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§0.30 Title 28--Judicial Administration:· 

:;:-(b):.. Revlewing,.coordina.t!ng and sub~ extent,· i! any, that such regul.a.tlons may 
mitung departmental legisla.tive reports~ be inconsistent with the intent and pur­
-.Cc>-.Coordln.a.ting the preparation a.nd poses of section 1003(b) o! the Civil 

submlssion: ·o.r -propo5ed -'.departmental. Rights Act o! ·1964. , -:.,~--:-·.":?:: .. ., • ~ __ 
legislation.;:~~::.. ,:-.,i;. ·to. ... ue-:2..:-.;;.> ~'~ ~:~~ -:-:.·l ·• Subpart · 0.-:-:Cffice of the Parc!on 
-...(d>---Performing:':$uch'.other. duties·re-t' ... , • . ......... A · • .. ••. ·- • · · · tt b - . . ,; .... ~-- ...... T.~· ttomey .. .... ~-~- ··• spectlng le.,oisla.Uve-·ma ers as may:_ e- __ .,. 7, .-" '.-:'J.-::"''", ... . . ~ ..... -::. · · .. 

assigned. by the· Attorney Gene..-.U..or the .. CJtOss Ri::n:iu::Na: For regulations perta.1.n­
Deputy ..Attorney General. Lee-::.:.;.::;~".;-:~ mg to the omce otPar_doD Attomey.,see Part 

1 ot thb chapter.· · -· ··· -·~ . -- ··---· - · · .. ·· (OrderN0~· 504-73, 38 FR-8893. ~. 14,•1973;; ....... :; • .!".) !!'} _;:.·~ J ~,~. -:::-•!!>::.:::.:; . 
aaamended by Order-No. 565-74, 39 PR-15875,: § O 35 A U t,j f cl 

·. :May-6,_1974;-.0rder No. 623-75, 40 ~ 42748.. :. ·-. :-~.,P~;.~; 0~ .~; ~~~CT~.--:·.! . 
:· _Sept.18, 1975) :~~·;, . ..:.~ ~ t:f, z.~ .::~~~ ... ~ Subject to the general superyislon of 

·• , ~.'".:· ···· • .. --= ··· .. -. .. ..... ·~··; · .. • ·-. · ·. ~···· the Attorney General~ and under the dt­
. >"::·S~};>pcnf". -~omptunity-·.~ela_hoM:;· ;:_ · rection-or -the Deputy-Attorney General. 
. : ·c.;~'?.'f.;'-~~:?±.:~·~-~Service:-,~7.;:'.,-·-:-=:··"-7:"~~ the· Pa~don,·Attome"" shall .... -·:ve ·cha.rue · .. -}-\~·· ;....~ -~ -1t~."" ~ ... . ·~c..... ,..;:.~.._,"; "-;"'.!..!':!.·J ~ ~o e!:r:t!> . . - . J .l,l4,. °' 
:,J §-0;3o;b.Cen~l functions~0~cs,. t.;t)-;:-· oUhe·recelp_t,.investigaUon. and dis90sl-

• .. .. - - . . -....::..:..: •.. .• .. tion of applications ro the·Preslden':. !01' 
:. . . :'::"~Ject' to· the· general sup~ vdon-C?F pardon . and . o_ther forms o! Executive 

-~,}he-Attorney General,_and under the di-:; clemency, and· shall.perform any .other 
. ;·.-rec~n o! the Deputy Attorney Genera] • .., duties assigned by the Attorney General 
-. .> tb.e· f<>1:1owing'."d~crlbed· ma~_ters are· as~ or. the Deputy Attorney General • .:·· 

. signed'!.~·· and ·shall_ · be ~ conducted.· l Order. No. 543-73; 38 FR 2958~, Oct. 28, 1973 J 
handled •. or: supervised by, ·the Director ... . ·--~- _ ..... :.; __ ........ , , ~ . -~-· ·-
of ·the Community Relations Service: · . - §. 0.36 ·: .Recommendations.; .1 ~ :-..-_-:,;;.:;-:: ~-· 

. =~..:-'_(a)~-Exerctse' 'of ' the pOwers'·a:id. per.-:- :. The Pardon-:Attomey shall sUbmit all 
formance of the functio~vestea in·the: all recommenda.tions in clemency cases 
Attorney General by sections 204Cd) ;205,- to the Attorney- Genera.L.through the 
lOOZ, and 1003Ca>. o! the Civil Rights Act· Deputy Attorney General •.• ~ );::.. · ; 

_ or·:1984· (78 Sta~ 267> ·and section 2 ~~f1 [Order No. 543-73, aa PP. 295U, Oct. 26, 1973} 
ReOrganlzation Plan No. ·I of 1966. -·- .. • . .. . . . • 
. e.i(b);;;Preparatlon:.-·and .. csubniisslon-:-of ~~bp~!1 ~1.:._omce .of Watergate -_Spec1al 
thei"annual report to-- the Congress re- ·· ··--: "' ~·:~P~~sec~~on ~o!~.:: .. ~'. ~.:" · 
quired by section 1004 of that Act;·."::.:;;~ § 0.37 General fwictio115._';-fr;::·.: ~ ~-- · 
[Order No:~. 34 Fa 20388; Dec. 31,· 1969/ - The ·omce»or. witeria.te' Specw Pros­
&3 ' amended by Order" 445-70, 35' PR 19~7-' ecutlon Force slia.n be under the. direc­
Dec.' 23r 1970:: Order No._.1>43-:~, 3~ ~ 29

;i
84'.: tion . ·of. a . Director who shall . be the 

Oct. ~l\~??} :::>'·;: °? '.~H:U":.=! 1 z:s :<;~"1.· :>J::.!:' l{) Special" Prosecutor appointed by the ·At­
§ 0.31. ::Designatini;: officials t.o=perform torney General: The duties .and respon­
l.-;·:-~ _the.functio~of theDirector.c; ;q :';:~ slbilit1es of·the Specla.l Prosecutor are set 
:7-'(a) In case-of a ia.Cimcy ii:i the Ofl!ce forth in the .· attached appenclli:. below 

. of the Director of the Commu.nlty ~ which IS: incorporated and ma.de a. part 
latlons Service the Deputy · Director of hereof.. : -~- .;.~. ·" ·· ·."'· ·--:: - - ·· : ' · 
the: Service sh:~l.l perform.~ -~ct!ons- (Orde:- 551-73, 33·FR smS: No_;.7:'iini1 ~:_ 
andduti~oftheD!rector. · . .::. ·.~-~:.-·~- - ~ .• _; ··;'· -· --·-:-- ·····- ~---:--:- ;·--·-· 
::; Cb} The Director is ·authorized. in eas~ § 0.38 ·-.S~c.funcUons..;::~.~-l -
of absence.from his om.ce or in case.of -~The Speelal Prosecutor.ls assigned and 
his inability : or dlsquaill1ca.t!.on. to act... delegated: th&- following-::speclfic func­
to designate- the··Deputy D~..or to act- tions with:respect-to ms.tters specl.fled in 
in.bis stead...In unusual circumstances.:: this' subpart: ..::.:.~"· ~r--t u..-:~! ~; ,..,_; · 
o:rJn the absence of .the Deputy Director. -~Ca.>-' Pursu.ant·:to' -28 ;U.S.C; '515Ca.>· to 
apersoli~ther thaD-the Deputy Direc~~ conduct any kind of·Jegal :proceedlng, 

-~~}>~~,~~t__e_<! ~--~~~~:Ur.r civil . or: crim1na.1;·.fncluding grand jury 
§ 0.32-~"Appllcablli't)"~of· existing depart-: proceed1ngs~ which· Unit-ed States attor­
-~;~talregulations.::}-: .~'"' . ..:- :....~net1.'l~ . ne~are authorized by·la.w· to- conduct. 

- :;~·De!partmenw::reiiuiat!on&~ whicb-e are· and to designate attome:vs to --conduct 
generalJ.:1 appllca.ble to units or-personnel such legal proceedings;-.:.: •- -=-~~:.· 
ot•the·Department ' Of ·Justice shall be ~- (b). To approve dr dJsapprove the pro­

. applicable- with nspect to the Com.mu-= duction or dlscloslire· of in!ormation or 
nlty Relations Service and t.o the Dlrec- rues relating to matters within bis cog­
tor ~ personnel thereof; except to the niza.nce in- response to a subpoena, order. 

~:'l"{.f. 12 - .. · 
r...r:~~: .... 
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~=~~::r~~~?:7t~~~?;..~~~~Y:_,~f~~~~§.~~~~~tt~~Ii~~?;~~~i.~~i~~18]~~~~~~~'f~~~:(~~~~~t?.~~~ 
~4 ~.;~~..-:, :_;;~~~:~1~ ... ..._~lt:~~~·"LJ__,,~-!·-~ :-~.:+-~/~ . .o;;~:a ~-(.~;,. .:;.~::"'"::;:-!"*if~---:::;.-:.,,-. ~<=='~''""'"-'.ft.#-td;•~&\f?~'"';..:...~~>J~"!t.·.e:.:~~::._::~r;~~~~"~.r·~ 

. , . 1'., r,r.c:. ·~~..;,..;-~-~- ~---=· ·;.;> ~ ~ ,.,..~ .. '.')-~r'°.i'"..-!i;·.,,., ... .-~,-.v-,->i· .. ;; ~---~~ ,,.,, ..,.~,_, .. ,~.~--v-"-~"'' ~>-,~ ~ ::;:.::-:o • .;:, .. ~ ···• '-'A'-~"i -.-.~-~--- ~·~ ·; :~ ._.4~·-t' ·~::?~i'~-~.i~~~--~;_;;·:-~~tl~~-~...,O:: .. ~~-t.~..,~\(t":3o --:·.t...V~~~-:~·'..t.t,, .. ~.~ ~~~~"'!"~ · ~;.~ ~~"" : .... ~..., i~..v:;.~~ -~~~J..'):' • ..-. ... ~~··.:!f;L::-):~-,>e',::.~_-t .. ~':':. 

;;~~;.~~~;li1;~;~~:'.,;~::~~,,~,,, ·~·~·, ~~~~~~~,.·~--~·¥111r11tj 
_'.:a~;, .· Chapter t-:-:-Department :of-Justice , .. Appendix· w'i~&.:;.f;~;;,.!'~~'::4°!?':~-,;~~~.:,;· 

un:~d~;{fi~~t~~~ '~§~~1-. -:_ii~'· 
actions; The-Speclal ·Prosecutor will deter-~ ·.-: ' 1 ·~" ·:aJ'1 . jif~'~"~" 

nity of witn~es:~~?i;igr~i~n~ ,P!O'.". mlne whether and to wha.t extent ha wlll 1.n:.··; .· · · :·:_:_f_~,:~_~ .. : .,~ .. ~w; __ , .. :.~,:t'i ".i3-t_'"~.~.:....~,·~-~-}?_7}_·-_:_.r_7"_.,,~.:.~_:_=,~ 
. · · ..., - ~out the conduct of hls duties and respon-~ · .., ::::;.;; ,..,... '.'£';.;;-; .:;:v_;:-.;;.~7>5~::.,'.:-':r.'t' ·~ 

c~~~!~~::·~:~~-;~~-;:~;"',";:;;,.;...~~·~_::'::."-' form -or consult -wlth ·the Attorney General: · J _ -~~- _""" ·--:- ~·· _ _ 

/.PP.ENDIX~DtJTn:s '"-"" . ...,ESPONSIBILttIE:S·. ~:r~ albllttles.·, _.,._ • --~--c- _.th · e•~·-~,..,.;· 
,."! 'l'KS SPECIAL PaOSECOTOll -~.,. · ." . •.• :.LU _....., ......... v .,, ~~- ... 

