ Tl &L Aﬂomey o A

vy ¥ e bt il o3Iy

PPELA ot 3 4

Cnoss Rz:rmmcz "For regu!auons per.‘.aln
ing to the Ofice ol Pardon Attomey. see Part
lotthbcha.pte i

r”% tn =503 Ser oy !oq.c;; .

§0.35 Apphamom for demency. =

Subject to the general superv!slon of
the Attorney General, and under the di-
rection, of -the Deputy Attorney General,
the- Pardon--Attorney shall have -charge
of the-receipt, Investigation, and disposi-
tion of applications to the President for
pardon-and. other forms of Exzculive
clemency, and shall perform a2ny other
dutles assigned by the Attorney General
or the Deputy Attorney General. =~~~
[Order N’o. 543-73,38 FR 29584, Oct. 20 1973}

R

§ 0.36-. Reeommendauons. PR

" The Pardon:Attorney shall submlt all
an recommendations in clemency cases
to the  Attorney General.. throu,h the
Deputy Attorney General.: - = .

[Order No. 543-73, 33 F=2 29584, Oct. 26. 1973}

Subpart G-1-—0Office of Watergate Speclal
£ 72 Wi Wi Prosecution Force - S adh

§ 0. 37 General funcn‘,n;.- ~.-:-: i B> §

—

_ 'The Office. ot Watergaba Spec!a.l Pros-
ecution Force shall be under the. direc-
tion Jof. & Director who shall .be the
Speclal Prosecutor appointed by the At-
torney General. The duties and respon-
sibilities of the Special Prosecutor are set
forth in the-attached appendix. below
which is’ incorporated a.nd ma.de 2 part
heveol... = . Tk

- -. - o’\-.'

[Order 551—73. 38 FR 30738. Nov 7, 1973]

Sate SAmeeah

§0.38-~ Speuﬁc.fnnchons.. v SR Lol
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~The Speclal Prosecutor.Is assigned and
delegated’ the- following-:specific - func-
tions with:respect to matters spec!ﬁed in
this' subpart: LANSE 203 anY! €3 1o .-

- (a)¥: Pursuant-to’ 28 -U.S.C.'515(a), to
conduct any kind“ of"legal:proceeding,
civil or-criminal,~including grand jury
proceedings, which United States attor-

. neys~are authorized by law to- conduct,

and to designate attormeys to conduct
such legal proceedings. = < e el

#.{b) To approve o6& disapprove the pro-
duction or disclosure of information or
files relating to matters within his cog-
nizance in-response to a subpoena, order,




or other de.mand of a. court or other au-~
thority. (See Part 16(B) of this chapler.):
(¢c) -To apply for and to exercise -the
authority vested in the Attorney General
under-18 U.S.C.-6005 relating-io immu-~
nity of thnesses -in Congressiona.l pro-

i THE Sz’zcxu. Pxomon S

Thc Sp»c:al Prosecutor. Thero is uppolnted
by the Attorney General, within. the Depart-
ment of Justice, & Special Prosecutor to whom
the Attorney General shall delegate the au-
thorities and provide-the stafl and other re-
sources described below. i &0 LIaLE Lited

The Speclal Prosecutor:shall have full su-
thority for investigating and prosecuting of«
fenses agninst the United States arlsing out
of the -unauthorized entry into Democratic
Natlopal Committes - Headquariers ai. the
Watergate, sll offenses arising out of the
1972 Presidential Election for which “the
Special Prosecutor deems it- necessary- snd
eporopriats to assume responsibility, ellegs~
tions involvinz the President, members of
the Whits House staff, or Presidential ap=
pointees, and any- other matters which- he
consents to .have- asslgmd do. hl.mnby.the
Attorney GeneraL'r.. s it= s taTpn.

In particular, the Special Prosecutor ahnn
have full authority with respact to the above
matters for: ..

Concucting proceedtngs before grand jm—lea
&nd any other lnvestlgations he . deems
necessary; £ LiLinw miv s o;mT eertdeiesios

Reviewing all documentary evidence avall-

ebie from any source,.as o whlch .he shan
have full sccess; . ...- ,,.,,, TR CR e

Determining whether or not to contest the
assertlon “of “‘Executive - Pr;vﬁega“*or a.ny
other testimonisl privilege; -

Determuning- whether -or ‘not a.ppllcstlon
should be made to any Federal court for-a

grant of immunity to’.any* witness, :con="

sistenfly with .applicable.statutory require-’
ments, or for warrants, subpoenss,. or.other
court -Orders; < fra & maty «o72 B idiplvsion L1oTe
Declding whether or.not to prosecuto[a.ny
individual, ﬂ._rm. . corporation.. or gr
individuals; e
Inftiating a.nd conductlng prosecutlnns,
freming indiciments, filing informations, and
handling all aspscts of any cases 'within his
jurisdictiorn (whether initiated before . or
sfter his ‘easumption-.of-duties),: fncluding
any appeals; ITTETHR dnaeenl) asfe i amnece
Coordlnat!ng and directing thz activities
of gll Department of Justice person.nel. in-
cluding Urited States Ammays-“' e
Dealing with and sppearing beforo Con-
gressional -committees having - jurisdiction
over any aspect of the above.mattiérs.end
determining what documents, information,
and ms!.v.ta.nca sball be pravlded to suz:h com=
mittees, .- e ro et
In exe‘c!.slng this suthorlty, tha Special
Prosecutor will have the greatest degree of
independsnce that is consistent with the At~

852" e Ve g

torney General's ztatuto—y acoountability for”
all ‘matters falling-within -the fjurisdiction-
of-the Department of Justice. The Attorney
General will not countermand or: mterfere
with the Speclal Prosecutor’s declslors’ or.
sctlions.” The: Bpecial - Prosecutor: will deter~-
mins whether and to what extent he will in=t"

form -or consult -with ‘the Attorney General:: -

ebout the conduct of his dutles and r&spon-_
sibilitles.” In - accordance Wwith' assurances
-given by the President to ths Attorney Gen--
eral that the President will not exercise his
Constitutional powers to effect the dischargs’

of the Special Prosscutor or to Umit the indes -

pendence that he is hereby-given, {1)* tho
Speclal Prosecutor will-not-be removed rrom-
ris dutfes except for extraordinary impro=
prieties on his part and- without the Presi=
dent’s first consulting the Majority and:the-
Mlnorlty Teaders and Chalrmen-and ranking
ority Members of the Judiclary Commit-
tees of the Senate -and Houss of Representa-
tives and sscertaining that their consensus is
in sccord with his-proposed action,-and.(2)
the jurisdiction of the Special Prosecutor will-
not be limited without the President’s first
consulting with such.Members of-Congress
and sscertalnlag that thelr consensus is. ln

“2.3. Selection of Staf): The Speclal Prosscutor
ghall have full authority to organize, select,
and hire his own staff of attorneys, investi~,

gators, and supporting personnel, on & full or- ,v

part-time basis, in such numbers and with,
such qualifications s he may reasonsbly

require, He may requsst-the .Assbt&nt_.At—-. .

torneya General end other officers of the.Ds~

partment of Justice to =ssign such person-.

nel and to provide such ot.her gssistance a3’
hs may- reasonably requirs.-All personnel in
the Department of Justice, including United
States Attorneys, shall cooperate -to the fulls .-
-est-extent ;possible .with- the -Speclal Prose=;
COUOT. 2y 2 b4 Toom ey prrterrins S ‘-«*
- 2. ‘Budget. Tho Special Prosecutor wil.bs .
.provided with such ‘furds.and faclities to
carry out’'his raponsrbmdes 28 ho Inay reas
sonably require:- He shall-havs the right-to
submit.budget requeésts.for funds,-positions’
and other assistance; and such requests shall®
recelve the highest priozitysiizsvet: moonas
- =.8. Designation end : :reapon,s{balty. Ths pex- 1
-sonnel -ecting as the staf and .assistants of,
the Speclal Prosecutor shall bs known as tha
‘Watergate S8pecial Prosecution” Forcs-‘and
shall be responsible‘on.ly «to'ths Special
Prosecutor,: 20T EBIFEI THRE-TUIAIT L0
v~ Continued responsibilities-of Assistent At
‘ torney General, Criminal Division. Except for
the specific investizgstive and prosecutorial
dutles assigned to the "Special Prosecutor,
the Assistant Attorney General In charge of
the Criminal Division Wil continue to.exer-
cise all of the dutles currenily sssigned-to
'h’n= E T e ol tad e -——'--.-rﬁ Fofe Y grt
i ..Appliccdle departmenial pol!cle: Exceptas
-otherwise hersin speciied or.ss mulually
sgreed between’ the Special Prosecutor and

13
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the Attornay QGeneral, the Watergate Special
Prosecution Force wlll be subject to the ad-
ministrative regulations and policies of tha
Department of Justice, -« a= oo o

- Public reports. The Speclal Prosecutor m.a.y-
from- time to time malke. publlc such state-.
ments or reports as he-deema appropriate
and, shall upon completion of hls assign-
ment submit a final report to the appropri-.
ats persons or extitles of-the Congrees.:- ;- g

. Duraiion of assignment. The Speclal Prose~- -

cutor will carry out. these-responsibilities,.

with.the full support of the-Department of..

-‘Justice, until such time as, in his judgment,,
ho has complated them or until & date mu-
tually . agreed upon..between -the. Attornay:
General and himself. y =} cornza pamza. 208
[Ord=r 551-73, 38 FR 30738, Nov. 7, 1973, »a

. amended- by Order 534-73, 38: FR - 32305,
* Nov.38, 1873 552

.| a B2 :h..h.-. La- ~.-~A—J—-

...,;Subpart G—Z—Ofﬂce of Professional ., -,..;
oy Raponsnbmty rhon® Zuezenss

A d ol L

~ -7 gourcE:" Order No:'635-74,"40°FR 68643;

Dec-.. 18. 1975. unless otherwxse noted.:

"I‘he Omce of. Professional. Responsl—
bility shall be headed by a Counsel, ap~ -
pointed by the Attorney General. The
Counsel shall he subject- to the general
supervision and direction of the Attorney:
General or, whenever appropriate; of the-
Deputy Attorney Genera.l. or the Solic.itor-

Genperal. , .0 7
§039a ancbom.

“"The Counsel on Professional Responsl",
bility shall: 7. i e
~(a)- Recelve and revlﬂw any informa-
tion or allegation presented to him con-
cerning conduct by s -Department. em<
ployee that may-be in violation of law,
of Department regulations or orders, or
of applicable standards of conduct. How-
ever, this provision does not preempt the;
primary responsibility of internal inspec-
tion. units of the Department to-receive
such: information or: anegations and to
conduct investigations: - =222 5l svnts
: >(b)>-Make- such: preliminary-inquiry as
may be necessary to determine whether
the matter should be referred to another
official within.the Department, =i - é~os
-4 (c):Refer any matter that appears to
warrant: examination- in the 1onowmg

MADRArs. s Hiheatimity =
‘= (1), If the ma.tter appears to invalve a
“violation of law, to the head of the inves<
tigative agency having jurisdiction to in~
vestigate such -violations;: =525 o =D
. (2) If the matter appears not to in-

—\-i.a'-:

d volve a violation of law, to the head ‘of

the office,. division bureau, .or. .board to

14

Title- 28—Judicial Administration:

which the employee is assigned, or to the
head of its internal inspection unit; -

(3) If referral to the oificial indicated
in paragraph (c) (1) or (2).of this sec-
tion would be inappropriate, to the At-
torney General and the Deputy Attorney
General or, if referral to bota the At-
torney General and the Deputy Attorney
Gerneral would 2lso be inappropriate, to
whichever of them would be proper or to
the Solicitor General.-= <"~ = ~.733 .
~ (d) Recommend to the Attorney Gen-
eral, ‘the Deputy Attorney General, or
the Solicitor General what further ac-
tion should be undertaken with regard
to any: matier referred to such- official
under. paragraph-(c) {(3)<of this section,
including ‘- the -assignment of "any task
force’ or: individual to undertake the
action recommerded and - any special
arrangements that appear warranted.

‘& (e)--Undertake any investigation of a

. . matter referred under paragraph (c) (3)
- of this section that may be 2ssigned by

the Attorney General, the Deputy Attor-
ney General, or the Solicitor General, ot
cooperate- with any other organization,
task force, or individual that may be as-
signed by such.official. bo undertake the
investigation. .° -+

--(f) Submit to the Atwrney G-eneral .
and the Deputy Attorney General or, if
submission to both would be inappro-
priate, to whichever ‘of -them would be
proper or to the Solicitor General: )
(1> An immediate report concerning
any matler referred ‘under paragraph
() (1) or (e)(2) .of this section that
should be brought to the attention of =
higher official;. --: g o

(2) An immediate “report concemh'.g
the adequacy of any investigation of a
matter referred under paragraph (c) of
this section, if the Counsel believes that
a-significant question ‘exists as-to the
adequacy of such investigation; ~~

«3)..A monthly report summarizing all
matters referred under paragraph (c) of
this section during the preceding month;
a.nd i gl | e B Bl e B

2:-(4):An annual report;ora seml-annual

report if the Counsel determines this to
be necessary, reviewing and -evaluating
the activities of internal inspection units
"or;. where there are no such 1nits, the
dxscha.rge of. comparable dquties within
theDepartment.s 2wt = v »as

2as ~2

S e
-

e (g)f.'.Submit—:recomméndatlom- to the

Attorney~ General and the Deputy Af-
torney General on-the need for changes
in policies or procedures that become evi-
dent during the course of his Inquiries.
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§ 0.31 Designating officials to perform
the functions of the Director.

(2) In case of a vacancy in the Office
of the Director of the Community Re-
lations Service, the Deputy Director of
the Service shall perform the functions
and duties of the Director.

(b) 'The Director is authorized, in case
of absence from his office or in case of
his inability or disqualification to act,
to designate the Deputy Director to act
in his stead. In unusual circumstances,
or in the absence of the Deputy Director,
a person other than the Deputy Director
may be so designated by the Director.

§ 0.32 Applicubility of existing depart-
mental regulations.

Departmental regulations which are
generally applicable to units or personnel
of the Department of Justice shall be
applicable with respect to the Commu-
nity Relations Service and to the Direc~
tor and personnel thereof, except to the
extent, if any, that such regulations may
be inconsistent with the intent and pur-
poses of section 1003(b) of the Civil
Rights Act of 1954.

Subpart G—Office of the Pardon
Attorney

Cross RerereENcE: For regulations pertaln-
ing io the office of Pardon Attorney, see Paxt
1 of thls chapter.

§ 0.35 Applications for clemency.

Subject to the general supervision of
the Attorney General, and under the di-
rection of the Deputy Attorney General,
the Pardon Attorney shall have charge
of the receipt, investigation, and disposi-
ticn of applications to the President for
pardon and other forms of Executive
clemency, and shall perform any other
duties assigned by the Attorney General
or the Deputy Attorney General.

[Order No. 543-73, 38 FR 29584, Oct. 26, 1973]
§ 0.36 Recommendations.

The Pardon Attorney shall submit all
all recommendations in clemency cases
to the Attorney General through the
Deputy Attorney General.

[Order No. 543-73, 38 FR. 29584, Oct. 26, 1973]

Subpart G—-1—0ffice of Watergate Special
Prosecution Force

§ 0.37 General functions.
The Office of Watergate Special Pros-
ecution Force shall be under the direc-

tion of a Director who shall be the
Special Prosecutor appointed by the At~

11
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torney General. The duties and respon-
sibilities of the Special Prosecutor are set
forth in the attached appendix below
which is incorporated and made a part
hereof.

[Order 551-73, 38 FR 30738, Nov. 7, 1973}
§ 0.38 Specific functions.

The Special Prosecutor is assigned and
delegated the following specific func-
tions with respect to matters specified in
this subpart:

(2) Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 515(a), to
conduct any kind of legal proceeding,
civil or criminal, including grand jury
proceedings, which United States attor-
neys are authorized by law to conduct,
and to designate attorneys to conduct
such legal proceedings.

(b) To approve or disapprove the pro-
duction or disclosure of information or
files relating to matters within his cog-
nizance in response to a subpoena, order,
or other demand of a court or other au-
thority. (See Part 16(3) of this chapter.)

(¢c) To apply for and to exercise the
authority vested in the Attorney General
under 18 U.S.C. 6005 relating to immu-
nity of witnesses in Congressional pro-
ceedings.

APPENDIX~—DUTIES AND RESPONSIBILITIES OF
THE SPECIAL PROSECUTOR

The Special Prosecutor. There is appointed
by the Attorney General, within the Depart-
ment of Justice, a Spacial Prosecutor to whom
the Attorney Generzl shall delegate the au-
thorities and provide the staff and other re-
sources described below.

The Special Prosecutor shall have full au-
thority for investigating and prosscuting of-
fenses against the United States arising out
of the unauthorized entry into Democratic
National Committee Headquarters st the
Watergate, all ofienses arising out of the
1972 Presidential Election for which the
Special Prosecutor deems it necessary and
appropriate to assume responsibility, allega=
tions involving the President, members of"
the White House staff, or Presidential ap-
pointees, and any other matters which he
consents to have assigned to him by the
Attorney General.

In particular, the Speclal Prosecutor shall
have full authority with respect to the above
matters for:

Conducting proceedings before grand juries
and any other investigations he deems
necessary;

Reviewing all documentary evidence avail-
able from any source, 2s to which he shall
have full access;

Determining whether or not to contest the
assertion of ‘““Executive Privilege” or any
other testimonial privilege;

T —— a5 T—
A Sy
> ey AN e
et = e
AET :

X P

53{ 3 h an g

S 53 ekt




e

Siiiai s caa S L S e

Rk,

§ 0.31 Designating officials to perform
the functians of the Director.

() In case of a vacancy in the Office
of the Director of the Community Re-
lations Service, the Deputy Director of
the Service shall perform the functions
and duties of the Director.

(b) The Director is authorized, in case
of absence from his office or in case of
his inability or disqualification to act,
to designate the Deputy Director to act
in his stead. In unusual circumstances,
or in the absence of the Deputy Director,
a person other than the Deputy Director
may be so designated by the Director.

§ 0.32 Applicability of existing depart.
mental regulations.

Departmental regulations which are
generally applicable to units or personnel
of the Departmenct of Justice shall be
applicable with respect to the Commu-
nity Relations Service and to the Direc-
tor and personnel thereof, except to the
extent, if any, that such regulations may
be inconsistent with the intent and pur-
poses of section 1003(b) of the Civil
Rights Act of 1954.

Subpart G—Office of the Pardon
Attorney
Cross ReFereENCE: For regulations pertain-

Ing to the office of Pardon Aitorney, see Part
1 of this chapter.

§ 0.35 Applications for clemency.

Subject to the general supervision of
the Attorney General, and under the di-
rection of the Deputy Attorney General,
the Pardon Attorney shall have charge
of the receipt, investigation, and disposi~
tion of appliczaiions to the President for
pardon and other forms of Executive
clemency, and shall perform any other
duties assigned by the Attorney General
or the Deputy Attorney General.

[Order No. 543-73, 38 FR 29584, Oct. 26, 1973}

§ 0.36 Recommendations.

The Pardon Attorney shall submit all
all recommendations in clemency cases
to the Attormey General through the
Deputy Attorney General.

{Order No. 543-73, 38 FR 29584, Oct. 26, 1973]

Subpart G-1—0Office of Watergate Special
Prosecution Force

/§ 0.37 General functions.

The Office of Watergate Special Pros-
ecuticn Force shall be under the direc-
tion of a Director who shall be the
Special Prosecutor appointed by the At-

- Chapter |—Department of Justice

torney General. The duties and respon-
sibilities of the Special Prosecutor are set
forth in the attached appendix below
which is incorporated and made a part
hereof.

[Order 551-73, 38 FR 30738, Nov. 7, 1973]
§ 0.38 Specific functions.

‘The Special Prosecutor is assigned and
delegated the following specific func-
tions with respect to matters specified in
this subpart:

(a) Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 515(a), to
conduct any kind of legal proceeding,
civil or criminal, including grand jury
proceedings, which United States attor-
neys are authorized by law to conduct,
and to designate attorneys to conduct
such legal proceedings.

(b) To approve or disapprove the pro-
duction or disclosure of information or
files relating to matters within his cog-
nizance in response to a subpoena, order,
or other demand of a court or other au-
thority. (See Part 16(B) of this chapter.)

(c) To apply for and to exercise the
authority vested in the Attorney General
under 18 U.S.C. 6005 relating to immu-
nity of witnesses in Congressional pro-
ceedings.

APPENDIX—DUTIES AND RESPONSIBILITIES OF
THE SPZCIAL PROSECUTOR

The Special Prosecutor. There is appointed
by the Attorney General, within the Depart-
ment of Justice, a Spacial Prosecutor to whom
the Attorney General shall delegate the au-
thorities and provide the staff and other re-
sources described below.

The Special Prosecutor shall have full au-
thority for investigating and prosscuting of-
fenses against the United States arising out
of the unauthorized entry into Democratic
National Committee Headquarters at the
Watergate, all offenses arising out of the
1972 Presidential Electlon for which the
Special Prosecutor deems it necessary and
appropriate to assume responsibility, allega-
tions involving the President, members of"
the White House staff, or Presidential ap-
pointees, and any other matters which he
consents to have assigned to him by the
Attorney General.

In particular, the Speclal Prosecutor shall
have full authority with respect to the above
matters for:

Conducting proc¢zedings befors grand juries
and any other investigations he deems
necessary;

Reviewing 21l documentary evidence avail-
able from any source, £s to which he shall
have full access;

Determining whether er not to contest the
assertion of “Executive Privilege” or any
other testimonial privilege;
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RULES OI TIIN ITOUSH O} REPRESENTATIVES
#1939, ¥, Rule XL,

in force since the IForty-third Congress. Discussion of the importance
of Jefferson's Manual as an authority in congressionnl procedure (VII,
1029, 1049 ; V111, 2501, 2517, 2518, 3330).

. Rure XLIIT, 3(2': .“( 16K
CODE O OFFICIAL CONDUCT. h

There is hereby established by and for the House
of Representatives the following code of conduet, to
be known as the “‘Code of Official Conduet”:
gs19. omeial cone 1+ A Member, officer, or employce
duct of Members,  of the House of Representatives shall
employees of the conduct himself at all times in a man-

s ner which shall reflect ereditably on
the House of Representatives:

2. A Member, officer, or employee of the House of
Representatives shall adhere to the spirit and the
letter of the Rules of the House of Representatives
and to the rules of duly constituted committees
thereof. : L

3. A Member, officer, or employee of the House
of Representatives shall receive no compensation
nor shall he permit any compensation to acerue to
his beneficial interest from any source, the receipt
of which would occur by virtue of influence improp-
erly exerted from his position in the Congress,

4, A-Membher; officer;or:employecof the:ITouse of
Representatives-shall aceept ng gift-of: substantial
value, directly-orindircctly, fromany person] orga-

[644]
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RULES O TUE IIOUSK O REPRESENITATIVES

Rule XLAL i ———r ; § 030,

onization, or corporation having a direct utercst in

legislation- before the Congress.