_;-·';-:·:. _.. ; •... : -. . : . ..... .. · :·'.'!": ~!::·;: ·given by the Presldent to the-Att:ome;y Gen- · 
The Spec'.at PToJecutor. There Is appointed eral tha.t the Prosident wlll not ex~rcbe lll:I 

bv the Attorney G&nera1; withlli. the Depart- Constitutional powers to efl'~ the d!scha.rp' 
me.nt o! Justice, a Special Prosecutor to who~ ot the Specl.al Prosecutor or to 11m1t the 1nd~· 
the Atto:ney General shall delegate the au- pendence that he ·.Sa hereb:r~gtve~"-(1) "th.: 
thorlties and prov1de·the .. ~ a.i;~- o~~er,:i;e: Special Prollecutor-wlll•not·bere::novecl fromt 
60'l!r~S described. below.-~ ~- ..,:;J,'1 ... ;_ ~.·.·~~ .h1s dut1e5 except-for extraord!nary fmp~ · 

The S;>eclal Prose<:uto:-.shall bave tun au.;; prlet1ea on hl.!l part -and ··wlthout the Prest-: 
ttiority for 1nvesttga.ting end prosecuttng of• dent's fi.rst con.sultlDg the Majority and-. the 
tenses against t'!le United. States a.rising out Minority Leaders and Cha.lrmen·and r&nldng. 
or the -unauthorized entry -into .Democmttc Minority Membera of the JUdlcl.ary Commit­
Na.tlonal Committee · Headquarters at. the tees or the Senate:and House of Representa­
Wa.terga.te, E>ll · olfen.see .a.rising . out of. the t1ves end ascertalning that their consensus la 
1972 Presidential Election tor whlch·'"tbe in accord ·with hls :proposed. actlo:i_.and . (2) 
Special Pro&.!cutor d~ms · it· neces.."8.l"Y· ·and the Jurbdlctlon of the Special Prosecutor w111.· 
epproprJate to ·a.ssUme respcinslblllty, allep_. not be limited without the Preslde:::it'a 11rBt 
tlons 1nvolvlng the President., . members ot consulting with such .:Members of.·Congr&s3 
tl:e Wh1te House i;ta!:f, or Presldentt&l ap• and ascertalmng .that. their co~~:.:~:.~ 
polntees, and ·any other matters which· h_e accord~~ hls proposed ac:tton. ... r · • ~ ••• 

co::i.sents to .have · a.sstgned .:;to. h1m ,..by .. th& ._ .... _:iz~.-~'.;sf~~:~:~~~:~~~-: i=;_7 ~~~~.: Attorney General. ·, .::,-: .. j..;:,_.;.,; ·:::_ .. . ·~~.'.· ~ •••.•• ~ 
In. particular~ the B~lal Prosecutor shall ··: ,l..Se?ectfonofStaff;TheSpeclalProsecutor 

hal'e full authority With respect to the abov~ shall ·have full .authority .to organJze.- select,. 
:natters for: ... _ . ·- . - · ' · '· ~i _; ' ·: ;..:. and hire h1a own stair of .a.ttomeys, 1nvest1-, : 

Conc!uct.lng. proceed trip btifcire graii.d JUrtes gators, and supportl:iig personnel, on a .full or- ·.- .... '. 
&nd any other ·investlpt!Om. he . deems part-time bas!.s. In such· numbers and W1tb: 
necessary: r.•' • ?:C.,-,.,, .. ..-... •·• • .,.:.~...;- ·· •.·: such quallll.ca.tlon.s as he :may :reasonably . 

P.evlowing ~ 'd~;ntary -~vlde~e&-a:;&u.: requlre. He may requ~t ·tbe .Asslsta:a.t_:At;.;; . 
&.?:>le from any ·ll014'"C!~~~ to, w~~:h~--~~ tomeys General and other. omce-:s or the .~ 
have ruu s.ecess: ......... ~;; .. ~-.. -~:..;,:.:·it·· , <. .. partment or Justtc:e ·to 11SStgn· -such -perso:?l-. 

Determlnl.Dg. whether ·or not to contest th& nel and to pro71de such otber $.SSl.staDe& .;· · 
s.sse.tlon. ·or .. 'Exeeutt ve · ~~ege.";,: _or:. an~ he may. reuona.bly -·requlre.i~ person.nel in 
other testlmonta.l prtvUege:. ·.- ..• ·,''. .: : . ·.. th& Departm&nt of Justlce;.:1nclucUng Unlted. · .. 

Determmlng'·whether ·or-.:not. : appUcatloi:i States Attorneys, ·s.ba.U cooperate-to tbe tull-) .: :~'-: 
should be made to a.ny Federal ·court .!or-a · est-e:r;ten~;poaalble~~th:~e_-Spec:W ~ ~ '. 
f:rll.nt or lmmunlty .to· .a.ny•wltness, : con- .cutorr.,.__,. -..•:·<-~- -H.o!.....,,,.....-.'.':?:t.,.,.,~ ... ~.:-., · ... ·. 
slstently with· applicable.statutory -requlnt-' :.~- 2." :Bu4get:~The·s~ ~..oi"Wm-b9 ,.:.:: 
ments. or for -wuranta,Jaubpoe~·.O~cother .provided. with suc?i-twi<b .. &nd."facll1t1es to'.:<:;·:·,·:-~·. 
court -orders; . .- ·r-.,..-. ..,...,-. ,1 .:.:. "r ,- ..:..;.: •• ~_ . ., ;.,.,. carry out ·.b~ respona1?]Wtles_u_ h~"Diay reao£ ': _·:''-;>:· 

Decld1Dg whether-or: riot· tO p?oiiecute:anY &0DAbly require,·He shall· have -the right-to. "°'''' -·· 
1ndlvlduat. =11rm. .. corpo.""atlon~. or ·:group .. ot submit-budget request&. tor ·tttnd3.~ltlona.-=· ~~;:.~·~ .. :-~ -
bt!Mduall!::::~.;~:;-~:~,.'.'.:-~'.:':2·.,·.~~_: ~··':.'~::···- and other s.sslstan~ and such requests sllall: - 1::~.-.~ 

.Illttlatlng ·and conducting .. pro$eCUtlori.s, receive the htgheet -priortty.ii.;.:;.;w··: -,;:;7-r;.;,::i _-;.- ·~'._·.;3_: 
!re.ming l.!ldlctments, twng tnror.natlons.-and. - ,... 3. De!fgna.tion ·cna_::r~l4'. The per- _:.:.;,::-; 
ban<illng·ai1 aspects.of any -.cases'Wlthln his eonnel ·ac'".J.ng aa the ~..a.nd .assts'"..a.:its.ol', ·:-~ . . 
jurisdiction ·(whether 1nltl&ted. ~fore· . or the Speclal Prosecutor &hall b!t known as the: ,_ 
&.!ter h1lJ 'M&Umptlan:.of-~dut~);: .lncludillg Watergate Specbl Prosecutton; Foree·~and 
ariy ap~; -- .. ,,,. ... ;,..,. .... ~::> c.~· .,, --.,~·- Bh$ll ha responslllle·~·onJy_ •to • the Spec1a1' 

Coord1nati{ig.'and. direetiii.g .the:-~rttl~ Prosecutor.! -~~:.:.r·-at;!:z -.;r,..~ :·.;~~,;; ~:;; . 
or all Dep&rtment ot Justice, ·personnel. .1IL-i!- ~ .. ~._ Continuer.! r~f.tf.er·-01 .A.ss'..st--n.t-At-:r · .... 

. .:: 

clu:11ng Ullited States Att:orneys;· · _• :.~· .;~ · -:: : ' tornq Ge-Mra?, Crimfn4l .DtNion. Except for 

f;L!'&S~ ::M~pp=~ :~=.~~; ~~erc.:~~;e;,~V~S~~~~ o-~::~~~:~!~~!~:'.f~~~:~t.-:· 
o~er any' MP9ct o! the above.ma.tiers. and the Asslsta.nt Att:orney Ge:le:-al ln cha..-g& ~ ~ ~- •.. -~~'_;~,?-_ .. ~ ·-··~:..fo~ 
dete..-min1Dg whs.t documents, · ln!orma.tlo::i. the Cr1m1IUll D1'71.sion W'.Jl continue to .exer- ,:' .-.:~:...-··.:: ·- -.... 
a.nd ass~ ab.all ha provided to &W;h com- else all of the d.ut1es · C:U.."Te:lt.17. aa.s!.gued ·to • 

mi~e·~ .. t~:;uih"o:iti:=+1i~-~;~~ ~~wu~~-~~~;>i~~:~~ -~ - ~--.=-~ 
Prosecutor will have .th8 grea.test. degree o! , o'.herw1lle herein spec1!1ed er:._ u mutually 
independence thAt 1s conal.stent wtth·the At- ap-eea between: the· Speclal-~ecutor ~ 
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§ .0.39 ··.·"' . Title- 2~Judicial Administration.~ 

the Attornay General, th& Watergate Spec I.al · which the employee is assigned, or to t.1'.le 
Prosecu~1on. Force wlll be subject to tbe- ad- h d fits· 
m1nistrath·e regula.tlons-.a::d pollclee or the ea 0 mternallnspect.ion unit; -
Depa.rt:cen.t or Ju.sttce.. -·· ~- ..•.• -·.· • . .. (3) rr referral to the _official indlcated 

· PubUo r~. The Special Prosecutor r:riay. in paragraph Cc>· CU or C2> of this sec­
from time to tlma. ma.:te, public such state-- tion would be inappropriate; to the At­
ment.s or reports. 83 he·. deemil a.pproprlat. torney General and the Deputy Attorney 
and, shs.11 upon. completto11 of hl.s assign- General or. l! referral· to both the· At­
ment aub.mlt a. 1lnal report to the approprl~· tomey General and the Deput.y Attorney 
a.ta persons or entlt!es oC·th1t·Congrees.: -_,- s General would also be inappropriate. to 
• Duratfon °1 a.s.sfgnma-nt •. The Special Pros&- · whichever of them would be proper or to 

cutor-. w11L c:any out. these·respo=lbWttes.~ the Solicitor GeneraL ;'!.~ ·"'" -.r:;r.·_ • 
Wlth.tb• 1'.ull support of tb&-Departmeut o:.. -_Cd> Recomm·end to the .. Attome· "'Gen-
·Ju.stlce. until such tlme aa,.1.n ll1s Judgment.. J 

ho: .haa. completed.them or untu a· eta.to mu- eral, ·the .Deputy At.t:ornay Gene~ or 
tuaU;v .. agreed upon .• between ·th•·· Attorne.r the Solicitor General what further ac­
Gener.i.i and hlmseU. \ .-~,:? .:~c:'::a tia:;;.::.:. ,_..! tion should "be Undertaken. with .regard 
(Order Mt-73; 38 FR 30738, NoT • .,, ·1973; a.a to any, matter re!erred to such oftlclal 
amended· by.; Order..· 654-73. 33, PR- -328~. · under paragraph· (c) (3).; of thfs section, 
~~~;_2!• .~.~~.:'.ff;?,:.+2_,:5~~-~:...-~;=:~~3'~:~~ including · the· assignment of· any task 

". ;:~~ubpart G-2-0fffce of ProfesSionat::~ force or . individual to undertake the 
·tit?:!:!r.::--...b•;'~ Responsibility:~~~ 2:~e;?.~~; action: recommended ·.and ·any special 
~·. :1 Sotmci!::rorder-:No.;_'635-74;~~ :.:Pa lSBMai arrangements that appear warranted. 

Dec..18. 1975, Ullless otherwt.se noted. ~--Y~:; ·~:ce>--Undertake any investJgatlon o! a. 
· .•. :;.: •.. ;..; ·: .... _. .• ··-· ~..: ..• ...• ·" ;.:.:~~..,~ • . ,r- ...:. ·;.; . matter referred under paragraph .{c) (3) 
.§ ~.39·~ Org:miz.ation~.::1;:-'~ :~-;~~;. :i;.i,::::"?.:::~ of this section that may· be assigned by 

::.Tlit(omce~ot Pio!e5Slonat'. ~iion'.st-' the Attorney General, th! Deput.y Attor­
bility shall be headed by a counsel ·ap-• . ney General, or the Solicitor General, or 
pointed by ·the Attorney · General.• The cooperate-with ~ other· organization. 
Counsel shall be subject ·to the general task force. or individual that ma.y be as­
supervislon and direction of the Attorney: signed by such, ~~~~1,. to :undertake the 
General or. whenever appropmte; of the· investigati0 ?!· · • · : - --- ' 
Deputy Attorney General or the Solicitor- · '~ ·· m Submit to the· Attc:>rney ~neral · 
General.:.. . ·.·. ·:_·· .·· .. · . ·. · . · ··-·, .. - :·.< :~~ and the Deputy Attorney General or, l! 

· · · ~·t - · ~, .. ·a:. ~r.";:-::: .. :..<::;p> !fa-.""7:. submission to both would be inappro-
§ 0.39a· '· Fnnetion.s..,.~:::.:1 -·7.1.::.:. t-~': .:-!:.'.-:.~ prlate. to -<Vhlchever 'of -them would be 

· ~·The Counsel on Professional Respoilsl~ proper or to the Solicitor General: 
bllity shall: :~.~ ~, .,., .. _ · .. .,,,,,-- : _ _._ ;, ~ ._.cu An immediate _report concerning 
~: (al· Receive and review any in!onna.: any matter refetted ~under ·paragraph 

tion or allegation presented to hlm con- Cc> Cl> or Cc> (2) ~ O!-~thls section that · 
cemlng conduct ·by a -Department. em..: should be brought .to the attention of a 
ployee that may-be in violation ~r·iaw; higher official;.··:.· :.:.~- ·-·~-~~--r~ -: ~.;:. · 
of Department regulations or orders, or (2) An immediate repart concerning 
of applicable standards of conduct. How- the adequacy of any investigation o! a 
ever, this provision does not preempt the.- matter referred· under paragraph Cc> o! 
primary responsibility of internal in.spec.: this S!!Ction. l! the CoU?Sel believes that 
tlon units of the Department to-receive a·stgnlflcant question ·exists as·~ to the 
such: information ·or.: allegations and. to adequacy o! such investlgatfon:- '·· _ 
conduct investigations;·-':~-.::;!.:.. »:.; :.;;.~:~ .-~a>'.:A.monthly reparl summarlzlng all 
: :··<b>o ·Make-such.preliminar.v··inqu!ry as matters referred under paragraph (cl o! 
may be necessary to determine wheth~r this section during. the preceding month; 
the.matter should be.referred to !mother and.:-.:~a=:- ::-u.:i!!".::?i --="~!}:.'....,...; ···.;:~?:"' ':• 
omCia.1 within .. the. Department.:;.:-, .u--... ~~-<4>~ An annual rep0~'or a semi-annual 

.::. <cl; Refer any matter that app~::$:t; report l! the 9.ounsel de~rmlnes thts. to 
warrant.:::examlnation:.Jn:. the ·' following be necess9:ry. -reviewlng and ·evaluating 
manner:!- · •i ~ ~:-..:~-~:.;t-;, ,::_. .~~:fl-::.:·,~_ .• ;:.-·"'.-< _the activities of internal lnspec~lon units 
•• . · ·· -·· - -,-·•· ~ --·.---· · . ,. , - · . · .••• or;;. where there are no such .units, the 

_ -· C~l I! the matter, appears to ll:}V?lve a. dischax:ge .o.t comparable duties within 
violation of. law. to the head of t?e mves~ the Depa.rtment.:ot ~_. ."";:: ~;,..._::~:? ;,.~-" 
tiga~ve agency having jurisdictio~.to in...- · ~.;.: (g)~Submit: recommendations· to the 
vestigate such :violations:·~ ""':, ~::, -• -.·:, Attomer General and the Deputy At­
··,; {2~ .. !!.the matter appears· not ~ i:n~ .tomey General on ·the need for changes 
volve a ·.:vtolatlon.. of law~ to Ute heao · ot In pollcle3 or procedures that become evl-
t~ b:'fl~-~:~vis.:1:~~~ ·}?.U~f:_~~-~1:.:!>'?a!c\-:~ d~E-t.~~~ ~~-S~~~P!E!s }!1.q1E?~· 
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§0.30 Title 28--Judicial Administration~· · 

7(b):. Rev1ewlng,.coordinating and sub-; 
mittlng departmental legislative reports. 
- .Cc>-.Coordlna.tlng the preparation a.nd 

submission ·or ·Pro1'0Sed -':departmental. 
legislati~:::~:.i. ;:.,i_;. ·tu. ,'.!t.;,:C:.:,.:.,;;,> ~,:, ;;";:L .:·:-'l 
---<d>--· Performing: Such.'. other. duties· re-t' 

· si:>ect:lng legisla.Uve:· matters as may. ·.be­
asslgned. by the-Attorney General.or-the 
Deputy Attorney General. !.l:!!·'l.::.--..:::!Ll~-:~ 
(OrderNo:504-'13, 38 FR-8893, Mar. 14,,19'13;• 
&a-amended by Order No. 565-74, 39 PR-15875,: 
MaY' 6,_1974;· ,Order No. 623-75, 40 ~ .-U748,. 

:· _Sept.1s,191a1 :~ ... ~. -.,~ o,a~.::'~$~. 

-· :-·f's~~~it~ 8~·~~~nitY-· ~e1~ii~h·;;:;_ 
- ·.:;~f}:~.;~~~::~_-~:_s.e.,~;.~;~~rr ~;;i-1o \'1J; 

§- 0-.30~:::.General functions~001c?, ;t;n :~~ 
. :::<si.il>Ject; ·to: the=gelierat 'S1rpeiv1sloi:i:o.r-
the-Attome.Y General. and under the di"'.'"' 

}rection o! the Deputy "Attorney Generali 
:- the··:followlng-descrlbed· matters are· is.;. 
· &gned ~ to_.· -and · -shall - be .. : ·conducted, '­

handled •. or: supervis~ by; ·the Director• 
of-the Community Relations Service: ;·-· 
'-!f'(a)·-Exerci.se· 'of' the p<)wers'·and -pe..;-.t. 

· forina.nce of the functions-vested 1i:i ·the~ 
Attorney General by sections 204(d);205; 
1ooz. and 1003Ca> o! the Civil Rlshts Act· 
of·'1964-· (78 Stat: 267) -and section 2 of 
ReOrganlzation Plan No. ·l <ii' 1966. ::i!..t 
A-i(b).;Preparatlon" ·and· ~ :subIIi.isslon---of' 
the'~·annuai report tc>-the Congres3 re­
quired by section 1004 of that Act;. · . ':!.:;;;;.;::. 
(Order No: 4:2M9, 34 FR 20388; Dec. 31; 1969,'­
as amended . by Order 445-40, 35: FR 19397.: 
Dee.- 23,.1970;: Order No .. 543-'13, 3B FR 29584,. 
Oct. 28,-1913} .;...... - . ..... ~~ ... ; ,.~_.;,. .... ~_,, ..... ~ 

• - •• - · ._.._> ~ II • .~·•'"'l• , .... _ l&.l ·---~ .... ,.. ••-'· -

§ 0.31 .. ;:·nestinatini:.·officials tO' perform 
~-~·=-~ _the.fanetionaof the Director~'> :.;;J '''=-'-'1 
:7-(a) In case-·or a vacancy lli the omce 

of the Director of the Comm.unity ~ 
latlons Service-, the Deputy-Director of 
the~ Service Shall perfonn the: .tuo.ct!ons­
and duti~ of the Director.: .::··:_:.· .. ·~. · .~ 
~ ·:: (b} The Director ls ·author.zed; In Ca.s~ · or absence.from his om.ce or in case.of 
his inabilltY. · or disquallllca.t!.oll, to act,._ 
to d~t;e. the·:Deputy Director tO act­
Sn .his steatLin· unusual circumstances~ 
o~ the absence of .the Deputy D'.rector. 
a.person other than. the Deputy Director 
ma;J_be so" designated by the Director. ,.;_ 

- · -~--·-,·- :-... • __ .. . ··.-··- •..• - ~-- ·· ..... ..,;.;..r4 

§ 0.32 ~ Appllcabllity:of · ms tin= depart-: 
·:~;~t.alregu.)alions.::;.: --"O:·.:- ~~net~ 

·· ,_:::·nepa.rtmenta.1 :reiruJattons·- wh!che a.re 
generalJ.:1 applicable to units or-personnel 
of' the -Department ' of ·Justice shall be 

· applicable- with respeet to-the Commu..: 
nlty Relat.loll3 Service and to ths Direc­
tor and personnel thereo!,- except to the 

--- ----.. - --- ·.;--- ·- ····-· .. ··· 

extent; I! any, that such regulations may 
be inconsistent with the intent and pur­
poses of section 1003 Cb) of the Civil 
Rights Act o! -1964 •. :..=1~,-:-"·~:?: • .., . - __ _ 

· Subpart ~ffice of the Pardon ·-- • - .~----,_. . -A . - •: " • . • ... :. ... ~-- .... - ....... ttomey ~ • . -..-.:: . .. . ·_ 
- "Y ·:o ··~~--~-~-~.: ~("t " /· · - ... 9.-. ·:=_-! .. 

CBoS3 Rl:n!U:Nc!:: For regulaUons pertalll­
lng tc> the Office otPardon Attomey.~ee Part 
lotthbcliapt~r.~~-7 :-::-- .:;-: -~-;.::. -:.:: . • _ 

·- ..... ···-' - .:} -- •- .l •..• .f-•. U---· 
§.0.~S .. __ AP:.>}i~lio~f~rclemenq~-- - ·• 

subject io·the general ·su.Pervistori or 
the Attorney General~ and under the dt­
rectlo~,_of -the De~ty Attorney Genera.I. 
the· Pardo~:Attomey shall ha.ve ·charge 
ot the·recelP.trtiivesttgat.lon. and disposl­
tion o! applications tG the· Presiden~ for 
pardon . and other forms · of Executive 
clemency. and· shall. perform any -other 
duties assigned by the Attorney General 
or. the Deputy Attorney General. _ 
l Order. No. 543-'13; 38 Fa 29584, Oct. 28, 19'13 J 
§:o:36\-.it~~"~d;.ii~~: -~~:-=;;;-- ~--
:. The Pardon"Attorney shall sUbmlt all 

all recommend:i.tions 1n clemency cases 
to -the · Attorney ·GeneraLthrough the 
Deputy Attorney General.::~ i:.:.. ·• 
(Order No. 543-7:t,3a PR 29584, Oct. :is, 19'13J 

Subpart G-1.:_omce of Watergate -Special 
~ · ·''-';..:. ::,:;~..:.Prosecution Force - • -.~ ........ 

§ o.37 ', c~ne-i-AI rWi~tio~:-;?~:-~ :·:t __ 
__ The ·omee.c;r. w:itei:ia.te' Sp~- Pros­
ecut.loxi Force shall . be under the. direc­
tion :of. a .D.lri?ctor who shall .be the 
Special" Prosecutor appobted by the 'At­
torney General: The du~ies .and ·r~--pon­
slbillttes of·the Special Prosecutor are set 
forth in the ·attached appendll. below 
which iS incorporated and made a part 
hereof .. -~- :..-:: .. . ::-= . :.:~-~· .. -:: ..... ~:.: ::_: , 
(Ord~ 5~1-'13, 38 FR 30738, Ne>v~7.1973J .. ... ; _._ ..... .. · ;. ·- __ ..... ··-----~"""' ~·---- ... 
§ 0.38 ·-.S~c.functions...~:.~_; _ 

·.The Speelal Prosecutor- ls assigned and 
delegated~ the=- following:·_. specific · func­
tions with:respect-to matters specl.fied L'l 
this· subpart: J.i.::;s~: ~r..i ~t>! .:; ~ :... 

-~<at' Pursuant·:to' -28 ·U.S.C; '515Ca>-. to 
conduct any kind'- of ' Iegat :proceedlng, 
civil" or' crlm.lnal~~-Jnclud.ing grand Jury 
proceedings, whtch United States attor­
ne~are- authorized by-Jaw- to- Con.duct, 
a.:id to designate attorneys to ··conduct 
such legal proceedings:·---c.. -:·~=~-
... (b). To approve di' dlsapprove the pro­

duction or dlsclos1ire· of information or 
files relating to matters within his cog­
nizance in-response to a subpoena, order .. 

_ ..... -
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§ .0.39 -·"" . Title· 2~Judicial Administration ~ 

the Attol"ll&y General, th& Watergt\te Speclal which the employee is assigned, or to the 
Prosecutloc. For::-e will be &ubJect to the ad- head of its internal inspection unit; -
~~!~: ~gJ~;1~~:.~d~~01~~-~.:~8• (3) If referral to the official indicated 

· P:il>ltc report.S. The Specta.l Prosecutor niaj. in paragraph Cc>· Cl> or (2) . of this sec­
from·. time to tlzn&. IDJU:e, public sucl:J state- tion would be inappropriate, to the At­
znent.s or reports. as he· deellU approprlat&- tomey General and the Deputy Attorney 
and·. shall upon completton o! hls asstgn- General or, i! referral to both the· At­
ment aubI!llt a 1lnal report to the approprl~· torney General and the Deputy Attorney 
ate persons or entities o!·the-Congrees. · .i· ·! General would a.tso be inappropriate, to 
~ Durallon °1 a.ufgnmant •. The Speelal Prose- whichever of them would be proper or to 

cutor-. w11l cany out . these-respon:slbWtlett.~ the Solicitor General. '",._,,,..,_ -.r:-.·.·. • 
:wlth·th• full support of the.-Department o:. · . Cd> Recommend to the~Attome· y Gen­
·Ju.sttce. until such tlme a.a. 1.n ll1s Ju<f3ment., 
h&:.haa. completed.them or untu a- d&to mu- eral, ·the .Deputy Att:omey General, or 
tuauy .. agreed upon .• between ·the·. Attorney· the Solicitor General what further ac­
Genersl and him.self., .-;-,·.1 .:~:':;z:> e~::.-::.::.. i;.·! tion should ·be Undertaken with .regard 
[Order 5.:st-'73; ss FR 30738, Noy, '1. ·t9'73; u to any: matter referred to such omclal 

·. amended· by.; Orda.. 5:>4-73, · 38' PR--328~.· under.paragraph· (c)(3)..;of this section. 
~~~=-~ ~~~ _:'~f.;(:~i'..-~5~":-;i;.,;;=:~:J:;i:~~ including · the· assignment of ·any task 
":~~ubpartG-2~fflceof ProfesSJonaC;.,, force or . individual. to · undertake the 

·i'!!:?I.-:._ .... ~1;,-,.: Responsibility::~~~ z.~e;~-J"~;, action· recommended and· any special 
.; . :1 &nTaa::r Order:No;.;_"ea>-74, :~:.:f.R 158M3i arrangements that appear warranted. 

Dec:.. 1a. 19'15, unless otherw.t.se noted.· ~- .y::; . · Z;,Je>.-Uodertake any investigation of a 
· ... :" ... :..; · : . ..• : .. .. , •• , .. .:,, .• .. :,. .:..:.: .. :.:.....·~~..r.:.-:.t; . matter referred under paragraph .(c) (3) 
_§ ~,39<0rganization.:-:.i:; '.~.i!:..: ~\;:,:_"1~1:::.,, of this section that may· be assigned by 
:.:'riie"'omce-ot Pi-Oiession3i: ~:Pomi-' the Attorney General, the Deputy Attor­

bllity shall be headed by a counsel, ·ap-~ . ney General, or the Solicitor General, or 
pointed. by the Attorney · General The cooperate- with any other organlzatlon. 
Counsel shall be subject .. to the g~neral task !orce, or individual that ma.y be as­
supervislon and direction of the Attorney: signed by such:o~~~1". to_ ~<;Iertake the 
General or, whenever appropriate.; of the· investigation. ,-· :·" .· ._.., 
Deputy Attorney General or the Solicitor- , ·', (f> Submit to the· Att.c;>mey ~neral · 
General.:. ·-· · - ·· .·· .. · .. ·. · · ··_· . · :-< :-- ~ and the Deputy Attorney General or, i! 