6. A Mcmber, officer, or employee of the ITouse
of Representatives shall accept no honorarium for
a speech, writing for:publication, or other similar
getivity, from any person, érganization, or corpora-
tion-in excess of the usual’and customary ‘value for

such servieces. o

- 6. A Member of the House of Representatives

shall keep his campaign funds separate from his
personal funds, Unless specifically provided by law,
he shall convert no campaign funds to personal use
in excess of reimbursement for legitimate and veri-
fiable prior campaign expenditures and he shall

.expend no funds from his campaign account not
attributable to bona fide campaign purposes.

© 7: A Member' of the House of Representatives
shall treat as campaign contributions all proceeds
from testimonial dinners or. other fund raising
events if the sponsors of such affairs do not give
clear notice in advance to the donors or participants
that the proceeds are intended for other purposes.
8. A Member of the House of Representatives
shall retain no one from his clerk hire allowance
who does not perform dutics commensurate, with
the.compensation he receives.
.. 9.:A Member, officer or employee of the Fouse of
Representatives shall not discharge or refuse to

hire anyindividual, or otherwise discriminate

' [648]
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RULES OF IlIN JIOUSKH OF REPRLESKENTATIVES

§ 040, Rule XLIV, .

against any individual with respect to compensa-
tion, torms, condifions, or privileges of employ-
ment, because of such individual’s race, color,
religion, sex, or national origin. Rt &)

As used in this Code of Official Conduet of the
House of Representatives—(a) the terms. ‘' Mem-
ber” and “Member of the Fouse of Representa-
tives” include the Resident Commissioner from
Puerto Rico and each Delegate to the House; and

(b) the term ““officer or employce of the House of .

Representatives’’ means any individual whose
compensation is disbursed by the Clerk of the
House of Representatives., . . s

This rule was adopted on April 3, 1968 (H. Res. 1099, 80th Cong.).
The jurisdiction of the Committee on Standards of Official Conduct
was also redefined by this resolution. The rule was amended in the 92d
Congress to bring the Delegates from the Distrlet of Columbia, Guam
and the Virgin Islands within the definition of “Member” (II. Res. §,
Jan. 22, 1972, p. 144; . Res. 1153, Oct, 13, 1972, p. 36021-23). The
rule was further amended in the 94th Congress by adding in clause (0)
the words “Unless speeifieally provided by law” and by adding clause
(9) (I Res. G, Jan. 14, 1075, p. —). Clause (10) was adopted by the
House on April 16, 1075 (H. Hes. 40, 04th Cong.), '

. N v r .

’
e ' '

. Rums XLIVs 4
FINANCIAL DISCLOSURE,

'
[ v

Members, officers, prineipal assistants to' Mem-
a6, Fimanelst re DOTS and officers, and professional
port disclosing eere - gt ff members of-committees shall, not

later than - April 80, 1969, and by

interests,

April 30 of each year thereafter, file with the Com-
; '[040)

2.
!

a¥

RULES 01 /1K HOUSE O REPRESENTATIVES

10, A Member of the TTouse of Representatives
who has been convicted by a court of record for the

commission of a crime for which a sentence r(:l/gﬁi
d

or more years’ imprisonment may he imfiSsc
should refrain from participation in the business
of each committee of which he is a member and
should refrain from voting on any question at a
meeting of the Flouse, or of the Committec of the
Whole House, unless or until judicial or executive
proceedings result in reinstatement of the pre-
sumption of his innocence or until he is reelected
to the House after the date of such convietion,
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GENERAL STATEMENT BY THE COMMITTEE

. On November 20, 1978, the Committee on Rules and Administra-
tion ended the inquiry it had begun 38 days earlier into the qualifica-
tions of Gerald R. Ford of Michigan to be Vice President of the
United States.

On a roll call vote, with all nine members present, the Committee
unanimously agreed to recommend to the Senate that Mr. Ford’s nomi-
nation be confirmed.

The members of the Committee came to this conclusion after long
hours of study and discussion of the results of a most thorough in-
vestigation of the public and private life of the nominee.

Not every member of the Committee found himself in agreement
with Mr. Ford’s voting record, his general philosophy of government,
his personal and political views, and his public actions through his 25
years of service in the House of Representatives. A

But the Committee looked at the total record and found no bar or
impediment which would disqualify him for the office for which he
had been nominated. The Committee noted that any President natural-
ly would be expected to nominate a person from his own party and
perhaps of his own political philosophy to fill a vacancy under the
Twenty-fifth Amendment. The Committee recognized the possibility
that some of the electorate and indeed, some of the Members of this
Committee might not agree that Gerald R. Ford was the best choice
the President could have made from among leading Republicans to
serve in the second highest office in the land. But, some would have
disagreed with any choice the President might have made. Neverthe-
less, it was the Committee’s responsibility to consider whether the
nominee chosen was qualified to be confirmed as Vice President.

The Committee questioned Mr. Ford and explored his philosophy,
character, and personal and financial integrity, and decided that in
these critical areas he fully met reasonable tests. This conclusion was
reached even by those who disagreed with various philosophical or
political positions of the nominee.

Rorrcarr, Vore oN NoMINATION

On the question “Shall the nomination be reported with the recom-
mendation that Mr. Ford be confirmed?” the Committee voted as

follows:
YEAS—9 NAYS—0
Mr. Cannon

Mr. Cook
Mr. Pell
Mr. Scott

Mr. Hatfield
Mr. Williams

Thus, the motion was unanimously adopted.
(97)
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ral weeks in August. We do get some income from that—not much, but
E STOCKHOLDINGS

snator Cook. In going over this voluminous report on you, Congressman, there
one item I noted that I hope you can clear up. At the time that you were re-
ted to become a member of the board of directors of the Kent State Bank,

kit is——
r. Forp. The Old Kent, yes.
nator Coor [continuing]. The Old Kent Bank, under the laws of the State of
higan, and I assume that in practically every State in the Union, a member
he board must own so many shares of stock.
e report indicated that you bought 100 shares of stock, and, as I recall from
ling that record, I think the price of the stock then was around $31 or a little
$31 per share which came to somewhere around $3,200 for those 100 shares.
understand, so we can get it into the record, that you served on the board for
ays, thought that it was not wise to stay on the board, and thereafter you
gned from the board. In the interim period of time you received I think a
are dividend which then put your holdings at 105 shares and shortly there.
. you sold all 105 shares,
ow, I do not find in going over the record the source of your payment for the
hares that you originally purchased.
puld you elaborate on that, please?
. Forp. At the outset, Senator Cook, I have in my hand a photostatic copy
check dated January 9, 1968, in the amount of $3,262.50, from me to Mac-
ghton-Grenawalt & Co., which is a security company in Grand Rapids.
his is a check that T wrote to the securities company to pay for the 100 shares
I purchased in order to qualify for membership on the board of directors.
pw, it has been alleged that I borrowed that money in order to make the
k purchase and that I borrowed it from the Old Kent Bank.
ell, the facts are, Mr. Chairman, any such allegation is a lie, and I have the
ment from the president, the chairman of the board of the Old Kent Bank, a
r dated October 23 to me from Mr, R. M. Gillett saying as follows, if I might
it for the record :
Dear Jerry :
t was good to visit with you this morning. I have thoroughly checked our
files and find no record of any loan made to you. As I mentioned to you I
talked to the investigator of the House Judiciary Committee and advised
that neither the bank nor I personally made any loans to you.
any member of the Investigation Committee would like to check our records
ding this, we would be happy to have them.”
ben I also have a letter from Mr. Gillett to one of the lawyers here who is
ng me, who volunteered to help me, which says categorically that in checking
records and my 60 years of life that the Old Kent Bank never loaned me
penny—period.
Inator Coox. Would you tell me the bank that your check was drawn on?

. Forp. It was drawn, sir, on the Sergeant at Arms account in the House of
esentatives,

CrAmRMAN, Congressman Ford, this morning you discussed, in responding
question, I think, of Senator Griffin, some of your stockholdings and direc-
hip of the Rospatch Corp.
i1l you direct your attention to those?

. Forp. Yes, I will be delighted to, Mr. Chairman. I have in my name; de-
ire bonds, Ford Paint & Varnish Co., for the value of $9,081. Those securi-
I had purchased in part and inherited in part when my mother and father
d away. My wife has, from an inheritance from an aunt, certain securities,
nk 135 shares of Central Telephone in Illinois, the estimated value is
0. My wife has, in Stainroy Farm, balance account. it is a mutual fund,
in her name, securities worth $1,299. The total of the three, $9,000-plus by
nd the other by my wife, comes to $13,570.

CAMPAIGN FINANCES
ral Discussion

e Committee ordered a study of the reports and statements
ired by law to be filed with the Clerk of the House of Repre-
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sentatives by Congressman Ford and by any political committee
supporting him during his campaigns for nomination or election.

ollowing receipt of a letter of request from the Chairman of the
Committee, W. Pat Jennings, the Clerk of the House, assembled g
such documents from 1954 to the present. Reports prior to 1954 wer
no longer available.

The Federal Corrupt Practices Act of 1925, which was repealed op
April 7, 1972, uired reports of recei(fts and expenditures from
candidates for Federal elective office and from political commitiees
attempting to influence the election of candidates in two or more
states. Primary elections were not within the provisions of the Act,
and state or local committees were not within the definitions.

Within the framework of that Act, Congressman KFord filed all
reports re&uired by its provisions. Committees in the State of Michi-
gan or in the District of Columbia were not required to submit reports
to the Clerk of the House of Representatives.

Michigan election laws require the filing of statements by candi-
dates and political committees with the Clerk of the county where
the filer resides and/or with the Secretary of State.

ngressman Ford and committees supporting him submitted
required data to Michigan as well as to the Clerk of the House.
Nothing irregular or unlawful was apperent from a study of all reports.
However, . a few questions were raised as the result of statements
g)ﬁ:eaﬁng in books or newspaper articles, and those were investigated
thisy by the committee and are discussed in subsequent sections of
report.
The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971 became effective on

April 7, 1972, repealing, the Federal Corrupt Practices Act of 1925 and

establishing a comprehensive system for the periodic detailed dis-
closure of all campaign receipts and expenditures and including all
elections—primary, run-off, special, and general. .

Mr. Ford and his committees have complied fully with the require-
ments of the new Act. . L

Nothing in the reports and statements on file in Michigan or in the
Clerk of the House of Representative’s office in Washington would

int to a violation of law. The deficiencies of the repealed Corrupt

tices Act led to misunderstendings by treasurers of committees

concerning information required to be filed and by others who were
involved, directly or indirectly, in Co ional campaigns. Therefore,
disclosure of political finances did not become the subject of definitive
law until the new Act became operative on April 7, 1972.

Campaign Contributions, 1976—$11,500

I. Background.—In the book, The Washington Pay-off, Robert
Winter-Berger referred to an amount of $11,500 which Congressman
Gerald Ford of Michigan received from a group of contributors in
1970. While stating that by Michigan law Mr. Ford had a campaign
ceiling on his campaign of $10,500. (and that Ford re{:orted reaching
this ceiling in reports he, as treasurer, filed with the Clerk of the U.S.