· ·' ~·t-:. i'.:. -<:R· ~!<-;.-.:.-.!!.~? a:.~. submlsslon to both would be lnappro-
§ 0.39a· ·· Fnnctiom...,.~-=~~ ·:r:Jc ,-P: . :-.!:.:::.~ priate, to #hichever 'of .them would be 
~·The Counsel on Professional RespoD.si: proper or to the Solicitor General: 

bllity shall: :~;, :.> !-···. · .. ~:·;..- : _ _._ ;;~ __ .Cl) An immediate .report concerning 
~:.<a> Receive and review any informa.:.: any matter referred:under ·paragraph 

tion or allegation presented. to him con- (c) Cl) or Cc> C2) ~ of.-this section that · 
cerning conduct ·by a -Department. em~: should be brought .to the attention of a 
ployee that; may-be in violation ~r·law, higheromcla.I:. ·#:.- :, .. ~-·-·!.-::r:-: ' ... :. · 
of Department regulations or orders, or (2) An immedlate report concerning 
of applicable standards of conduct. How- the adequacy· of any· investigation of a 
ever, this provision does not preempt the: matter referred· under paragraph Cc> or 
primary responsibility of internal inspec.: this section, 1! the Counsel believes that 
tlon units of the Department to-receive· a ·sfgniftcant question ·exists as-·~ to the 
such: information ·or.: allegatlom and. to adequacy of such investigation;- ,... . 
conduct investigations;··,:.,..~~!.:.. . .-:;; 3;.-:.-: .r. .(3) .. A monthly report su:mmarlzing all 
: :··(b)o ·Make-such-prelimina:ry,inqulry a.S matters referred under paragraph (c) of 
may be necessari to .determine whether" this section during. the preceding mont.h; 
the.matter should be referred to another and:: .. ;-::a::- 7:7ta?.!7-".!I. • -:;;;;;:!~,.,...: -··..::~-~~ ":'· 
omcla.l within .. the. Department •. : .:,., . .;.:..... ~;.( 4>~ An annual report;'or a semi-annual 
.!. (c):;Refer any rnat~r that appean:to- report 1! the ~ounsel determines this to 
warrant.: examination'·in : the·' following be necessary. reviewing and ·evaluating 
manner:l- · ·,":"F>.=4:-~·~:.;t;-: ::; .~ :,:;~:..o...:._ .• ::-:··~.-. .the activities of internal inspection units 
•• . . ~ ~ .. . ··-·· - ........... ···- . . ....... oro;.where there a.re no such .units, the 

.• c~>. . I! the matter. appears to !J:lvolve a_ discha,:r:ge ,(>f . comparable duties within 
violation of law. to the head of the inves~ the Department.:" ~.:t -~ -.,,.~;:;>t ¥-:-·.' 
tiga!-lve agency having Juriscllctio~.to in..- · :..;;:. (g)<:".Sul>mit:recommendatlom· to the 
vestigate such -violations;; -.s !? -'" .;.:::i Attomer General and the Deputy At­
··; (2~ • . !!. the matter appears n~t ~ ~~ tomey General on -the need for changes 
valve a·.vtolatton .. of law~ to Ute hea.Q·of !npolici!!Sorprocedriresthatbecomeevi-
~ <>!11~.~~Jil~~·~-~~u,;-<?1:·.:~a!d~-;~ d~E-t.~u;~ ~ .. S?~~~__o!_,~ls .. ~~~?es. 
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Chapter I-Department of Justice § 0.38 

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

<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. 

<b> The Director ls authorized, in case 
of absence from his office or in case o:f 
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 regulatioru. 

Departmental regulations which are 
generally applicable to units or personnel 
of the Departmem of Justice shall be 
applicable with respect ~'° 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 Civtl 
Rights Act of 1954. 

Subpart G-Offiee of the Pardon 
Attorney 

Caoss REP'Elll!:NCE.; For regulations pertal.D.• 
tng to the otnce of Pru-don Attorney. see Pa.'1: 
1 o! 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
tion 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. M3-73, 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 FP.. 29,58~. Oct. 26, 1973] 

Subpart G-1-0fflce of Watergate Special 
Prosecution Force 

/)' § 0.37 General function5. r 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-

tomey 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 t-0 matters specified in 
this subpart: 

(a) Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 515Ca>, to 
conduct any kind of legal proceeding, 
civil or criminal, L11cluding grand jury 
proceedings, which United States attor­
neys are authorized by law to conduct, 
and to designate attorneys to conduct 
such legal proceedings. 

Cb> To approve or disapprove the pro­
duction or disclosure of information or 
files relating t-0 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 A.VD RESPO~SIB.rt.rrn:s 01' 

THE SPZCL\L PROSECOTO~ 

The Special Prosec:utor. There is appointed 
by the Attorney Ge::ieral, within the Depart­
ment or Justice, a Special Prosecutor to whom 
the Attorney General shall delegate the au­
thorities and provide the stafl'. and other re­
sources described below. 

The Special Prosecutor shall have full au­
thority !or investigating and prosecuting or­
fense3 agatnst the U:iited States arising out 
of the \tns.uthortzed entry into Democratic 
National Corru:r..1ttee Headquarters at the 
Watergate, an otl'en;;;es arising out ot the 
1972 Pre;;identlal Election for which the 
Special Prosecutor deems it necessary and 
appropriate to assume respol1Sib111ty, allega­
tions involving the President, members or· 
the White House staff, or Presidential ap­
polntees, and any other matters which he 
consents to have assigned to him by the 
Attorney General. 

11 

In particular, the Special Prosecutor shall 
heve full authority with respect to the abo>e 
matters !or: 

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

Reviewing all documentary evidence a.vau-1 
able from any sou:ce, es to which he shall 
have full access; 

Determining whether or not to contest the 
assertion o! "Executive Privilege·• or any 
other testimonial prlvllege; 

' 
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Chapt~r I-Department of Justice § 0.38 

§ 0.31 Designating officials to perform 
the functions of the D~tor. 

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

Cb> The Director is authorized, in case 
of absence from his office or in case of 
his inability or disquallflcation 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 Departmem of Justice shall be 
applicable with respect t.o the Commu­
nity Relations Service and to the Direc­
tor and personnel thereof, except t-0 the 
extent, if any, that such regulations may 
be inconsistent with the intent and pur­
poses of section 1003Cb> of the Civil 
Rights Act of 1964. 

Subpart G-Offic:e of the Pardon 
Attorney 

C&oss REnlu!:Na:: For regulations pertatn­
lng to the otllce o! Pardon Attorney, see Part 
1 o! thl.3 chapter. 

§ 0.35 Applic:itions 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 ch:irge 
of the receipt, investigation, and disposi­
tion of applications to the President ior 
pardon and other forms of Executive 
clemency, and shall perform any other 
duties assigned by the Attorney General 
or the Deputy Attorney General. 
(Order Ne>. 543-73, 38 FR 29584, Oct. 26, 1973] 

§ 0.36 Tittommenclations. 

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. r The Office of ·watergate Speci:ll Pros­
ecu.ticn Force shall be under the direc­
tion of a Director who shall be the 
Special 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 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: 

Ca) 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. 

Cb> 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 16CB> 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-DUTT£S A.."lD RESPONSIBILlTIES Oll' 

THE SPZClAL PROSECUTOlt 

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

11 

The Special Prosecutor shall have full au­
thority for invest!gatlng and prosecuting 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 Election for which the 
Special Prosecutor deems it necessary and 
appropriate to assume responsibility, allega­
tions involving the President, members or· 
the White House staff. or Presidential ap­
pointees, and any other matters which he 
consants to have assigned to him by the 
Attorney General. 

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

Conducting proceedings bet ore grand jurtes 
and any other Investigations he deems 
necessary; 

Revlewlng all documentary evidence avall-1 
able from any source, as to which he shall 
have !ull access; 

Determining whether er not to contest the 
assertion o! "Executive Privilege·• or any 
other testimonial privilege; 

, 
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against any incliviclual with respect to compensa­
tion, terms, conditions, or privileges of employ­
ment, ibec:;mse of such individual's race, color, 
religion, sex, or national origin. . . .. . . 

As used in this Code of Offtcinl Conduct of the 
House of Rep1•esentatives....:.(a) the terms. ' ,'Mem­
ber" and ":Member of the House .of Representa­
tives" include the Resident Commissioner f1·om 
Puerto Rico and each Dc!egate to the I-Iouse; and 
(b) the term "officer or employee of the IIousc of . 
Representatives" means any inclividual . :whose 
compensation is disbursed ~y the Clerk of the 
House of Representatives. . , 

This rule wns ndopted on Aprll 3, 1008 (FI. Res •. 1099, {)0th Cong.). 
The jurisdiction of the Commltt<>c on Stnndurds ot Ofiiclnl Conduct 
wns nlso i•eclefined by thlH resolution. The rule wns nmeridNl ln the 02<1 
CongreHll to brl11g the Delci:ntes from the District ot Columbia, Gunm 
nnd the \'lri;iu Islnncls within the clefiultlou of "Member" (H. Iles. G, 
Jnu. 22, 1!)72, Jl. Hl; I-I. Iles. 11153, Oct. 13, 1072, p. 30021-23). The 
rule wns further an1c11llcd ln tile 0-1tll Congress l>y ncldlng ln clnusc (G) 
the words "Unless spccl1lcnlly provlclecl by law'.' and by ncldlng clause 
(0) (I~. Iles. G, Jan. 14, 1075, t!· -). Clnuse (10) wait adopted l>y the 
House 011 AJ>ril 16, 1075 (I-I. tte1. 4G, O•ltl1 Cong.), ' · . · 

j • , ~ I ,., • ~. 1.r • I ' 

RULE XLIV~· . ~ i 

FINANCIAL DISCLOSURE. '. ' ' '•' .. 
Members, officers, principal ·assistants· to· Mem· 

11 uo. 1~1n1nc1a1 ,.. bars and officers, and professional 
port dlrclo,fnr cer. t f!~ b . ./? · 'tt h 11 t taln 11n1mc1111 s a J. mem ers 0-:·COmml . ees s a , no 
1numt1, later than ·April 30, 1969 ·and by 
April 30 of each year thereafter, :file with' the Com-

. [MG) 
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uur.1~s 011· ri·m~ 11ou:m 011• mwm·~imN'l'A'.1'1VWi 

10. A l\1cmbor of the Tionsn of Rr1n·csP11tativNi 
who haH hncn couvfotc<l by a eon rt of reeora for the 
commission of a erimo for whielt a scmtenco ol' 'C\ 

or more ycat's' imprisonment may he i1 i8sccl 
l:ihoulcl refrain from r>articipation 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 I-Iouse, or of the Committee of the 
'\:Vholo House, unless or until judicial or executive 
proceedings result in rcinstn.toment of the pre­
sumption of his innocence or until he is l'Cl~lectecl 
to the IIouse after the date of such conviction. 
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GENERAL STATEMENT BY THE COM:MITl'EE 

On November 201 1973, the Committee on Rules and Administra­
tion ended the inquiry it had be~ 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 votin~ 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. . 

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 m 
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. 

ROLLCALL VOTE 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 
Mr. Cannon 
Mr.Cook 
Mr. Pell 
Mr. Scott 
Mr. Byrd 
Mr. Griffin 
Mr. Allen 
Mr. Hatfield 
Mr. Williams 

NAYS-0 

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 

enator Coott. In going over this voluminous report on you, Congiressman, there 
1 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, 
lnkitls-
lr. FoBD. The Old Kent, yes. 
enator Coox: [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 
tie board must own so many shares of stock. 
he report indicated that you bought 100 shares of st'ock, and, 1lS I recall from 
ling that record, I think the price of the stock then was around $31 or a little 
r S31 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 
lays, 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 
ue dividend which then put your holdings at 105 shares and short17 there­
!'. you sold all 105 shares. 
ow, I do not find in going over the record the source of your payment for the 
abares that you originally purchased. 
ould you elaborate on that, please? 
[r. FoBD. At the outset, Senator Oook, I have in my hand a photoetattc copy 
r check dated January 9, 1968, in the amount of $3,262.ISO, from me to .Mac­
ghton-Grenawalt & Co., which is a security company in Grand Rapids. 
bis ls a check that I wrote to the securities company to pay for the 100 shares 
~ I purchased in order to qualify for ·membership on the board of dlreetora. 
ow, it has been alleged that I borrowed that money in order to make the 
- purchase and that I borrowed it from the Old Kent Bank. 
ell, the facts are, .Mr. Cbalrinan, any eilch allegation is a lie, and I have the 
ment from the president, the chairman of the board of the Old Kent Bank, a 
dated October 23 to me from Mr. R. .M. Gillett saying as follows, if I might 

it for the record : 
rJerry: 

t was good to visit with you this morning. I have thoroughly cheeked our 
Illes 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 cheek our ·records 
ingthls, we would be happy to have them." 

en I also have a letter from Mr. Gillett to one of the lawyera here wbo is 
nr me, who volunteered to help me, which says categorically that ln cheekln& 
records and my 60 years of life that the Old Kent Bank never loaned me 
nny-perlod. 
ator Coox:. Would you tell me the bank that your check was drawn on? 

. FoBD. It was drawn, Bir, on the Sergeant at Arms account in the House of 
ntntives. 

CHADUUN. Congressman Ford, this morning you diseus-4, in responding 
uestlon, I think, of Senator GrUlln, some of your stockboldings and direc-

lp of the Rospatch Corp. · 
you direct your attention to those? 

· Foao. Yes, I will be delighted to, .Mr. Chairman. I have lu my name, de­
re bonds, Ford Paint & Varnish Co., for the value of $9,081. Those secttri· 

I had purchased in part and inherited in part when my mother and father 
away. My wife has, from an inheritance from an aunt, certain securities, 

nk 135 shares of Central Telephone in Illinois, the estimated value ts 
· 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. 

rat Discussion 
CAMPAIGN FINANCES 

. e Committee ordered a study of the reports and statements 
ed by law to be filed with the Clerk of the House of Repre-

. : 
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sentatives b:y Co~an Ford and by any political committees 
supporting him dunng his campaigns for nomination or election. 

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

The Federal Corrupt Practices Act of 1925, which was repealed on 
April 7, 1972, !t'Cluiied reports of receipts and expenditures from 
ci.ndidates for Federal elective office and from political commit._ 
attemp~ to influence the election of candidates in two or more 
states. Prima_ry 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, Co~an Ford filed all 
reports required b:y its provisions. Committees in the State of Michi­
gan or in the District of Columbia were not required to submit reporta 
to the Clerk of the House of Representatives. 

Michigan election laws require the filing of statements by candi­
dates and {><!litical committees with the Clerk of the county where 
the filer reSides and/or with the Secretary of State. 

Congressman Ford and committees supporting him submitted 
~uired data to Michigan as well as to the Clerk of the Rouse. 
Nothing irregular or unlaW!ul was apparent from a study of all reports. 
However, . a few questions were raised as the result of statements 
ap_pearing in books or newspaper articles, and those were investigated 
fully by the committee and are discussed in subsequent sections of 
thiS reJ>()rt. 

The Federal Election Cam.paigli Act of 1971 became effective on 
April 7, 1972, repealinf!. the Fe<ler&l 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, spetjal, and general. 

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

Nothing in the reports and statements on file in Michigan or in the 
Clerk of the House of Representative's office in Washington would 
point to a violation of law. The deficiencies of the repealed Corrupi 
Practices Act led to misunderstandings by treasurers of committees 
concerning information required to be filed and by others who were 
involved, directly or indirectly, in Congressional campaigns. Therefore, 
disclosure of political finances did not become the subject of definitive 
law until the new Act became operative on April 7, 1972. 
Callt]laign Contributions, 1970-$11,580 

I . Background.-In the book, The Washington Pay-off, Roberl 
Wmter-Berger referred to an amount of $11,500 which Congressman 
Gerald Ford of Michigan received from a gro!!J> 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 reported reaching 
this ceiling in reports he, as treasurer, filed with the Clerk of the U.S. 

~-,.. .. ouse of Representatives), Winter-Berger pointed out that Ford 
· orsed the $11,500 to another committee based in Washington, D.C. 

arr.d failed to report the receipt of it. Winter-Berger asserted, further, 
th~ funds were sen.t from the Washington, D.C. based committ;ee 
tO~g $121233 to Ford's district in Michigan, and that Ford dis· 
cltiriied any knowledge of them. Winter-Berger further noted that 

, 
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der the Federal Corrupt Practices Act of 1925, a candidate is 
ccountable only for the expenditures he personally knows about, but 
ot for expenditures of independent committees organized in his 
upport. 
An article in the October 14, 1973, issue of the Washington Post 

alludes to the same situation, but further identifies the contributors: 

e Securities Industry Campaign Committee--- -------------- - ----- $5, 000 
John Shaheen oil tycoon. - __ - ----- - - - -------- - ---------------- ---- 3, 000 
The Banker's Political Action Committee. __ _ - --------- ----------- - - 2, 000 
A }lichiga.n physicians fund. __ ------------ ------------------------ 500 
The Boilermakers-Blacksmiths • •• .:.·-------------------------------- 1, 000 

Total • •••••••••••••••••••••••••• ·------------------------- 11,500 
Thia article states that the only issue raised was one of disclosure. 
JI. Investigation.-In order to determine the fact.a of this situation, 

the Committee took the following action: 
A. Interview with Mr. Curtis R. Fulton, Finance Director of the 

Xational Republican Congressional Committee in 1970 and affiliated 
,0th the Republican National Finance Advisory Committee. 

Mr. Fulton stated that Congressman Ford, &long with every other 
Republican member of the U.S. House of Representatives, was ~p­
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 ~aya.ble to the committee, some Congressmen 
would often sign these letters personally to help induce contributions 
and therefore, checks were of ten 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 operating procedure fpr Congressmen to 
endorse checks received by them to the committee, and thus it was 
prohable that Congressman Ford would have done so in 1970. 
R~!lrding the campaign funds sent to Congressman Ford's district, 

the follo~g. is .a list of the known transfers from the committee to 
~Ir. Ford s district: 

SUMMARY OF CONTRIBUTIONS FROM DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA BASED COMMITTEES 
lllTO COlllllDl .. I fOlm'S 5U1 DISTRICT, 1970: 

._... Republican Con111111oM1 Com- New. 3 to Nov. 20, 1172... ••••• ... • • l.IMlll fir r.. 
nottee (NRCC) 

'-bona! Republican Con.,.._. Coln- Nov. 3 to Now. 20, 11n •••••••• 111ttee. 
'-bona! Republican Con~ C- Now. 5, mt •••••••••••••••••• 
"'""· '-tional lltpublican Con....., CoM- New. 5, 1111 •• ·-············· llllt9t. 

""°blican National Flna-AdvlMfy C:O.. New. 20, 1171 ••••• - •••••••••• 
9ottee (RNFAC) • 

2, 000. 00 Veterans for Ford. 

294. 55 Sparta Gtlphicl, lac., 
Sparta Midi. 

1, ns. 73 Ketit Pdnt1111 Co., Grand 
RaJlda, priritlq cmt. 

I, 2'0. S3 V--• for Ford. 

................ ·--·---··--··--··----·······-···· 8, 830. 91 
'-::...Ford District ol Columbia C.. Aus. Z7 to Oct. l, 1972.. ....... 2, 250. 00 latvllna for Ford. 

":.!ord, District of Columbia Com- Aus. Z7 to Oct. I, 1172.. •• ~ ••• ;. 2, 250. 00 Vetmia for Ford . 

......................... ·--·-···--·· ....... _.............. . ........ . 
flllf llf ... --·-··--········-··-··-·-···--··········· . . u.•ts 



34 

It was the policy of the NRCC and the RNF AC 1 to alloca 
ea.ch Congressman a. share of the contributions collected, each 
gressma.n being a.lloca.ted a portion of the total amount colle 
The money thus a.llocated to ea.ch Congressman wa.s then se 
particular committees designated by the Congressman. 

Mr. Fulton believed that Congressman Ford designated two 0 
Mic~a.n committees-Veterans for Ford, and Latvians for Fo 
early m the 1970 campaign to receive funds to be used du · 
1970 reelection campaign. 

B. Interview with the Treasurer of the 1970 Veterans for 
Committee, J. Boyd Pa.ntlind, Treasurer. 

Mr. PfLJltlind stated that Congressma.n Gerald Ford asked 
to form the Vetera.ns for Ford Committee. Mr. Pantlind unders 
that no solicitations by his committee v.ould be necessary; but 
contributions received would be used to pay some of the costs o 
campaign. 

C. IJiterview with the Treasurer, Julijs Riekstins, of the 
Latvia.ns for Ford Committee. 

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

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

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

According to Mr. Gorman, this committee was formed by H 
Lovery, now deceased. Mr. Gorman was asked to be treasurer 
the Gerald Ford-D.C. Committee, Mr. Lovery was the fund r 
Mr. Gorman wa.s the record keeper, a.nd Mr. Frank Meyer, ad 
trative assistant to Congressman Ford, made decisions on the e 
diture of funds collected. There are no records shov.-ing the 0011 
iltors to this committee. Funds collected tota.lling $15,900 
disbursed by check between August 27, 1970, a.nd April 8, 1971. 

Individual contributions of $b00 or more are listed below: 

Chtck unless other- Check unless Date Amount wise 1peclli•d Dile Amount wise specified 

July 13, 1970 ••••••••• $2,000 CUm.:y. Sept 14, 1970 •••••••• 2,000 Cunenq. 
July 23, 1970 ••••••••• 500 Sepl 29, 1970 ......... 2,000 Do. 
July 23, 1970 ••••••••• 500 ""· 16, 1170 ••••••• , 1,000 
July 31, 1970 ••••••••• 1,000 
Au1. 10, 1970 •••••••• 1,500 Do. Total ot contribu· 
Sept 8, 1970 ••••••••• 1,500 Do. liOM of $500 or 
S.pl 10, 1970 •••••••• 500 Do. -. ............ 12. 500 

1 The Republican National Finance Advisory Committee coexisted ln 1970 as a parallel comu:ittff 
the National Republican Congressional Committee. The RNFAC was established. with the same me 
an<I oftlcers as those In the NRCC, because It wa• believe<! that the NRCC would receiv• In excess 
million In contributions, which would be prohibited under the Federal Corrupt Practices Act !or a 
mlttee operating In more than one state . 

. . 

' 
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Expenditlires of the committee: · 
Aug. 27, 1970, Veterans for Ford---------------------------- $1, 500. 00 
Aug. 27, 1970, Latvians for Ford---------------------------- 1, 500. 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 (cuftlinks)------------------------ 169. 23 
Apr. 8, 1971, J,. G. Balfour (letter openers>------------------- 208. 92 
Apr. 8, 1971, Fifth District Account of G. R. Ford____________ 1, 895. 37 

Total------------·------------------------------------- 15,895.92 
Union Trust charged t_he account on Aug. 4, 1970 $U18 for printed 

checks------------------------------------------------- 4.08 

Total--- ----------------------------------------------- 15,900.00 

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

Accordi.n2 to Mr. Stiles, the 1970 Ford for Congress Committee 
staff decide<l that since Mr. Ford had become a national figure, addi­
tionl'l money should be ex_pended on media. coverage. Mr. Stiles said 
that since the Ford for Conpess Committee (Mr. Ford's. personal 
committee) had already met its spending limitation under Mic~an 
law, as Stiles interpreted it, then these adClitional bills were referred to 
the Veterans for Ford (VFF) and Latvians for Ford (LFF) committees. 

Stiles further said that the late Mr. Frank Meyer, Co~essman 
Ford's administrative assistant, sometimes brouglit 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. CHAIBKAN. 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 

treasUTer of a committee. 
Will you please relate to this committee the clrcumstairees relative to the 

receipt ot those contributions and their subsequent disbursement? 
lir. FoBD. 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 19'10, were fOr my personal benefit. Further, the newspaper artlcley 
that were published in 19'10 in relationship to those campaign funds clearly 
said there was no evidence of any pereonal 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 
rtquired by law. 

Let me, if I might, Mr. Chairman, take each of those five checks that totaled 
SU.500. ' 



36 

I received in late October at 1970, a check from the Security: Industriee 
Campaign Committee for $5,000. I endoreed that check to the :Republican Con. 
gressional Campaign Committee tor its uee. It was reported by the donor 
and by the Republican Congressional Campaign committee, as I understand fl 

No. 2, the Bankers PAC-I guess that le Political Action Committee-tor 
$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 le my under. 
standing it was reported by them as eo received, and I believe that it waa 
reported as required by law by the Bankers PAC. 
· No. 3, J'obn M. Shaheen '3,000. That waa a personal check. Mr. Shaheen is a 

iongtlme personal friend. I endorsed that check to the llepubllcan Congressional 
Campaign Committee in late October. It ls my underetandlnc it was properly l'e­
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. ~ the Boilermakers & Blackmnlths Union i1,ooo. This check was received 
by me in late October 1970. I endorsed it to the RepubliC8D Congressional Cam­
paign Committee. It ls my understanding that this was so reported by the c.am. 
paign Committee and, I believe, but I am not certain. it was properly reported b7 
the Boilermakers & Blacksmiths Union. 

No. IS, Michigan Doctors PAC, Political Action Committee, $600. I received that 
in October of 1970. I endorsed lt 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 Micblgan Doctors PAC. 

Now, I might add that my practice had been. at least all the time I was minOl'­
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 help 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 showe 
that I did exactly the same thing in 1972. 

Now, in addition. it should be pointed out, Mr. Chairman. that historicall7 a 
person in the leadership capacity of the Bouse, perl,laps the Senate-and I am not 
certain about that--Ooes 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 ~· 
gressional Campaign Committee without sending it to me and I then endorse 1t 
over. 

I believe that' In this case there ls no violation of the law whatsoever in the 
method that I used in respect to these five checks that were transferred to the 
Republican Congi:eselonal Campaign Committee. 

The C11.&1uu.N. Well, let me ask you two further questions with respect to that 
Would that amount ot i11,ooo have exceeded the llmlt 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 SUI>' 
porting you for approximately the same amount--$11,500, or slightly over $12,000! 

Mr. FoBD. Well, No. 1, I was treasurer In 1970. Under Michigan law, no candl· 
date on his own behalf can spend, as I ~llect, more than $10,500. 

At the time those checks came to my ofilce in Grand Rapids, I was busily en­
gaged in running. for reelection. I was told by my then admlnietrati¥e 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 endoned 
those 11.ve checks over to the Republican Congressional Campaign Committee. 

No. 2, under our procedure that we have on the Republican side in the Hou.11e 
ot Representatives, the Republican Congressional Campaign Committee soUcia 
funds to be. distributed to 'Republican incumbents, including myself. 