__House of Representatives), Winter-Berger pointed out that Ford
#endorsed the $11,500 to another committee based in Washington, D.C-

and\failed to report the receipt of it. Winter-Berger asserted, further,
th#t funds were sent from the Washington, D.C. based commuittee
totaling $12,233 to Ford’s district in Michigan, and that Ford dis-
cldimed any knowledge of them. Winter-Berger further noted that
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mnder the Federal Corrupt Practices Act of 1925, a candidate is
becountable only for the expenditures he personally knows about, but
ot for expenditures of independent committees organized in his
gupport. c d

%n article in the October 14, 1973, issue of the Washington Post
udes to the same situation, but further identifies the contributors:

IThe Securities Industry Campaign Committee. - .- oo o $5, 000
T s (T (e R e S B T 3, 000
...... 2, 000

The Banker’s Political Action Committee. ...

A Michigan physicians fund_ . ____.______.._
ihe Boilermakers-Blackamiths. . .- oo ccaccaccananna e

- D D S A W .- -

Thiz article states that the only issue raised was one of disclosure.
II. Investigation.—In order to determine the facts of this situation,
the Committee took the following action:

A. Interview with Mr. Curtis R. Fulton, Finance Director of the
National Republican Congressional Committee in 1970 and affiliated
with the Republican National Finance Advisory Committee.

Mr. Fulton stated that Co man Ford, along with every other
Republican member of the U.S. House of Representatives, was sup-
ported by the National Republican Congressional Committee. The
Committee periodically sent out letters soliciting contributions from
persons throughout the United States. Although the letters requested
that checks be made payable to the committee, some Congressmen
would often sign these letters personally to help induce contributions
and therefore, checks were often made payable to the Congressmen
instead of to the committee.

Mr. Fulton did not remember specifically the five contributor checks
mentioned in the October 14, 1973, Washington Post article, but.
stated that it was normal ogerat.ing ﬂ]l)rocedure for Congressmen to
endorse checks received by them to the committee, and thus it was
probable that Congressman Ford would have done so in 1970.

Regarding the campaign funds sent to Congressman Ford’s district,
the following is & list of the known transfers from the committee to

Mr. Ford’s district:

SUMMARY OF CONTRIBUTIONS FROM DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA BASED COMMITTEES
INTO CONGRESSMAN FORD'S 5th DISTRICT, 1970:

) Ameunt Resiglont
m i;‘cggg;iun Congressions] Com- Nov. 3 to Nov. 20,1972 _...... $35,500.00 Latviens for Ferd,
“f.?n":: epublican Congressionsl Com- Nov. 3 to Nov. 20, 1972 _._._.. 2,000.00 Veterans for Ford,
“atonal Republican Congressional Com- MNov. 5, 1970______._._.o..... 204.55 Sparta  Graphics, Inc.,
“mmnu. : i Sparta, Mich.
i Republican Congressiomal Com- Nov. 5, 1870..........._...... 1,775.73 Kent Printing Co., Grand
sudican National Finance Advisery Com- Nov. 20, 1972 1,260.63 v.’i.‘?.'ﬁ'fs:‘ }'2&"""'
ittee (RNFAC), M il e e i ’
Sobiotel . _... 8,830.91
":"mfovd District of Columbia Com- Aug 27toOct. 1,1872._....... 2,250.00 Latvians for Ford.
Aug 27 to Oct. 1,1872......... 2,250.00 Veterans for Ford.

Senld Ford, District of Columbia Com-

Sebita. .. esiii AR o Fua
Total of beth sums. ... ... : " «.ws.;“';n.l%n’l é
(=
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It was the policy of the NRCC and the RNFAC! to allocaf
each Congressman a share of the contributions collected, each (
%essman being allocated a portion of the total amount colleg

he money thus allocated to each Congressman was then sep
particular committees designated by the Congressman. »

Mr. Fulton believed that Congressman Ford designated two o

ichigan committees—Veterans for Ford, and Latvians for Fo
early in the 1970 campaign to receive funds to be used during
1970 reelection cam&m&n

B. Interview wi e Treasurer of the 1970 Veterans for §
Committee, J. Boyd Pantlind, Treasurer.

Mr. Pantlind stated that Congressman Gerald Ford asked
to form the Veterans for Ford Committee. Mr. Pantlind unders
that no solicitations by his committee would be necessary; but, §
contributions received would be used to pay some of the costs off

C. Interview with the Treasurer, Julijs Riekstins, of the
Latvians for Ford Committee.

Julijs Riekstins, who knew Mr. Ford since 1956, agreed to estal
the Latvians for Ford Committee.

The Latvians for Ford Committee received contributions from
Eicl)lrd for Congress Committee (FFCC) and paid some of its (FF(

s.

D. Interview with J. R. Pat Gorman, Treasurer of the Ge
Ford D.C. Committee.

According to Mr. Gorman, this committee was formed by He
Lovery, now deceased. Mr. Gorman was asked to be treasurer
the Gerald Ford-D.C. Committee, Mr. Lovery was the fund ra
Mr. Gorman was the record keeper, and Mr. Frank Meyer, adm
trative assistant to Congressman Ford, made decisions on the exf
diture of funds collected. There are no records showing the cont
utors to this committee. Funds collected totalling $15,900 v
disbursed by check between August 27, 1970, and A(fxril 8, 1971.

Individual contributions of $500 or more are listed below:

Check unless other- Check uniess
Date Amount wise specified Date Amount wise specified

July 13,1970........... $2,000 Currency. Sept. 14, 1970...
July 23, 1970. - 500 - Sc'p,t 29, 1970,
July 23, 1870 o Nov.

Currency.
Do.

16, 1970
July 31, 19

R y Do. Total of contribu-
Sept. 8,'1970, E : Do, tions of $500 or
Sept. 10, 1970........ De.

! The Republican National Finance Advisory Committee coexisted in 1970 as a parallel committee
the National Republican Congressional Committee. The RN FAC was established. with the same mem
and officers as those in the NRCC, because it was believed that the NRCC would receive in excess

million in contributions, which would be prohibited under the Federal Corrupt Practices Act for &
mittee operating in more than one state.




Expenditures of the committee:
Aug. 27, 1970, Veterans for Ford $1, 500. 00
Aug. 27, 1970, Latvians for Ford 1, 50C. 00
Sept. 14, 1970, Insight Inc. (TV account) 7, 500. 00
Oct. 1, 1970, Veterans for Ford 750. 00
Oct. 1, 1970, Latvians for Ford 750. 00
Oct. 28, 1970, National Rebpublican Congressional Committee__. 1, 000. 00
Dec. 16, 1970, National Republican Congressional Committee__ .. 200. 00
Dec. 22, 1970, Thos. J. Lankford, Inc. (printing special report).__ 502. 40
Apr. 8, 1971, L. G. Balfour (cufflinks) 169. 23
Apr. 8, 1971, L. G. Balfour (letter openers) 208. 92
Apr. 8, 1971, Fifth District Account of G. R. Ford 1, 895. 37

15, 895. 92
4. 08

Total
Union k’I;rust charged the account on Aug. 4, 1970 $4.08 for printed

E. Interview with Mr. John Stiles, Campaign Adviser to Congress-
man Ford’s 1970 Reelection Campaign.

According to Mr. Stiles, the 1970 Ford for Congress Committee
staff decided that since Mr. Ford had become a national figure, addi-
tionel money should be expended on media coverage. Mr. Stiles said
that since the Ford for (E)ngress Committee (Mr. Ford’s personal
committee) had already met its SEendjng limitation under Michigan
law, as Stiles interpreted it, then these additional bills were referred to
the Veterans for Ford (VFF) and Latvians for Ford (LFF) committees.

Stiles further said that the late Mr. Frank Meyer, Congressman
Ford’s administrative assistant, sometimes brought with him from
Washington, D.C. to Grand Rapids, Michigan, political contributions
which were given to Mr. Stiles, who in turn gave them to the VFF and
the LFF committees.

Mr. Meyer would ask contributors to make their checks payable to
those two committees instead of to the Ford for Congress Committee.

F. Testimony of Congressman Gerald Ford.

In response to questions on this issue, Mr. Ford made the following
statements before the Committee on November 1, 1973:

Mr. CEAIBMAN. During your campaign for election in 1970, you were reported
to have received five contributions totaling $11,500 from special interest groups.

Those contributions to you were not recorded by you as a candidate or as the
treasurer of a committee.

Will you please relate to this committee the circumstances relative to the
receipt of those contributions and their subsequent disbursement?

Mr. Forp. Mr. Chairman, at the outset, in response to that question, let me
say categorically that none of the funds related to in your question, or any other
funds in 1970, were for my personal benefit. Further, the newspaper articles
that were published in 1970 in relationship to those campaign funds clearly
said there was no evidence of any personal benefit to me.

Now, No. 2, all of the checks that were given to me and subsequently trans-
ferred by me to the Republican Congressional Campaign Committee were, to
my best knowledge, reported by the donor in proper public documents and were
subsequently properly reported by the Republican Congressional Committee as
fequired by law.

LeSF)O me, if I might, Mr. Chairman, take each of those five checks that totaled
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I received in late October of 1970, a check from the Security Industries
Campaign Committee for $5,000. I endorsed that check to the Republican Cop.
gressional Campaign Committee for its use. It was reported by the doner
and by the Republican Congressional Campaign committee, as I understand it

No. 2, the Bankers PAC—I guess that is Political Action Committee—fop

$2,000. That was received by me, as I recollect, sometime in late October. I en.
dorsed it to the Republican Congressional Campaign Committee. It is my under.
standing it was reported by them as so received, and I believe that it was
reported as required by law by the Bankers PAC.
- No. 38, John M. Shaheen $3,000. That was & personal check. Mr, Shaheen isg
longtime personal friend. I endorsed that check to the Republican Congressional
Campaign Committee in late October. It is my understanding it was properly re-
ported by the Congressional Campaign Committee.

I do not have public or personal knowledge that Mr. Shaheen so reported that,
but I believe it was.

No. 4, the Boilermakers & Blackemiths Union $1,000. This check was received
by me in late October 1970. I endorsed it to the Republican Congressional Cam-
paign Committee. It is my understanding that this was so reported by the Cam-
paign Committee and, I believe, but I am not certain, it was properly reported by
the Boilermakers & Blacksmiths Union.

No. 5, Michigan Doctors PAC, Political Action Committee, $500. I received that
in October of 1970. I endorsed it to the Republican Congressional Campaign Com-
mittee to use it as they saw fit, and it was reported, I am told, both by the com-
mittee and by the Michigan Doctors PAC.

Now, I might add that my practice had been, at least all the time I was minor
ity leader, if I received contributions for my campaign that were over and above
my needs, I would endorse those contributions to the Republican Congressional
Campaign Committee for use by that committee to belp incumbents who needed
more campaign contributions, or challengers who needed contributions for their

campaigns.

I have done this traditionally. I did it in 1970, and I might say the record shows
that I did exactly the same thing in 1972.

Now, in addition, it should be pointed out, Mr. Chairman, that historically a
person in the leadership capacity of the House, perhaps the Senate—and I am not
certain about that—does get contributions that come to us that are way and above
our own personal needs for campaign.

In many cases, I told such donors to directly make the contribution to the Con-
gressional Campaign Committee without sending it to me and I then endorse it
over.

I believe that in this case there is no violation of the law whatsoever in the
method that I used in respect to these five checks that were transferred to the
Republican Congressional Campaign Committee.

The CrAIRMAN, Well, let me ask you two further questions with respect to that.

Would that amount of $11,600 have exceeded the limit that you could have ac
cepted under Michigan law for your campaign?

And, two, in fact was there a contribution from the Republican Campaign Com-
mittee to your Michigan committee or to the various committees in Michigan sup-
porting you for approximately the same amount—$11,500, or slightly over $12,000?

Mr. Forp. Well, No. 1, I was treasurer in 1970, Under Michigan law, no candi-
date on his own behalf can spend, as I recollect, more than $10,500.

At the time those checks came fo my office in Grand Rapids, I was busily en-
gaged in running for reelection. I was told by my then administrative assistant,
as I recollect, that I could not personally in the Ford-for-Congress Committee re-
ceive any more contributions.

Under those circumstances, because I did not wish to violate the law, I endorsed
those five checks over to the Republican Congressional Campaign Committee.

No. 2, under our procedure that we have on the Republican side in the House
of Representatives, the Republican Congressional Campaign Committee solicits
funds to be distributed to Republican incumbents, including myself.

In 1970, as I recollect, the allocation from the Republican Congressional Cam-
paign Committee to incumbents, nonmarginal, was $3,500.

The record will show, Mr. Chairman, that I did not early in the campaigd
take any of that allocation from the Republican Congressional Committee. I did

not need it at that time.

Late in the campaign, several other campaign committees on my behalf, 2
Veterans-for-Ford Committee, the Latvians-for-Ford Committee, had been estab-
lished by individuals and groups on my behalf.
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They did need some funding, and they did get some money from the Republican
congressional Campaign Committee, including the $3,500 that was my allocation
trom the Republican Congressional Campaign Committee.

The CHAIRMAN. Was the amount that they received approximately $12,000?

Mr. Forn. The amount, as I understand it, was slightly over $13,000.

The net result was that late October, I endorsed $11,500 of five checks to the
congressional Campaign Committee, but I say most emphastically, Mr. Chair-
man, there was well over that amount of money in the hands of the Republican
campaign Committee for my benefit which then, or prior to then, was actually
ransferred to those other campaign committees on my behalf.

The CHAIRMAN. Was there any understanding between yourself and the Re-
publican Campaign Congressional Committee that that same money that you
pid to them would, in turn, be funneled back to your campaign committee?

Mr. Forp. Under no circumstances, Mr. Chairman.

The $13,000-plus that was disbursed came from previously available funds,
isduding my allocations as a Republican Member of Congress.

II1. Commitiee Findings—Summarized below are the issues which
srose surrounding the receipt of $11,500 in campaign contributions by
Congressman Gerald R. Ford just prior to the 1970 general election,
and our findings regarding those issues.

1. Did Congressman Ford violate any campaign laws in accepting
the five contributions, totalling $11,500, and in endorsing them over to
the National Republican Congressional Committee in view of the fact
that he presumed that there was a spending limitation of $10,500 on
his personal campaign committee called the Ford for Congress Com-
mittee located in Grand Rapids, Michigan, of which he was treasurer?

(a) According to Michigan election Iaw in 1970, a candidate for the
US. House of Representatives could have spent up to 25% of his
yearly salary toward his primary campaign and the same amount for
the general election, should he succeed in the primary. Since Con-
gressman Gerald Ford’s yearly salary was $42,500 in 1970, this would
have meant that he personally was restricted to spending $10,625 in
the primary election and $10,625 in the general election in 1970.

However, a political committee making expenditures on behalf of
scandidate was not restricted in the amount of expenditures it could
make, according to a 1963 opinion by the Attorney General of Michi-
an. In effect, then, Mr. Ford could have sent the $11,500 he received
directly to his Ford for Congress Committee and would not have
violated the spending limitation imposed by Michigan law.

(b) The Federal Corrupt Practices Act of 1925 ret};ired a candi-
date for the U.S. House of Representatives to give to the Clerk of the
Rouse of ‘Representatives a “detailed and exact account of each con-
tnbution received by him or by any person for him with his knowledge

| ud consent from any source in aid or support of his candidacy for
tlection, for the purpose of influencing the result of the election, to-
fether with the name of the person who has made such contribution.”

In this instance, it appears that Mr. Ford was not accepting contri-
Wtions for his own candidacy since he endorsed them over to the Na-
tonal Republican Congressional Committee. As such, he, as a candi-

te, or as treasurer of the Ford for Congress Committee, was not
™quired to report those contributions. The National Republican Con-
lf:s“lonal Committee did apparently report them.

2 Was Congressman Gerald Ford “laundering” funds, that is, try-
22 to have his contributors lose their identity by endorsing contribu-
a;‘fml’}itizlevaed by him over to the National Republican Congressional

ittee ? :

o
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As has been pointed out above, the National Republican Conf
sional Committee (NRCC) solicited campaign contributions fo

Republican congressional candidates. It was intended that check
licited would be made out to the committees, but contributors
sometimes make them out to particular congressmen whose n
appeared on the solicitation letters to help induce contribution
Ford. in endorsing these checks over to the NRCC, was doing
other Republican members of Congress would do when they recd
contributors’ checks that had been solicited for the NRCC, w
helped all the Republican con%ressi onal candidates.

3. Did Congressman Gerald Ford expect that the same $11,508

an amount similar to it, would be sent back to his home distri
assist in his campaign expenses ?
Mr. Ford, according to his own testimony, did not expect thaj
funds from the five checks totalling $11,500 that he received, w
be funneled back into his campaign committees in Michigan. H
know that he had been allocated a certain quota of funds als
available with the National Republican Congressional Committee
that he had given this committee the names of two other committe
Michigan, the Latvians for Ford and the Veteran for Ford as o
for his “quota” money late in the 1970 campaign. Mr. Ford’s §
ments are generally verified by the 1970 Finance Director of th¢
tional Republican Congressional Committee.

Campaign Contributions, 1972—$38,000

1. Background.—Attention was given in news articles to the
that the D.C. Committee to Reelect Jerry Ford, transferred fu
excess of $38,000 in April 1972, to the Michigan Ford for Con
Committee.

The issue raised here was that receipts of the D.C. committee
not specifically disclosed.

As a result of this concern, the committee obtained as many re
and as much information about the D.C. committee and its men
as was possible,

II. Investigation—A. Interview with Mr. Charles T. Marck, (
man of the Committee to Reelect Jerry Ford.

Mr. Marck said that Mr. James G. Morton approached Cong
man Ford to ask if he would be interested in having Morton ¢
a political committee on behalf of Mr. Ford’s reelection efforts
Ford agreed, and ten to twelve members of the Manufacturing Q
ists Association agreed to form the committee. The purpose ¢
committee was to hold a fund-raising reception for Congres
Ford, which was held at the Capitol Hill Club. Mr. Marck was C
as chairman and Mr. Morton was chosen as treasurer.

Although Mr. Marck had no committee records, he recalled §
%g I:.ith Mr. Morton the committee’s bank account at Riggs Naf

an

B. D.C. Committee to Reelect Jerry Ford Bank Statements|
cured from Riggs National Bank:

The Riggs Bank submitted copies of the bank statements, dé
slips (which bore no names of contributors), and checks writt§
the committee bank account.

(1) The total amount of deposits was $49,855
(2) The total number of separate deposit items was 164
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(8) The total number of deposit tickets was 20 e
(4) Separate contributions of $500 or over as listed on deposit
tickets were:

Checks umess
Amount otherwise stated

$1,000 Operating deposit.
Currency.

w

o

EEEEEEEEEEEELEEEEERESE

O paps

Do
W 24,1972
M. 5, 1972

Note: Total of separate contributions of $500 and over—$31,150 depesited in bank account.

(5) The total amount of contributions received was $54,655.00 (See
interview below with Mr. Britton Gordon).

(8) From the information obtained, no contributions were received
or expenditures made by the committee on or after April 7, 1972, and
thus the committee was not required to register and report under the

Federal Election Campaign Act.

C. Interviews with Mr. Britton Gordon, Treasurer of the 1970 Ford
for Congress Committee, Grand Rapids, Michigan, and his secretary,
Mrs. Dorothy LaBan:

Information received from Mr. Gordon shows that besides the
§8216.61 transferred on April 6, 1972, from the D.C. Committee to
Reelect Jerry Ford to the Ford for Congress Committee, there were
Iventy-two other contributions transferred, totalling $4,800, all of
vhich were subsequently reported in political campaign reports to the
Clerk of the House. Mr. Gordon thought that his secretary, Mrs.
Dorothy LaBan, listed the 22 contributors and their checks, but Mrs.
laBan didn’t recall making the list but recalls that Congressman
Ford asked that all contributions be reported, even those under $100
*hich were not required to be reported under the Federal Election
Campaign Act.

The names, addresses and amounts of contributions are listed below :

aﬂre Political Fund, 25 Louisiana Ave., room 325, Washington, D.C_. $2, 000
GSI. Colx)vEert. room 1029, Tower Bldg., 14th and K Sts. NW., Wash-
on, D. %
*‘an S. Utt, Jr., 580 N. Waukegan, Lake Forest, I1l. 60045
8"‘}‘105 M. Dixon, Jr., 70 W. Laurel Ave., Lake Forest, Ill
ilwvay Clerks Political League, 6300 River Rd., Rosemon, Iil. 60018__.
. A. Garunyard, St. James, La__..
~th Florida Sugar Committee, Belle Glade, Fla
- P. Wiley and Allen W. Dawson, Route No. 2, Pinewood Acres, Corn-

s &%,
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Paul J. King, 4376 Derry Rd., Bloomfield Hills, Mich. 48018 ______..___ ¥
Bruce G. Stevens, 2609 Covington, Birmingham, Mich. 48010

Robert L. Berg, 18584 Chelton Dr., Birmingham, Mich. 48009 cceee.
Robert F. Palmer, 1011 Hampshire Dr., Bloomfield Hills, Mich. 48013_.__
Robert D. Lund, 711 Kennelworth, Bloomfield Hills, Mich.

Robert P. Sullivan
Harry Heatman, Jr., 1330 Indian Mound East, Birmingham, Mich. 48010_
Robert E. Cook, 8903 Shellmar Lane, Bloomfield Hills, Mich. 48013
Janice K. McKee, 4602 Sunningdale Dr., Bloomfleld Hills, Mich. 48013_.
Norman Ellis, 7425 Lahser Rd., Birmingham, Mich. 48010

John L. Cutter, 6195 East Surrey, Birmingham, Mich. 48010

Henry Bahr, 9100 River Rd., Potomac, Md :

Total = 4,

D. Interview with Mr. James P. McDonald who was in charge
%mé)gements for the Capitol Hill Club reception for Congressn

ord:

Mr. McDonald furnished the committee with the bill for the Cap
Hill Club reception for Congressman Ford, which was ﬂaid by
Committee to Reelect Jerry Ford. This bill, along with copies
expenditures from the D.C. Committee, checks and bank stateme
shows that the committee made the following expenditures:

Payse

Howard Devron O

James P. McDonald.

4) Congressional Liquors

8 Cash (unexplained) .

6) United Airlines, Inc., for 10 round frip tickets 1st class, from Washington, D.C. to
Grand Rapids, Mich., for Congr Ford....

g Thomas 1. Lankford, printing expenses for invitations

- Mm Liquors. ...

(10) Capitol Hiii Club.

Expenditures related o the Capiol Hill Club receipts totaled (tems 180 10)_ ...
(1) Rigee Rt Bank (ranioryr ol Hi o [T

All expenditures, including the $38,216.61 transfer, tetaled,

% Capitol Hill Club (reception expenses).