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

The record will show, llr. Chairman, that I did not early in the campaigll 
t.ake 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 bebal!, a 
Veterans-for-Ford Committee, the Latvia~for•Ford COinmJJttee, 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 
t.rooi"the Republican Congressional Campaign Committee. 

The CH.\IBMAN. Was the amount that they received approximately $12,000? 
Yr. FoBD. 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 emphnstically, 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 
rransferred to those other campaign eommittees on my behalf. 

The CHAIRMAN. Was there any understanding between yourself and the Re­
p11bllcan Campaign Congressional Committee that that same money that you 
paid to ·them W'GUld. iD turn. be funneled back to your campaign committee? 

llr. FoBD. Under no cti;cumstances, llr. Chairman. 
The $13,000-plus that was disbursed came from previously available funds, 

illduding my allocations as a Republican Member of Congress. 

//I. Committee Findinga.~umm.arized below are the issues which 
arose 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 enO.orsi~ them over to 
tile 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 W 

(a) According to Michigan election law in 1970, a candidate for the 
t.S. House of Representatives could have spent up to 25% of his 
yearly salary toward his primary campai~ and the same amount for 
the general election, shoUld he succeed m the primary. Since Con­
~man Gerald Ford's yearly salary was $42,500 in 1970, this would 
liave 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 makiiig expenditures on behalf of 
• candidate was not restricted in the amount of expenditures it could 
make, according to a 1963 opinion b:y the Attorney General of Michi­
ian. In eft'ect1 then, Mr. Ford could have sent the $11,500 he received 
directly to his Ford for Congress Committee and would not have 
riolated the spend~ limitation imposed by Michigan law. 

(b) The Federal Corrupt Practices Act of 1925 required a candi­'ok /or the U.S. H O'Ule of Repreaentativea to give to the Clerk of th8 
H°"'e of 'Repeaentati'VU a "iletailed and e~act a.ccO'l.l/f&t of each con.­
trihution received by him or by any person for him with his knowledge 
llld consent from any source in aUJ, or 1111pporl of hia candidacy for 
tlection, for the purpose of influencing the result of the election, to­
Z!ther with the name of the person who bas made such contribution." 
. ~ this instance, it appears that Mr. Ford was not accepting contri­
~tons for •his own candidacy since he endorsed them over to the Na­
~al Republican CoJll[ressiona.l Committee. As such, he, as a candi-

te._ or as treasurer of the Ford for Congress Committee, was not 
~t!'d to report those contributions. The National Republican Con­
"'5.~1onal Committee did apparently report them. 

2. Was Congressman Gerald Ford "laundering" funds, that is, try­
~ to have his contributors lose their identity by endorsing contribu­
r ~~ ~ved by him over to the National Republican Congressional 
""llllllllttee 9 . 

' 
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As .has been point;ed out above, the National Republican· Con 
sional Committee (NRCC) solicited campaign contributions fo 
Republican congressional candidates. It was mt.ended that chec 
licit;ed would be made out to the committees, but contributors 
sometimes makf' them out to particular congressmen whose n 
appeared on the solicitation letters to help induce contributions 
Ford. in endorsing these checks over to the NRCC, was doing 
other Republican members of Congress would do when they re 
contributors' checks that had been solicited for the NRCC, 
helped all the Republican congressional candidates. 

3. Did Con~man Gerald Ford expect that the same $11,5 
an amount similar to it, would be sent back to his home distri 
assist in his campai~ expenses¥ 

Mr. Ford, according to his own testimony, did not expect th 
funds from the five checks totalling $11,500 that he received, 
be funneled back into his campaign committees in Michigan. H 
know that he had been allocated a. certain quota of :fuiids al 
available with the National Republican Congressional Committ~ 
that he had given this committee the names of two other committ 
Michi~n, the Latvians for Ford and the Vet.eran for Ford as o 
for his "quota" money late in the 1970 campaign. Mr. Ford's 
ments are ~nerally verified by the 1970 Finance Director of th 
tional Republican Congressional Committee. 
Campaign Contributions, 1972-$38.000 

I. Background.-Attention was given in news articles to th 
that the .D.C. Committee to Reelect Jerry Ford, transferred f 
excess of $38,000 in April 1972, to the Michigan Ford for Co 
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 
and as much information about the D.C. committee and its me 
·as was possible. 

11. l'IVVuti,gation.-A. lnt;erview with Mr. Charles T. Marek, 
man of the COmmittee t.o Reelect Jerry Ford. 

Mr. Marek sa.id that Mr. James G. Morton approached Con 
man Ford to ask if he would be int;erested in having Morton 
a political committee on behalf of Mr. Ford's reelection effor 
Ford agreed, and ten t.o twelve members of the Manufacturing 
ists Association agreed to form the committee. The purpose 
committee was to hold a fund-raisini? reception for Congr 
Ford, which was held at the Capitol Hill Club. Mr. Marek was 
as chairman and Mr. Morton was chosen as treasurer. 

Although Mr. Marek had no committee records, he recalled 
ing with Mr. Morton the committee's bank account at Riggs Ka 
Bank. 

B. D.C. Committee to Reelect Jerry Ford Bank Statements 
cured from Ri~gs National Bank: 

The Rig~ Bank submitt;ed copies of the bank stat;ements,. d 
slips (which bore no names of contributors), and checks wr1tt 
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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( 3) The total number of deposit tickets was 20 . 
( 4) Separate contributions of $500 or over as listed on deposit 

tickets were: 

: : :~: Im::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Do •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

... 22. 1972 ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Do ••• ••••••••••••••••• ••••••••••• ••••••••••••••• •••••••••••••••• 

... 2~. 1972 ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• •••••••••••••••••••• 
Do •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• •••••• 

... 27, 1972 ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Do •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
00 •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

... 28, 1972 ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Do ••• ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Do •• ····································-·········--·-·····-···· 

llf. 30, 1972 ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Do •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

... 31. 1972 ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
i,t. 5, 1972 ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ~---················-··­

Do ••• ················-····························-··· •••••••••• a,r. 6, 1972 •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Do ••••••••••• - ••• --•••••• - •••••• -· ••••• ·-- ••• -•••••••••• - - - --••• 
Do ••• •••••• - -•• - • - ••• -••••••• - -•••••••••••• • - ••• -· --••••••••••• -

... 24. 1972 ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ----···--········ · ····· 
•• 5, 1972 •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• •• 

Clteeb"""9 
Amount otherwise stated 

$1,000 
500 

2,000 
500 
850 
500 

3,000 = 500 
2.300 
5,000 

500 
500 

1,000 5,= 
1,000 
1.000 
1,000 
2.500 

500 
500 

Operatln1 deposit. 
Currency. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

!Iott: Total ol separate coatributiolls ol $500 and ovtr-$31,150 d_,..lted In b1nk ll:cOunt. 

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

(6) 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 Congtess Committee, Grand Rapids, Michigan, and his secretary, 
llrs. Dorothy LaBan: 

Information received from Mr. Gordon shows that besides the 
~8.216.61 transferred on April 61 1972, from the D.C. Committee to 
Reelect Jerry Ford to the Ford tor Congress Committee, there were 
twenty-two other contributions transferred, totalling $4,800, all of 
which were subsequently reported in political campaign reports to the 
C'lerk 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 
Fo~d asked that all contributions be reported, even those under $100 
•h1ch ~ere not required to be reported under the Federal Election 
Campaign Act. 

The names, addresses and amounts of contributions are listed below: 
t''t Political Fund, 25 Louisiana A.Te., room 325, Washington, D.c __ $2, 000 

;1- ll. Cowsert, room 1029, Tower Bldg., 14th and K Sta. NW., Wuh-
r.i ngton, D.0------------------------------------------- 100 tr Pnn S. Utt, Jr., 580 N. Waukegan, Lake Forest, Ill. 60046-------------- 100 
a.t;;ley ll. Dixon, Jr., 70 W. Laurel Ave., Lake Forest, m------------- 100 
r 1 way Clerks Political League, 6300 River Rd., Rosemon, Ill. 00018-- 500 
.;.. .\. Garunyard, St. James, La-------------------------------------- 400 
r ~h Florida Sugar Committee, Belle Glade, Fl•-------------------- 400 
·1 • Wlley and Allen W. Dawson, Route No. 2, Pinewood Acres, Corn· 

ng, ~.Y___ ------------------------·---- 100 

, 
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Paul 1. Ktrig, 4376 Derry Rd., Bloomfield Hills, Mich. 48013------- ·----
Bruce G. Stevens, 2609 Covington, Birmingham, Mich. 48010 _____ ·----
Robert L. Berg, 18584 Chelt~n Dr., Birmingham, Mich. 48009----------
Robert F. Palmer, 1011 Hampshire Dr., Bloomfield Bills, Mich. 48013:.. __ _ 
Robert D. Lund, 711 Kennelworth, Bloomfield Bills, Mlch..-------------Robert P •. Sullivan _________________________________________________ _ 

Barry Beatman, Jr., 1330 Indian _MoWld East, Birmingham, Mich. 48010_ 
Robert E. Cook, 8903-Shellmar Lane, Bloomfield Bllls, Mich. 48013-----­
Janlce K McKee, 4602 Sunnlngdale Dr., Bloomfield Hllls, Mich. 48013 __ 
Norman Elli1!, 7425 Lahser Rd., Birmingham, Mich. 48010-----------­
John L. Cutter, 6195 East Surrey, Birmingham, Mich. 48010--------­
Benry Bahr, 9100 River Rd., Potomac, :U:cl-----""------------------

Total ----- - ---- -- 4, 
D. Interview with Mr. James P. McDonald who was in charge 

arrangements for the Capitol Hill Club reception for Congress 
Ford: 

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

Dile 

ll Clpitol Hill Club (reception'" 1 1@ .......... ·--•---··--··--·---------· Mar. 29 ..... . Howard Oevron Orchestra ____________________ ; _____________ ~------·-·--····------do ••••••• 
James P. McDonald •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ; ••••••• ! ...•••............. do ••••••• 
Congressional .Liquors •••• ___ ---·-_·---··----••• ---•• ---•••••••••••••••••••••••••• do .•••••• 

~ 3~~~u:,;r~=~~~:=iOr"io"iOUiiciiriiiiii:iie'is-ist"ciiU:-,;on;·wi'ihiiiifu-ri.·o:c~iD- Apr. L ••••• 
Grand Rapids, Mich., for Coneressman Ford ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• do ••••••• 

gl 
11lollllll J. Unldont, 11rlntilll ..,._.tor hmtlUont.. ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• do ••••••• 
~ U.-rs...:. •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ~~-~ ••••• Apr. 4 •••••••• 
Cllll •••••••••••• ~---··········································-···~-~··· Apr. 5 •••••••• 

(10 Clflllll Hm CluL.-·····················································-· Apr. 6 •••••••• 
Elpenditures mmcl tD tile ClpltDI HIH Club raipb tDtlllld (itt1111ltD10) ••••••• ~ •• .-•••••••• 

(11) Rias National Bink (trlndlr) •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• _. Apt. I ••••••• 

AH upltldibna, lnc:ludi!ll the $38.216.61 trlnder, ...,········•···--·-·······-······· 

E. Testimony of Congressm&!l Gerald Ford: 
Mr. Ford stated that he had never seen a list of the donatio 

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 com 
operated autonomously. --

Responding to questions from the chairman, Senator Canno 
from Senator Cook, the ranking minority member, Con 
Ford made the following comments at the hearing on N ovem 
1973: 

The CHADHAN. Well, now, lt was clear by late 1971 that the 1972 el 
would be conducted under a new Federal campaign fl.nanee disclosure Ia 

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

•Are there any records available showing who the donors were to tb~ 
and, if not, how can you justify allowing more than $38,000 to be rali:ed 1 

name f<rr the 1972 elections without having any records about sources 
money? . 

Mr. FORD. Mr. Chairman, I think we are all familiar with what the Ja 
ln 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 commibtees, the collection of dona­
tions. .and the disbursement of those !ands 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, unfortun,ately, now has passed away. 

Another was Chuck Marek, who originally came from the State of Michigan. 
They, with others, formed the District of Columbia Committee to Reelect 

Jem 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 mone7. They disbursed the money as they 
decided; and when they paid all the bills, it is true, Mr. Chairm,an, they dis­
bursed a little over $38.000 to the Ford-for-CoDgr'l!9 Committee in Grand Rapids, 
ID~ . 

Now, as I said a moment ago, the late Jim Morton who was a former Assistant 
Secretary of Commerce in the middle 1960'8, has passed ,away. He was the 
treaSurer. 

Chuck Marek was the chairman. Now, I never saw a list personally of the 
donaUons, I never saw lt. In fact. I thought it was wise that I not see it. They 
bandied the entire matter. I fl'<llllk17 never saw but a summary of the disburse­
ments. 
It ls my understanding that Chuck Marek haa gotten together from various 

Illes the listing of these disbursements, which I understood have been given to 
Ille committee. If not, whatever we have on it will be made available. 

The CH.AIRMAN. The information that the committee has is that the n,ames of 
the contributors are not available, 80 lf you do have that information, I would 
appreciate it lf you would supply it to us. 

Yr. FoBD. Mr. Chairman, either ·1 misspoke or my words were misinterpreted. 
To my knowledge, nobody has the list of donations. We do have Ii list of the 

disbursements, which I understand was turned over to your committee staff. 
The CH.AIBli.41' •. The committee is operating under roughly a 15-minute rule 

to gi;e everyone a chance. My Ume is up, and I am going to defer now to Senator 
Cook. 