E. Testimony of Congressman Gerald Ford : j

Mr. Ford stated that he had never seen a list of the donatiol
this committee, and thought it was wise that he didn’t see it. H¢
state that he saw a summary of disbursements, but that the comn
operated autonomously. -

Responding to questions from the chairman, Senator Canno
from Senator Cook, the ranking minority member, Congress
ngrd made the following comments at the hearing on Novemd
1973: :

The CHAIRMAN. Well, now, it was clear by late 1971 that the 1972 ele
would be conducted under a new Federal campaign finance disclosure la

It has been reported in the press that one of your campaign committees
Distriét of Columbia raised approximately $50,000 for you and, in tu
over to your State campaign committee approximately $38,000 without any
indicating where the money came from.

Are there any records available showing who the donors were to tha§
and, if not, how can you justify allowing more than $38,000 to be raised if
name for the 1972 elections without having any records about sources
money?

Mr. Forp. Mr. Chairman, I think we are all familiar with what the 18
in the District of Columbia prior to April 7, 1972. |
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It is my understanding that the law in the District of Columbia at that time
permitted the formation of political campaign committees, the collection of dona-
tions, .and the disbursement of those funds without any reporting requirement.

I believe I am accurate in saying that was the law prior to April 7, 1972.

In 1972, my best memory is that some time in the late winter, several very
good friends of mine came to me and said they would like to help raise some
campaign funds. One of them was the late Jim Morton, a very dear friend of
mine, who, unfortunately, now has passed away.

Another was Chuck Marck, who originally came from the State of Michigan.

They, with others, formed the District of Columbia Committee to Reelect
Jerry Ford.

They operated under the then existing law in the District of Columbia. They
operated completely autonomously for me. They formed the committee. They sent
out the invitations. They collected the money. They disbursed the money as they
decided; and when they paid all the bills, it is true, Mr. Chairman, they dis-
pursed a little over $38,000 to the Ford-for-Congress Committee in Grand Rapids,
Mich. )

Now, as I said a moment ago, the late Jim Morton who was a former Assistant
Secretary of Commerce in the middle 1960’s, has passed away. He was the
treasurer.

Chuck Marck was the chairman. Now, I never saw a list personally of the
donations, I never saw it. In fact, I thought it was wise that I not see it. They
handled the entire matter. I frankly never saw but a summary of the disburse-
ments.

It is my understanding that Chuck Marck has gotten together from various
files the listing of these disbursements, which I understood have been given to
the committee. If not, whatever we have on it will be made available.

The CEAIRMAN. The information that the committee has is that the names of
the contributors are not available, so if you do have that information, I would
appreciate it if you would supply it to us.

Mr. Forp. Mr. Chairman, either I misspoke or my words were misinterpreted.

To my knowledge, nobody has the list of donations. We do have a list of the
disbursements, which I understand was turned over to your committee staff.

The CEAIRMAN. The committee is operating under roughly a 15-minute rule
::ogive everyone a chance. My time is up, and I am going to defer now to Senator

00K,

Senator Cook. * * * Congressman Ford, just a moment ago you said it was
some time during the winter of 1972 that they decided to have an affair for you.
If I am not mistaken, you must have meant the winter of 1971, because the law
went into effect on April 7, 1972, e .

Would it be correct to say and to correct the record that your friend came to
you in the winter of 1971 and suggested that a committee be established for you
in the District of Columbia?

Mr. Forn. My recollection, Senator, is that it was in the winter of 1971-72.

II1. Committee Findings.—Summarized below are the issues which
| arose surrounding the $38,000 transfer by the Committee to Reelect
Jerry Ford.

1. Was the Committee to Reelect Jerry Ford required to report its
contributions and expenditures under the Federal Corrupt Practices
Act of 1925, or the Federal Elections Campaign Act of 1971%

(2) Under the Federal Corrupt Practices Act of 1925, political
committees which fall under its provisions are those which accept
contributions or make expenditures for the purpose of influencing . . .
the election of candidates in (1) two or more states, or (2) whether or
not in more than one state if such committee . . . is a branch or sub-
sidiary of a national committee, association or organization.

(b) The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971 did not apply to
any committee which received all its contributions and made aliy its
expenditures prior to April 7, 1972. According to bank records of the
Committee to Reelect Jerry Ford, provided to us by the Riggs Na-
tional Bank, there were no receipts or expenditures which occurred
on behalf of the Committee on or after April 7,1972. .
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2. Was there an attempt by Congressman Gerald Ford to use this
Committee to hide the identity of contributors?

The identity of many contributors to this Committee is not known,
since there was no legal requirement to publicly report them. Addi-
tionally, the one person who would have been the most knowledgeable
about the identity of all the contributors is now deceased. é)parently,
once the committee had terminated and its treasurer had died, all
remaining records were destroyed and there was no legal requirement
for them to be maintained.

It should be pointed out, however, that Mr. Ford stated in his
public testimony before the Senate Rules and Administration Com-
mittee that he never saw a list of the donations to the Committee to

Reelect Jerry Ford, and furthermore, he thought it wise that he did§
not see it.

Furthermore, Mr. Ford told the person making the public campaign
reports for his 1972 Ford For Congress Committee that he wanted all
contributions disclosed, even those of $100 and under, which were not
required to be reported under the Federal Election Campaig‘n Act.
The D.C. based Committee to Reelect Jerry Ford, transferred to the
Michigan based Ford For Congress Committee the $38,216.61 remain-
ing in its bank account, plus 22 additional contributions, accompanied
by a letter dated April 6, 1972. The Ford For Congress Committee. in
sonjunction with Congressman Ford’s request, disclosed the names
of twenty-two contributors, plus the amounts of their contributions in
public reports, even though most of these contributions were no
required to be reported.

Dairy Industry Contributions

Senator Coox. * * * Do you know a Mr. Dale Schaufelberger?

Mr. Foro. I never met, to my knowledge, Dale Schaufelberger.

Senator Coox. You have never had any transactions with him of any kind
whatsoever to your knowledge?

Mr. Forp. Not to my knowledge.

Senator Coox. Well, are you familiar with the recent news release by Ganne
News Service concerning an allegation by Mr. Schaufelberger that you had col
lected money from the dairy industry for distribution to other Congressmen?

Mr. Forp. Senator Oook, I am familiar with the newsstory, but I would like]
either under questioning by you or by a statement by myself to give you the fa
in this situation. -

Senator Coor. Well, could you give us any information that might explain, fol
instance, that kind of statement and that kind of a newsstory.

Mr. Forn. Some time after the election of 1972, Senator, the attorney for thej
Agriculture and Dairy Educational and Political Trust Committee came to m
office and said that the organization that he represented had some funds lef§
over from the 1972 campaign, and they wanted to help some elected Members
who had some unpaid campaign debts. Their attorney asked me if I knew of anyj
Members in the House on our side of the aisle who needed such help.

Senator Cook. Do you know the name of this attorney?

Mr. Forbp. Yes. Robert Collier.

The next step I took was to talk to some of the Members, mostly the freshmen.
because they have the most difficult time. As I recollect I gave to Mr. Collie
approximately 10 names. :

I did not hear anything for a month or more, and subsequently I was told tha
several people from this organization had made a decision and that they want

to contribute to these individuals or some of them, not all of them, variou$
amounts; and that they wanted to see me. They came to my office. They said
they had checks for some of the people that I had suegested. and thev wanted 10
know whether I wanted to give the checks from them to the Members. I said
under no circumstances. I said if vou, renresenting your organization, want 0
give these checks to these individuals, you should do so.
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it is my understanding they did, and that the total reached was approximately
5,000.

Kenator Cook. Then you at no time received any of those checks, and you ad-
ted them to give the checks to the individual Congressmen themselves?
Br. Forp. That is correct, sir.

The CHAIRMAN. This morning, in response to a question from Senator Cook,
u explained your relationship with the dairy industry and your lack of knowl-
ve of & Mr. Schaufelberger. Now, as you know, allegations have been made that
2 have served as a conduit for funds from the dairy industry to Members of
ngress and others. I would like to ask you whether you have ever received
bm, or advised or requested that funds from the dairy industry be used in any
litical activity.
Nr. Forn. Well, I was told after the fact that one of the donations to the
strict of Columbia Committee for Jerry Ford was $5,000 from the Agricultural
d Dairy Committee. I understand that it was so reported as a donation by that
innization, as they should under the law, and that-the transfer was made to
District of Columbia committee on my behglf in 1972. But that is the only
formation I had. I did not know at the time. I later learned about it when
records were shown to me.
The CHAIRMAN., An examination of your financal records disclosed that you
eived & $1,500 honorarium from the Associated Milk Producers Convention in
. Does that payment have any relationship to the dairy industry in a meeting
th the White House at or about that same time?
Mr. Forp. Not at all, Mr. Chairman. As I recall, that was a convention of
me 1,000 dairy producers or milk producers that met in Chicago, and if my
ollection is accurate, that organization invited anywhere from 10 to 20
jembers of the House or Senate, an equal number of Republicans and Demo-
ts, and we spoke individually to groups of from 500 to 1,000 persons. I received
honorarium for that speech, and I assume other Members of the House and
e Senate who made similar speeches were similarly given honorariums.

In answer to questions concerning the Gannett News Service item
3 October 26, 1973, which appeared in “The State Journal,” Lansing,
ichigan, concerning contributions made by the political arm of the
id-American Dairymen, Inc., to Mr. Ford for distribution to other
ongressmen, Mr. Ford stated that “he did not receive the contribu-
jons.” The item was based on an alleged statement by a Mr. Dale
bchaufelberger to Mr. John Childers, Legislative Assistant to Senator
percy, to the effect that “two people associated with the dairy industry
1 Illinois had been in Washington to bring money to Congressman
ord for distribution to other Congressmen in connection with the
973 farm bill.” On October 24, 1973, Mr. Childers had informed the
fommittee in a memorandum that on February 12, 1973, “Mr. Dale
Behaufelberger of Greenville, Illinois, and I chatted informally for a
ew minutes, He mentioned to me that in the recent past, representa-
ive(s) of the dairy industry in Illinois had gone from Illinois to
Washington, D.C., to deliver funds to Congressman Jerry Ford for
istribution to other members of the House to help out on the dairy
price support situation.”
The committee noted that not only did Mr. Ford deny the allegation,
but that in the news item itself, Mr. Schaufelberger is quoted as saying,
Tdid not tell John Childers that, that shocks my imagination. I don
fare if John Childers said it—If my testimony has to be under oath,
t will be. I was not aware of this and I don’t believe it.”
| Mr. Ford stated that he had been asked by the Dairymen’s Associa-
fion to provide the names of Congressmen who might be in need of
Pinancia] support as a result of the 1972 election campaigns. He pro-
ided several names, but would not accept the contributions for these
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Conmen. He advised that such contributions be delivered direct]
by the Association to the Con en concerned. In addition, othe
igdix:jaiuals allegedly knowlegeab]e about this matter were inte
viewed.

The committee found no evidence to indicate that Mr. Ford did an
thing illegal in behalf of the dairy industry. It concluded that the
was no evidence to substantiate the allegations that he had acted in
improper manner in referring funds from the dairy industry to me

bers of Congress.
STEELCASE FURNITURE COMPANY/MR. JOSEPH LAWLESS

The Chicago Daily News for November 2, 1973, carried an i
which alleged that Mr. Ford influenced the award of a contr
between the Steelcase Furniture Company of Grand Rapids, Mic,
igan, and the General Services Administration for furnishing a Fede

build.i.nﬁin Chicago. .
Mr. Ford informed the committee that he had nothing whatsoe

to do with the award of the contract and presented a detailed exp
nation to the complete satisfaction of the committee.