Senator Coox. • • • Congressman Ford, just a moment ago you said it W/iS 
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. . . . 

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

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

Ill. Committee Fifl.dinga.-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 
.\ct of 1925, or the Federal Elections Campaign Act of 1971 ¥ 

(a) Under the Federal Corrupt Practices Act of 19'J5, political 
committees which fe.11 under its provisions are those whicli accept 
eontributions or make expenditures for the purpose of infl.uencing . • • 
the election of candid-a.tes 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 all its 
e
0
xpenditures prior to April 7, 1972. According to bank records of the 
.ommittee 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 Cominittee oil or after April 7, 1972 .. · 
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2. Was there an attempt by Co~an Gerald Ford to use this 
Oommittee to hide the identity of contributors I 

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. Apparently, 
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 ehould be pointed out, however, that Mr. Ford stated in his 
public testimony before the Se.nate Rules and Administi:ation Com­
mittee that he never saw a list of the donations to the CommittPie to 
Reelect Jerry Ford, and furthermore, he thought it wise that he did 
notseeit. 

Furthermore, Mr. Ford told the person making the public campaign 
reports for his 1972 Ford For Congress Committee th.at he wanted all 
contributions disclosed, even those of $100 and under, which were not 
required to be re_ported under the Federal Election Campaign Act. 
The D.C. based Committee to Reelect Jerry Ford, transferred to the 
Michi~n based Ford For Congress Committee the $38,216.61 remain­
!ng in its bank aooount, plus 22 additional contributions, accompanied 
by a letter dated April 6, 1972. The Ford For Congress Committee. in 
~njunction 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 Iaduatl'7 Contribution• 

Senator Coox. • • • Do you know a Mr. Dale Schaufelberger? 
Mr. Fou. I never met. to my knowledge, Dale Schaufelberger. 
Senator Coox. You have never bad any transactions with him of any kind 

whatsoever to your knowledge? 
Mr. FoJW. Not to my knowledge. 
Senator Coox. Well. are you familiar with the recent news release by Ganoe 

News Service concerning an allegation by Mr. Schaufelberger that you bad col 
lected money from the dairy industry for distribution to other Consrressmen? 

·Hr. FoBD. Senator Oaok, I am famll1ar with the neWBStory, but I would ll 
either under questioning by you or by a statement by myself to give you the fa 
In this situation. 

Senator Coox. Well, could you give us any Information that might explain, for 
Instance, that kind of statement and that kind of a newuto1"7. 

!.Ir. Fou. Some time after the election of 1972, Senator, the attorney for t 
Agriculture and Dairy Educational and Political Trust Committee came tom 
offtce and said that the organfzati~n that he reprettnted had some funds le 
over from the 1972 campaign, and they wanted to help 110me elected Membe 
who had Fome unpaid campaign debts. Their attorney &l!ked me If I knew of anr 
Members In the House on our side of the ai1.<le who needed such help. 

Senator Coox. Do you know the name of this attorney? 
:M:r. Foim. Yee. Robert Colller. 
The next step I took was to talk to some of the Members, mostly the frecbmen. 

beeauFe they have the most difftcult time. As I recollect I gave to :M:r. Collier 
apJ)roximately 10 names. 

I did not hear anything for a month or more, and subsequently I was told tba 
~'"eral people from this organization had made a decision and that they wanttd 
to contribute to these Individuals or some of them, not all of them, n rion• 
amount,:;; and that they w1inted to see me. ThP:v came to my offiCt'. Thei· ~nld 
they bad cheeks for i;:ome of the people that I had suir1?ested. and tbev wanted!~ 
know whether I wanted to llil'e the checks from them tO' the lfembers. I !''11 
under no <'ircum11tances. I said if you. renresentlng your organization, want ro 
gi'"e these checks to these individuals, rou should do so. 

. . 
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t ls my understanding they did, and thllt the total reache<l was approximately 
,000. 
enator Coox. Then you at no time received any of those checks, and you ad· 

them to give the checks to the individual Congressmen themselves? 
r. FoBD. That ls correct, sir. 

e CHAIRMAN. This morning, in response to a question from Senator Cook, 
explained your relationship with the dairy industry and your lack of knowl­

e of a :Ur. Schaufelberger. Now, as you know, allegations have been made that 
have served as a conduit for funds from the dairy industry to Members of 

gress and others. I would like to ask you whether you have ever received 
m, or advised or requested that funds from the dairy industry be used in any 
ltical activity. 
r. FoBD. Well, I was told after the fact that one of the donations to the 

trict of Columbia Committee for Jerry Ford was $5,000 from the Agricultural 
Dairy Committee. I understand that it was so reported as a donation by that 
nlzatlon, as they should under the law, and that-the transfer was made to 
District of Columbia committee on my behalf in 11172. But that is the only 

ormatlon 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 11.nancal records disclosed that you 
lved a $1,500 honorarium from the Asaoclated Milk Producers Convention in 

1. Does that payment have any relationship to the da1r7 industry in a meeting 
th the White House at or about that same time? 
llr. Foao. Not at ·au, Mr. Chairman. As I recall, that was a convention of 

e 1,000 dairy producers or milk producel'll that met in Chicago, and if my 
llection ls accurate, that organization invited anywhere from 10 tn 20 

mbers of the House or Senate, an equal number of Republicans and Demo­
ts, and we Fpoke 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 
Senate who made similar speeches were slmilarly given honorariums. 

In answer to questions concerning the Gannett News Service item 
October 26, 1973, which appeared in "The State Journal," Lansing, 
ichigan, concerning contributions made by the political arm of tlie 
id-American Dairymen, Inc., to Mr. Ford for distribution to other 
ngres.smen, Mr. Ford stated that "he did not receive the contribu­

ons." The item was based on an alleged statement by a Mr. Dale 
haufelberger to Mr. John Childers, Legislative Assistant to Senator 
rcy, to the effect that "two people aS80ciated with the dairy industry 
Illinois had been in Washington to bring money to Congressman 

ord for distribution to other Congresmnen in connection with the 
9i3 farm bill." On October 24, 1973, Mr. Childers had informed the 
mmittee in a memorandum that on February 12, 1973, "Mr. Dale 
haufelberger of Greenville, Illinois, and I chatted informally for a 
w minutes. He mentioned to me that in the recent past, represent&­

. ,·e{ s) of the dairy industry in Illinois had gone from lliinois to 
ashington, D.C., to deliver funds to Congressman Jerry Ford for 

"stribution to other members of the House to help out on the dairy 
rice support situation." 
The committee noted that not only did Mr. Ford deny the allegation, 
t that in the news item itself, Mr. Schaufelberger is quoted as saying, 

I did not tell .John Childers that, that shoe~ my imagination. I don't 
re if Jc,>hn Childers said it-If my testimony has to be under oath, 
will be. I was not a ware of this and I don't believe it." 

. lfr. Ford stated that he had been asked by the Dairymen's Associa-
1on to provide the names of Congressmen who might be in need of 
~ancial support as a result of the 1972 election campaigns. He pro­
tded several names, but would not accept the contributions for these 
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Congressmen. He advised that such contributions be delivered directl 
by the As...~iation to the Congressmen concerned. In addition, othe 
individuals allegedly knowledgeable about this matter were inte 
viewed. 

The committee found no evidence to indicate that :Mr. Ford did an 
thing ille~l in behalf of t~e dairy indust;ry. It concluded that ~he 
was no evidence to substantiate the allega.t1ons that he had acted lli 
improper manner in referring funds from the dairy industry to me 
hers of Congress. __ 

sTEELCASE FURNinJRE COMPANY/MB. JOSEPH LAWLESS 

The Chicago Daily _News for November 2, 1973, carried an ite 
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 furnishirig a Fede 
buildimt in 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 all~ed that he had placed a Mr. Joseph Lawless in 
influential poSition in the GSA furniture purclia.sing position and 
return Mr. Lawless assisted Steelcase Company in obtaining contrac 
Mr. Ford stated that Mr. Lawless was empl~ed by GSA as a gene 
commodities s~cialist. 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, m 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 
petitive biddhi.g: General Fireproofing, All-Steel, Corey..Jamesto 
Inter-Royal, Supreme Steel, and Steelcase. From competitive 
ding, 55 contracts were awarded and of these 55 contracts, Steel 
was awarded two. 

The CBAIBllAN. Are you fainlllar with recent newspaper stories concerning 
Steelcase Furniture Co., of Grand Rapids, Mich., including one in the Chf 
Daily News for N~vember 2, 1973, with regard to a contract between the furn! 
company and the General Services Administration for furnishing a Fed 
Building in Chicago? 

Mr. FoB.D. I am quite familiar with it, Mr. Chairman. 
The CHAIBlUN. 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. FoB.D. Well, in the first place, Mr. Chairman, I had nothing whatsoever 
with the award of the contract to Steelcase for the Federal Building in Chil 
I have a fairly lengthy story about that, and if the chairman would permit 
would like to follow it in sequence, because I think 1t is important to an.1rn· 
detail the allegations in the article. 

Semttor GRIFFIN. • • • I am looking at a Chicago Daily Xews Ser'l"ice s 
which was carried not only on the front page of the Chicago Dally !'\ews 
also on the front page of the Detroit Free Press, where it was headli' 
"Representative Ford Helps Company Get Government Contracts." 

! 
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COXFIR~.L.\TION OF GERALD R. FORD • .\S ¥'ICE PRESI­
DEXT OF THE UNITED STATES 

----~~------------------------------------------------------------

1 • ' m:~:: 4, l!H3.-Referred to the House Calendar and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. Roorno, from the Committee on the Judicia1;, 
submitted the following 

REPORT 
together with 

~EP.AR.ATE, SUPPLE)IENTAL AND DISSEXTIXG V"IEY\7S 
[To accompany H. Res. 735) 

The Conunitt.ee on the Judiciai;, to whom -was referred the nominu­
tinn by the President of Gerald R. Ford, of the State of :Jiichigan, to 
be Yice President of the United States (H. Doc. No. 93-16-:::), having 
• onsidered the same, reports fa',rorably thereon and recommends that 
the House adopt the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the House of Representafrves con.firm the 
nomination of Gerald R. Ford, of the State of :J.Iichigan, to 
Le Vice President of the United States. 

TnE KmnN,\TION A~"'"D THE CoNSTITCTIO)I 

The nomination of Representative Ford, :\Iinority Leader of the 
lfonse of Representatives, to be Vice President of the United States, 
\\' l:3 announced by the President on October 12, 1973. The nomination 
•' n received by the House on October 13~ H>73, ancl referred for con­
~·,·. rn.tion to the full Committee on theJulticiary. 

·1 his nomination and its consideration by both Houses of Congres;:; 
•"llll::titute the first implementation of Section 2 of the Twentv-fifth 
.\1~1entlment to the Constitution of the United States ( certi.fie(l Feh­
r·: ny 23, Hl67): 

Section 2. "Whenever there is a vacancy in the Office of the 
Yiee PresiElent, the President shall nominate rt Vice President 
who shall take office upon confirmation by a majority vote of 
Loth Houses 0£ Congress. 

HE.ARIXGS 

Hr11.rings into the nomination were commenced on Thursday. Xo­
" '"'t•het· 15, 1973, with the first witness before the Committee, the Vice 

' 
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~ 1' :h:', Library of Congress, n.nd the .Federal Bureau of InYestigntion. 
i .\..11 nrntcrials generated by this phase of the investigation were 
~ ,ti lablc to all members or the Committee 'luring the hcarin~$. 
• ;:-:·1111marirs of portions of the Committee's investigation follow. 
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/ .1.r, Returns 
~Ir. Ford made available to the Committee copies of his tax returns 

f1w the period 1!)65-1972. In addition, }fr. Ford ma<le available a re­
l• •rt bn audit changes for the past six years whirh was completed by 
.• r•' I1~t~rnal Revenue Service. Additionally, he requested that the 
~ "nmmissioner of the Internt\l Revenue Service make available to the 
.'.-int Committee on Internal Revenue Taxation infc,r-mation reflecting 
: !tP scope of the Internal Revenue Service audit. the issues rai~d in the 
.mdit. and the results. At ~Ir. Ford's request this material, in the form 
,,fa 1:~-page memorandum, was made avaibble to the Committee . 

. \t the direction of the Committee, staff of the Joint Committee on 
I nt,·rnal Revenue Taxation, on loan to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
:tl"o conducted an independent audit of the nominee's iucome tax i-e­
: urns. net worth, honoraria received, salary and other income, as well 
:1:; bank accounts maintained by ~fr. Ford and other members of his 
family. The results of these independent audits and siunmaries of the 

! Yoluminous financial information were reviewed in detail by the 
~ , , < 'ommittee, and no information prejudicial to the nominee was noted. 
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J/ erl ica l R ec01Yl s 
At the Committee's request, l\Ir. Forcl authorized the Attending 

Physician of the Congress to make available to the Committee all medi­
c·al records relating to him which we.re in the Physician's possession~ 
:\Jditionally, with Mr. Ford's cooperation, the Committee obtained 
and examined all medical records in the possession of the insurance 
ca 1Tier for l\Ir. Ford's medical and hospitalization insurance. The Com­
m it tee also examined all medical deductions listed on Mr. Fm:cFs 
.nMme tax records for the past six years and with Mr. Ford!s co­
<>pcration, contacted additional medical practitioners listed thereon to 
nhtain all records in their possession relating to l\fr. Ford's health. 
Tl11> Committee concluded that :Mr. Ford is in apparent excellent 
hP:tltlJ. 
r11mpaJgn F-ina11ces 

Thr Committee rel'iewed all the reports anu statements Congress­
"1:1 n Ford and his political committees ,..,-ere required by law to file 
wrrlt the Clerk of the House of RepresentatiYes and with "1Iichio-:m 
.. :!i1·ials. These rcmorts were avaifable foe ~[r Fo · '~ : · ':: 
i !l~-l .to 1972. A morP extcnsn-e ann. rs1s of the 1970 and lfl~9 n.i.on 
\\·a.• eo111 ) e N anc t e results follow. 

. ·or us . ' campaign, ongressman Ford had five campaign com­
: tittPPS raising funds on his behalf. Thev were: D.C. Committee for 
1 

; 1'raltl R.1:ord; Veti>rans for Ford; LatVians for Ford; Greek-Amer­
' ·:_m Committee for Ford; and Ford for Congress. Each of t11ese com-
1 :lttrcs was analyzrd to the extent ossible to determme whet.her then:: 
·· ... n · nnv im n·o nettes or I ecra 1t1es comwctPr wit l this cam ~\i•m. 

- t t 1is time the Federa Corrupt ract1ces Act o 1D23 rerpurec 
tt>ports of receipts and expenditures from candidates for Federal elec­
t ffe office and from political committees attempting to influence the 

' 
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celoction of candidates in two or more states. '\Yithin the framework of 
that Act, Con(Tressman Ford a ears to ham filed ~n re orts re · 
by its provisions. :Mic ugan e ect1<m aw requires t e filmg of state­
ments by candidates and political committees with the Clerk of the 
Country where the filrr resides nnd with. the Secretary of State. 
Congressman Ford and the committees suppo1ting him submitted 
data required by :Michigan law and nothing unlawful was appa1 ent 
from a re\.·iew of such reports. 

For Congressman Ford's 1972 campaign, public docwnents indicate 
that there were three l\lichigan 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 concemin:r 
these committees was closely examined and mrticular attention was 
<ri\·en to the D.C. Committee to Re-E · w lIC l rat:;2c u -
' D • l' an runs errec m excess of "38,0 then ~ichi rr::tn ore 

onrrre.ss ·ornm1t ee nor to A ril 7 1. ~9 t e date on which the 
I<' era ' ect10ns am )awn _ ct . 71 became effccti\'e. This new 
Act esta tshe a system or periodic disclosure of all campaign re­
-ceipts and expenditures. ~Lr.. Ford and his committees appear to lrnYe 
-complied with the re( uirements of tlie new la Y. • 

'l ll regar to ot l ongressman Ford's 1970 and 1972 camDai,vn~, 
uestions ''"e.re ra1:::e l ) · · .,_ 

paper nrt1c e and a hook pJJblished in 1fl72 The"e cpw;;tions~S}-ern fnU,r 
investigated and disposed of to thf\ Committee's satisfaction. 
Review of agency files a:nd G()'t,•ernm,ent cont·racts 

As part of the Committee's investigation of Vice President- Desig­
nate Ger-a.Id 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 pu~ortin:r 
to act on behalf of, or at the behest of, Mr. Ford and [agency j from 
January 1, 1970, to the present." 

1. Labor. 
2. Housing and Urban De>ek>pment. 
3. Treasury. 
4. Internal Revenue Service. 
5. Federal Communications Commission. 
6. Kational Labor Relations Board. 
7. Se.curities and Exchange Commission. 
8. Small Business Administration. 
9, Cost of Lidng Council. 
10. Civil Aeronautics Board. 
11. Agriculture. 
12. Commerct!. 
13. Federal Power Commission. 
14. Interstate Commerce Commission. 
15. En>ironmental Protection Agency. 
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!):)n CoNGP.ESS 
1st Sessi01i } 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES { REPORT 
No. 93-695 

CONFIRMATION OF GERALD R. FORD AS VICE PRESI­
DE:NT OF THE UNITED STATES 

Dcn.:}IBEB 4, 1973.-Referred to the House Calendar and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. Ronmo, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
submitted· the following 

,. ' ~ .. , ' 

·:RE·.PORT. ·.· · ... · · · 

. togc;ther with : ;. . '· ' ' , · 
sEPARATE, sUP~~:MENT.AL i:ND :Diss~NTIN-0. W,!lws 

· ;{To aceomPM17 ~ Ra: 7851 , ; · • · 

The Committee on the Judiciary, fa) whom wks:referred the noinini~ 
tion by the President of Gerald R. Fordg.of. the··· · State of Mich4?an, to 
be Vice President of the United States H~ Dori.; No. 93-164), lia.ving 
considered the same, reports favorably . er09ll and recommends that 
the House adopt the fo~lo~ ~lut~on: ' . · . . · . · · . 

Resowed, That the Hoiise ·of Representatives confimi the 
nomination of .Ge~d R. Ford,·of the State of .Michigan, to 
be Vice President;of the Uni,ted States.. . · . · .. . · : 

~ "' ~ - ! • . ,.. " 

THE NoKINATION AND·~ (:<>N8'1'ITO'llON.: 
'' 

The nomination of. Representative Ford; Minority Leader of the 
House 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 13l 1973, and referred for con-
sideration to the full Committee ori the J uaiciary. · 

This nomination a.nd its consideration by both Houses of Congress 
constitute the first implei_nen~ation of Sec~ion 2 of the Tw~ty-lifth 
Amendment to the Constitution of the Uruted States (certified Feb-
ruary 23, 1967) : · · · · ··. · · · 

Section 2. Whenever there':Us a vacancy 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 Congress. · · · 

Hearings into the nomination were commenced on Thursday, No-
,·ember 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 

a rnilable to all members of the Committee during the hearin!!S. 
Summaries of portions of the Committee's investigation follow. 

Tax RetuT'fl.8 
l\Ir. 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 Revenu~ 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 tu re­
turns, net worth, honoraria received, salary and other income, as well 
ns 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 th& 
Committee, and no information prejudicial to the nominee was noted. 

Jledical Ilecords 
At the Committee;s request, Mr. Ford authorized the Attending 

Physician of the Congress to make available to the Committee all medi­
enl records relating to him which were in the Physician's possession. 
Additionally, with lir.· Ford's cooperation, the Committee obtained 
and examined all medical records m. the passession 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 J>ractitioners listed thereon to 
obtain all records in their possession relating to Mr. Ford's health. 
The Committee concluded that Mr. Ford is in apparent excellent. 
health. 
Campaign Finances 

The Committee reviewed all the reports and statements· Congress­
m!'-n Ford and his political committees were required by law to file 
with the Clerk of the House of Representatives and with Michigan 
officials. These reports were available for Mr. Ford's campaigns from 
1954 to 1972. A more extensive analysis of the 1970 and 1972 campaigns 
was com.Pleted and the results follow. · . .· . 

. For his ~~70 campaign, Qongressman Ford had five campaign com­
r.uttees raismg funds on his behalf. They were: D.C. Committee for 
~erald R. Ford; Veterans for Ford; Latvians for Ford; Greek-Amer-
1c~n Committee for Ford; and Ford for Congress. Each of these com-
mittees w11:s analyzed to the extent possible to deternV,ne whether there • 
were anr 11!1-proprieties or. illegalities connt;eted with this campaign. 

At this time the Federal Corrupt Practices Act of 1925 required 
r~ports 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 all reports required 
by its provisions. Michigan election law requires the filllig of state. 
ments by candidates and political committees with the Clerk of the 
Country where the filer resides and with the Secretary of State. 
Co11e<JTeSSman Ford and the committees supporting him submitted 
data requi~d by Michigan law and nothing unlawful was apparent 
from a review of such reports. . . ·. . . . 

For. Cong~an Ford's 19'12 campaign, public documents indicate 
that there were three Michig'll.n comm.Ittees and one D.C. based commit­
tee rai~ money on his oohalf. They were as follows: Latvians for 
Ford; Fnends 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 att:ention 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 Co~«Press Committee prior to April 7, 1972, the date on which the 
Federal Elections Campaign Act of 19'11 became effective. This new 
Act established a system for periodic disclosure of all campaign r~ 
.ceipts and expenditures. Mr. Ford and his committees appear to have 
romplied with the requirements of the new law. . · . . · • 

· With regard to both Congressman Ford's 19'10 and 1972 campaigns, 
.questions were raised as a result of statements appearing in news­
paper article and a book published in 1972. These questions were fully 
mvestigated a.nd disposed of to the Committee's satisfaction. . 
Review of agency ftla .and Govertiriient cmitraits .. . · 

As part of the Committee's investigation of Vice President- Desig· 
nate Gerald R. Ford, the Committee request.ed and received from th 
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 Rep 
sentative Gerald R. Ford, members of his sta.ft', or persons purp_ort' 
to aet on behalf of, or at the behest of, Mr. Ford and [agency] fro 
January 1, 1970, to the present.".. , " . 

1. I .. abor. · . . 
2. Housing and Urban Development. · 
3. Treasury. . 
4. Internal Revenue Service. 
5. Federal Communications CommissioIJ.. 
6. National Labot' 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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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 Maritim.e 
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 
196 9 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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Monday 6/16/75 

12 :15 The 5 o 1clock meeting with Rumsfeld, et al. 
has been cancelled. They will try to reschedule 
for Tuesday. 

Subject: Foreign Intelligence Advisory~ .. : 

cc: Mr o Hills 
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October 7, 1968 

B 12sgs 

'Uhu will acknowledA• with thanks the 'l'eceipt Of a contl"ibution 

(ram 

October 8, 1968 in the amount of$ 5,000.00 
District No. l, Pacific Coast District, M.E.B.A. 
Retiree's Group 
17 Battery Place 
New York, New York 

~ Dear Curt, cH ... ,,. ..... " ~ TaCA.9Ull&a 

lo1 l11 ,,~, =====;i~~~~~~~~ 
Please deposit the ~~=====================.J~======~ ~ 

--~-~·~-

in my "C" fund with the committee and 

issue checks of $750.00 to each of the following: 

Joe' Blatc:hf ord 
23122 Samuel Street 
Torrance, California 

Paul A. Saad 
610 Florida Avenue 
Tampa, Florida 

Dr. G. William Whitehurst 
P.O. Box 6173 
Norfolk, Virginia 

Mike Schaefer 
3505 College Avenue 
San Diego, California 

Jerry Ford 

--- -· •. ----·----

.. · .... 

·~· ..... -~; 
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October 8, 1968 

·' 

~r. Laon Shapiro 
District No. 1 Secr8tary-Treasurer 
National Marine Engineers' Beneficial 

k1sociation AFL-CIO 
17 Battery Place 
New York, N. Y. lOb04 

Dear Leon, 

A . 

---

-, 

~. -z-I~ -1::_~ · k..oA 
Many thanks for the very generous contribution to ~~ic-d~;e;:~~:in!to& 

~~,.;;~~~ib:-:l~. 
You may be assured it will be used to the best possible advantage; f 
we most elect· a Republic.an President and gain control of the House 
of Representatives. 

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

Kindest I'2gards. 

Sincerely, 

Gerald R. Ford, M.C. 

GRF : r 

Zncl . 

. . 

, 
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TEL. NO • 
1125-7280 

______.. 
~~ ® r;/esse 011 <3a(fioon . j. 

PRESIDENT \ 

NATIONAL MARINE ENGINEERS' 
BENH'ICIAL ASSOCIATION • AFL-CIO 

17 B4TTERY PLACE, l'iEW YORK, N. Y. IOOo.\ 

~170 

Octobar 8, 1968 
·.:. 

Hr. Jess• M. Calhoon·. President: · 
National Marine Engineer;-' 

Beneficial Associatian ~ AFL-CIO 
17 Battety Place 
~~ew Yon, ~~ew Yori<. 1;)004 

L>ear Hr. Calhoon• 

' M:iy I express to you my sincere gratitude for the most generous 
contribution to~ ~PaiRD fund. 

~#~ 
Your endorsement in this practical vay of our efforts in behalf of 
sound government ara deeply appreciat~d. 

~e must elact a Republican President and gain control of tne House 
of Representatives. Again, thanu for all your help. 

Kindest regards. 

Sincenly, 

Gerald R. Ford, M.C. 

cc: Mr. IA!on Shapiro 

. . 
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WALTER L. MOTE 
RMOGA WASHINGTON MANAGER 
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Mr. Jesse M. Calhoon, President 
National Marine Engineers' Beneficial 

Association, AFL-CIO 
400 First Street, N.W. 
Washington, D. C. 20001 

Dear Jesse: 

May 25, 1976 .. 

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 program 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 connnerce. 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 .. · 
effective management, and manned by civilian seamen trained, in indus~ry " 

P. 0. Box 1976 Atlanta, Georgia 30301 404/897-7100 
A copy of our report is filed with tho Fodorol Election Comm,..,on and i• o•otlablo for purcho•o frorn th" Fcd.-rol Election Cornmi»ion. Washington. 0 C. 
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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 httve 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. S. 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 
as the Jones Act, which require that U. S. flag ship.s 
trade between our U. S. domestic ports. 

We must attain the seapower status we need in order to meet 
our commitments to domestic and international security. As we both 
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, 

' 