It was alleged that he had placed a Mr. Joseph Lawless in
influential position in the GSA furniture purchasing position and
return Mr. Lawless assisted Steelcase Company in obtaining contrac|
Mr. Ford stated that Mr. Lawless was employed by GSA as a gene
commodities specialist. At the request of Father William Lawl
brother of Joe Lawless and a resident of Mr. Ford’s congressio;
district, Mr, Ford orally recommended that Joe Lawless be promo
to chief, office supplies, textiles and domestic section. He was p
moted. However, 1n that position he had no furniture responsibilit

Within 60 days, GSA laterally transferred Mr. Lawless, and
then became chief, furniture and furnishings branch. Mr. Ford st
he had no part in this transfer. In this capacity, Mr. Lawless develo
the specifications for the GSA furniture program. Mr. Ford sta
that these specifications were made available to six companies for c

titive bidding: General Fireproofing, All-Steel, Corey-Jamesto
nter-Royal, Supreme Steel, and Steelcase. From competitive
ding, 55 contracts were awarded and of these 55 contracts, Steel

was awarded two.

The CHAIBMAN, Are you familiar with recent newspaper stories concerning
Steelcase Furniture Co., of Grand Rapids, Mich., including one in the Chi
Daily News for November 2, 1973, with regard to a contract between the furni
company and the General Services Administration for furnishing a Fed
Building in Chicago?

Mr. Forp. I am quite familiar with it, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. Well, would you then tell the committee what role, if any,
had with respect to the award of this contract to the furniture company,
whether there was any competitive bidding on the contract, if you know?

Mr. Forn. Well, in the first place, Mr, Chairman, I had nothing whatsoever
with the award of the contract to Steelcase for the Federal Building in Chi
I have a fairly lengthy story about that, and if the chairman would permit
would like to follow it in sequence, because I think it is important to answ
detail the allegations in the article.

Senator GRIFFIN. * * * I am looking at a Chicago Daily News Service s
which was carried not only on the front page of the Chicago Daily News|
also on the front page of the Detroit Free Press, where it was headli
“Representative Ford Helps Company Get Government Contracts.”

!
i
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CONFIRMATION OF GERALD R. FORD AS YICE PRESI-
DENT OF THE UNITED STATES

g

SE

1rasveEn 4, 1973.—Referred to the House Calendar and ordered fo be printed.

L 4 GRS

Mr. Ropino, from the Committee on the Judiciary,
submitted the following

St B bbb

REPORT

together with
SEPARATE, SUPPLEMENTAL AND DISSENTING VIEWS
{To accompany H. Res. 135]

The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the nomina-
tion by the President of Gerald R. Ford, of the State of Michigan, to
be Vice President of the United States (H. Doc. No. 93-164), having
ronsidered the same, reports favorably thereon and recommends that
the Iouse adopt the following resolution:

Resolved, That the House of Representatives confirm the
nomination of Gerald R. Ford, of the State of Michigan, to
be Vice President of the United States.

Tre Noyivatron axp TaE CoNsTiTUTION

The nomination of Representative Ford, Minority Leader of the
lfouse of Representatives, to be Vice President of the United States,
was announced by the President on October 12, 1973. The nomination
was received by the House on October 13, 1973, and referred for con-
<ileration to the full Committee on the Judiciary.

This nomination and its consideration by both Houses of Congress
constitute the first implementation of Section 2 of the Twenty-fifth
Amendment to the Constitution of the United States (certified Feb-
viary 23, 1967) :

Section 2. Whenever there is a vacancy in the Office of the
Vice President, the President shall nominate 2 Vice President
who shall take office upon confirmation by a majority vote of
both Houses of Congress.

ot
o

=

HEARINGS

ITearings into the nomination were commenced on Thursday, No-
veiber 15, 1973, with the first witness before the Committes, the Vice
99-008
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)iice, Library of Congress, and the Federal Bureau of Investigation.
All materials generated by this phase of the investization were
vailable to all members of the Committee during the hearings.
summaries of portions of the Committee’s investigation follow.

Ir Lleturns

Mr. Ford made available to the Committee copies of his tax returns
for the period 1965-1972. In addition, Mr. Ford made available a re-
port on audit changes for the past six years which was completed by
e Internal Revenue Service. Additionally, he requested that the
 ‘omnmissioner of the Internal Revenue Service make available to the
Joiut Committee on Internal Revenue Taxation information reflecting
1he scope of the Internal Revenue Service audit, the issues raised in the
anelit, and the results. At Mr. Ford’s request this material, in the form
of a1 13-page memorandum, was made available to the Committee.

At the direction of the Committee, staff of the Joint Committee on
Internal Revenue Taxation, on loan to the Committee on the Judiciary,
also conducted an independent audit of the nominee’s income tax re-
surns, net worth, honoraria received, salary and other income, as well
as bank accounts maintained by Mr. Ford and other members of his

family. The results of these independent audits and siunmaries of the.

voluminous financial information were reviewed in detail by the
(‘'ommittee, and no information prejudicial to the nominee was noted.

Medieal Records

At the Committee’s request, Mr. Ford authorized the Attending
Physician of the Congress to make available to the Committee all medi-
cal records relating to him which were in the Physician’s possession.
Additionally, with Mr. Ford’s cooperation, the Committee obtained
and examined all medical records in the possession of the insurance
carrier for Mr. Ford’s medical and hospitalization insurance. The Com-
mittee also examined all medical deductions listed on Mr. Ford’s
income tax records for the past six years and with Mr. Ford’s co-
nperation, contacted additional medical practitioners listed thereon to
obtain all records in their possession relating to Mr. Ford’s health.
;”“i lCommittee: concluded that Mr. Ford is in apparent excellent
watth. -

Tampaign Finances

The Committee reviewed all the reports and statements Congress-
man Ford and his political committees were required by law to file
with the Clerk of the House of Representatives and with Michigan
vilicials. These reports were available for Mr, Ford's campaigns from

1954 t01972. A more extensive analysis of the 1970 and 1972 campaiens

was complefed and the results follow.
For Tus T070 campaign, Congressman Ford had five campaign com-

ritices raising funds on his behalf. They were: D.C. Committee for

; {ierald R. Ford ; Veterans for Ford ; Latvians for Ford ; Greek-Amer-

an Committee for Ford; and Ford for Congress. Each of these com-
1ittees was analyzed to the extent possible to determine whether there
were any improprieties or illecalities connected with this campaton.

At thus time the Federal Corrupt Practices Act of 1925 requirec
reports of receipts and expenditures from candidates for Federal elec-

tive office and from political committees attempting to influence the
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election of candidates in two or more states. Within the framework of
that Act, Congressman Ford appears to have filed 211 reports required
by its provisions. Michigan election Taw requires the filing of state-
ments by candidates and political committees with the Clerk of the
Country where the filer resides and with the Sécretary of State.
Congressman Ford and the committees supporting him submitted
data rvequired by Michigan law and nothing unlawful was apparent
from a review of such reports.

For Congressman Ford’s 1972 campaign, public documents indicate
that there were three Michigan committees and one D.C. based commit-
tee raising money on his behalf. They were as follows: Latvians for
Ford: Friends of Jerry Ford Committee; Ford for Congress Commit-
tee; and Committee to Re-Elect Jerry Ford. Information concerning
these committees was closely examined and particular attention was

iven to the D.C. Committee to Re- y which raised al-

ransterred 1n excess of $38,000 to the Michic .
for Congress Comniittes prior to April 7, 1972, the date on which the
era ections Campalon Act 971 became efiective. This new
ished a system for periodic disclosure of all campaign re-
ceipts and expenditures. Mr. Ford and his committees appear to have

complied with the requirements of the new lay.
With regard to both Congressman Ford’s 1970 and 1972 campaigns,

uestions were raise 4 inge 1

paper article g bhook. i & skl :

investigated and digposed of tg the Committee’s satisfaction.
Review of agency files and Government contracts

As part of the Committee’s investigation of Vice President- Desig-
nate Gerald R. Ford, the Committee requested and received from the
following agencies “any and all records, correspondence, memoranda,
papers, or other documents, including, but not limited to, notes or
memoranda of all telephone conversations or meetings between Repre-
sentative Gerald R. Ford, members of his staff, or persons purporting
to act on behalf of, or at the behest of, Mr. Ford and [agency] from
January 1, 1970, to the present.”

1. Labor. i

2. Housing and Urban Development.

3. Treasury.

4. Internal Revenue Service.

5. Federal Communications Commission.

6. National Labor Relations Board.

7. Securities and Exchange Commission.

8. Small Business Administration.

9. Cost of Living Council.

10. Civil Aeronautics Board.

11. Agriculture.

12. Commerce.

13. Federal Power Commission.

14. Interstate Commerce Commission.

15. Environmental Protection Agency.
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CONFIRMATION OF GERALD R. FORD AS VICE PRESI-
DENT OF THE UNITED STATES ‘
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. Mr. Ropino, from the Committee on the Judiciary,
- . submitted the following ,

-~ REPORT. . = .

SEPARATE, SUPPLEMENTAL AND DISSENTING VIBWS

.- {To accompany. H. Rea. 735] . - ,

The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the x;oihinﬁl
tion by the President of Gerald R. Ford, of the State of Michigan, to

be Vice President of the United States (H. Doc. No. 93-164), having
considered the same, reports favorably thereon and recommends that

the House adopt the following resolution: ' =~

IR

; Resolved, That the House of Representatives confirm the .
nomination of Gerald R. Ford, of the State of Michigan, to
be Vice President of the United States. = ... S

Tre NomiNatioN ANp THE CONSTITOUTION . =~ [

The nomination of Representative Ford, Minority Leader of the
House of Representatives, to be Viee President of the United States,
was announced by thie President on October 12, 1973. The nomination
was received by the House on October 13, 1973, and referred for con-
sideration to the full Committee on the Judiciary. - .

This nomination and its consideration by both Houses of Congress
constitute the first implementation of Section 2 of the Twenty-fifth
Amendment to the Constitution of the United States (certiﬁeg Feb-
ruary 23,1967): ' o ) T

_Section 2. Whenever there'is a vacaney in the Office of the -
Vice President, the President shall nominate a Vice President
who shall take office upon confirmation by a majority vote of .
both Houses of Con LI ST A

. HEARINGS -

Hearings into the nomination were commenced on Thursday, ﬁw
_Ji vember 15, 1973, with the first witness before the Committee, the Vice
' 99-008
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Office, Library of Congress, and the Federal Bureau of Investigation.
All materials generated by this phase of the investigation were

available to all members of the Committee during the hearings
Summaries of portions of the Committee’s investigation follow.

Tax Returns :

Mr. Ford made available to the Committee copies of his tax returns
for the period 1965-1972. In addition, Mr. Ford made available a re-:
port on audit changes for the past six years which was completed by
the Internal Revenue Service. Additionally, he requested that the
Commissioner of the Internal Revenue Service make available to the
Joint Committee on Internal Revenue Taxation information reflecting
the scope of the Internal Revenue Service audit, the issues raised in the
audit, and the results. At Mr. Ford’s request this material, in the form
of a 13-page memorandum, was made available to the Committee.

At the direction of the Committee, staff of the Joint Committee on
Internal Revenue Taxation, on loan to the Committee on the Judiciary,
also conducted an independent audit of the nominee’s income tax re-
turns, net worth, honoraria received, salary and other income, as well
as bank accounts maintained by Mr. Ford and other members of his
family. The results of these independent audits and summaries of the.
voluminous financial information were reviewed in detail by the
Committee, and no infermation prejudicial to the nominee was noted.
Medical Records =~ T ‘ ' ‘

At the Committee’s request, Mr. Ford authorized the Attending
Physician of the Congress to make available to the Committee all medi-
cal records relating to him which were in the Physician’s possession.
Additionally, with Mr. Ford’s cooperation, the Committee obtained
and examined all medical records in.the possession of the insurance
carrier for Mr. Ford’s medical and hospitalization insurance. The Com-
mittee also examined all medical deductions listed on Mr. Ford’s
income tax records for the past six years and with Mr. Ford's co-
operation, contacted additional medical practitioners listed thereon to
obtain all records in their possession relating to Mr. Ford’s health.
il‘hei }(ljommittee concluded that Mr. Ford is in apparent excellent
1eaith. : : -

Campaign Finances o ' ‘

The Committee reviewed all the reports and statements Congress-
man Ford and his political committees were required by law to file
with the Clerk of the House of Representatives and with Michigan
oﬁi_clals. These reports were available for Mr, Ford’s campaigns from
1954 to 1972. A more extensive analysis of the 1970 and 1972 campaigns

was completed and the results follow.

For his 1970 campaign, Congressman Ford had five campaign com-
mittees raising funds on his behalf. They were: D.C. Committee for
Gerald R. Ford ; Veterans for Ford ; Latvians for Ford ; Greek-Amer-
lcan Committee for Ford ; and Ford for Congress. Each of these com-
mittees was analyzed to the extent possible to determine whether there

o4 “ere any improprieties or illegalities connected with this campaign.

At this time the Federal Corrupt Practices Act of 1925 required
reports of receipts and expenditures from candidates for Federal elec-
tive office and from political committees attempting to influence the
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election of candidates in two or more states. Within the framework of
that Act, Congressman Ford atppears to have filed all reports required
by its provisions. Michigan election law requires the filing of state-
ments by candidates and political committees with the Clerk of the
Country where the filer resides and with the Secretary of State,
Congressman Ford and the committees supporting him submitted
data required by Michigan law and nothing unla was apparent
from a review of such reports. . T
For Congressman Ford’s 1972 campaign, public documents indicate
that there were three Michigan committees and one D.C. based commit-
tee raising money on his behalf. They were as follows: Latvians for
Ford; Friends of Jerry Ford Committee; Ford for Congress Commit-
tee; and Committee to Re-Elect Jerry Ford. Information concerning
these committees was closely examined and particular attention was
given to the D.C. Committee to Re-Elect Jerry Ford which raised al-
most $50,000 and transferred in excess of $38,000 to the Michigan Ford
for Congéees Committee prior to April 7, 1972, the date on which the
Federal Elections Campaign Act of 1971 became effective, This new
Act established a system for periodic disclosure of all campaign re-
ceipts and expenditures. Mr. Ford and his committees appear to have
complied with the requirementsof thenewlaw. . =~ . =~ .-
- With regard to both Congressman Ford’s 1970 and 1972 campaigns, i
questions were raised as a result of statements appearing in news-
paper article and a book published in 1972. These questions were fully
investigated and dlsposeg of to the Committee’s satisfaction..

Review of agency files and Government contracts . - . .. . .

As part of the Committee’s investigation of Vice President- Desig-
nate Gerald R. Ford, the Committee requested and received from the
following agencies “any and all records, correspondence, memoranda,
papers, or other documents, including, but not limited to, notes o
memoranda of all telephone conversations or meetings between Repre
sentative Gerald R. Ford, members of his staff, or persons purporting
to act on behalf of, or at the behest of, Mr. Ford and [agency] fro
Januar%ol, 1970, to the present.”.. - S e ,

1. Labor. - .

2. Housing and Urban Development. .

3. Treasury. ,

" 4, Internal Revenue Service. . .
~ 5. Federal Communications Commission.
" 6. National Labor Relations Board.
- 7. Securities and Exchange Commission..
8. Small Business Administration. )
9. Cost of Living Council.
" 10. Civil Aeronautics Board.
- 11. Agriculture. -
12. Commerce.

13. Federal Power Commission.
14. Interstate Commerce Commission. .
15. Environmental Protection Agency.

5.




Friday 6/20/75

9:55 Fritz Hunting said you had called him inquiring about (616) 459-1171
Alvin Shapiro. He has checked with people in Detroit
and Grand Rapids peopleof the C&O Railroad in Grand Rapids

and Superintendent of the steamship lines in Ludington and
no one has heard of him,

If this man did pension work for the National Maritime

Union, he would not necessarily have come in contact with the
railroad people that Mr, Hunting deals with -- but nobody

he has checked with seems to have heard of him,

So he can't find out if this man had a summer residence in
1969 in Michigan.

If there are any questions, he will be reachable on Monday. (616) 459-1171

Said to tell you they all still miss you -- wish you could
come back.
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12:15

Monday 6/16/75

The 5 o'clock meeting with Rumsfeld, et al.
has been cancelled. They will try to reschedule

for Tuesday.

Subject: Foreign Intelligence Advisory W’

cc: Mr, Hills
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Octover 7, 1968

Dear Curt,

Please deposit the

f

Etpgb_litén @ongressional Commifter o 729 48

Fyra T e i R L 17

§ !';H"'—J:".hmm Ot
e e WA BMINGTON S, O

Ghis will acknowledge with thanks the receipt of a contribution
October 8, 1968 in the amount of $__5,000.00
District No. 1, Pacific Coast District, M.E.B.A.
Retiree's Group

17 Battery Place

New York, New Yark

from

CHAIRMAN <€) TREASURER

L]
ol

)| [ ] [ 1[E

e —— e e~ 1 e

in my "C" fund with the committee and

issue checks of $750.00 to each of the following:

Joeg Blatchford

23122 Smmuel Street

Torrance, California

(4

Paul A. Saad
610 Florida Avenue
Tampa, Florida

Dr. G. William Whitehurst

P.0. Box 6173
Norfolk, Virginia

Mike Schaefer

3505 College Avenue

San Diego, California

)

Jerry Ford
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Octobar 8, 1968 g DISTRICT No. |

GINEERS'
NATIONAL MARINE ENGINEERET

FICIAL
17 IBA?::RY PLACE, NEW YORK, N. Y. 10004
e 100 JH & ALH«t 'V_P(gz}-

Mr. Laon Shapiro

District No. 1 Secretary-Treasurnr

National Marine Eagineers' Beneficial
Agsociation AFL-CIO

17 Battery Place

New York, N. Y. 10004

Dear Leon, -

Many thanks for the very generous contribution to G=
:' - y

You may be assured it will be used to the best possible advantage, 4

we must elect-a Republican President and gain control of the House

of Representatives,

I am most grateful for your support of the Republican cause.

Kindest rsgards.

Sincerely,

Gerald R. Ford, M.C.
GRF:r

£ncl.
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esse (WZ @aléoon

PRESIDENT

NATIONAL MARINE ENGINEERS’
BENEFICIAL ASSOCIATION - AFL.CIO
17 BATTERY PLACE, NEW YORK, N. Y. 10004

oS 170

< o e G gk o

Octobar 8, 1968

Mr. Jessa M. Calhoon, President

National Marine Engineers'
Benaficial Assoclation -— AFL-CIO

17 Battery Place

New Yorx, New York 12004

Dear Hr. Calhoon,

}
May I express to you my sincere gratitude for the most generous

contribution to -ems campaign fund.
Your endorsement in this practical way of our efforts in behalf of
sound government ars deeply appreciatad.

We must elact a Republican President and gain control of the House
of Representatives. Again, thanks for all your help.

Kindest regards.

Sincerealy,

Garald R. Ford, M.C.
GRF:1m

cc: Mr. Leon Shapiro
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.- gor your informaltion

WALTER L. MOTE
RMOGA WASHINGTON MANAGER
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‘For America’s third century, why not our best?

May 25, 1976

Mr. Jesse M. Calhoon, President

National Marine Engineers' Beneficial
Association, AFL-CIO

400 First Street, N.W.

Washington, D. C. 20001

Dear Jesse:

I appreciate very much the opportunity of our recent meeting.
As I told you then, there is no doubt in my mind that our nation's
strength as a seapower must never be in doubt.

In that context, allow me to repeat my concern about the de-
cline of our U. S. flag merchant marine as contrasted, for example,
with the sharp rise of the U.S.S.R. merchant marine. Our merchant
marine declined from first to eighth place since the end of World
War II. During this same period, the Soviet merchant marine has . -
risen from twenty third to sixth place. The Soviets have made clear
their expectation to become the number one merchant marine by 1980.
Please permit me to briefly outline some thoughts on a p*og*am re- ‘
quired to reverse this dangerous trend.

In 1936 the U. S. Congress and President Franklin Delano Roosevelt
created a merchant marine blueprint in the historic Merchant Marine
Act of 1936. The preamble of this Act clearly mandated a privately
owned and operated U. S. flag merchant marine capable of transporting .
all of our domestic waterborne commerce and a substantial portion of
our foreign trade waterborne commerce. This preamble contained the
wise requirement that our U. S. Flag Merchant ships should be of the
number and type which would be immediately available to our national
emergencies or outright war. This U. S. flag merchant marine was -
required to be built in American yards. It should be operated by . I i
effective management, and manned by civilian seamen trained in 1ndustry

/
'
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schools and aboard ships. Besides the security implications of such
an approach, our national economy is also a multiple beneficiary.

In 1970, the U. S. Congress enacted a ten-year program to con-.
struct for U. S. flag operation a total of 300 merchant ships.
There were only 2 dissenting votes in this important legislation.
I regret to note that now, just six years later, only 58 ships have
been contracted for construction. For the first time in recent .
history the present administration has not requested any funds for
merchant ship construction, and funds which h#ve been approved by
- Congress and approved by the President remain unspent. Our nation's
maritime program has become clouded with uncertainty and confusion.

My approach is to achieve a maritime program which will return
us to the seapower status we deserve and need, I intend to work
for the following objectives: :

1. Assure continuing presidential attention to the objective
of having our nation achieve and maintain the desired
U. 8. flag merchant marine.

2. Dedicate ourselves to a program which would result in
a U. S. flag merchant marine with ships that are competi-
tive with foreign flag ships in original cost, operating
cost and productivity.

3. Enact and develop a national cargo policy which would
assure our U. S. flag merchant marine a fair share of
all types of cargo.

4. Continue to enforce our American cabotage laws, such R
as the Jones Act, which require that U. S. flag ships \;*3é3>
trade between our U. S. domestic ports. ; o m
gy Z
X
-4 & : ’;1
We must attain the seapower status we need in order to meet " *§*
our commitments to domestic and international security. As we both e

recognize, this program to achieve and maintain an adequate U. S.
flag merchant marine would provide a great number of productive

jobs, increase our economic base which would return many tax bene-
fits to all levels of government, result in stimulating private capi-
tal investment and improve our nation's balance of payments.
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In the months ahead, I hope to issue a comprehensive paper on
our overall program for rebuilding our nation's strength as a
maritime nation. In the development of this program, I shall ask
the cooperation and concerted effort of labor, business, affected
consumer groups and academia. Of course I shall keep in mind the
constructive points you made during our discussion.

With best wishes, I am,

Sincerely,

a——— >

AL S

A
Jimmy/ Carter ”L““‘-.






