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WASHINGTON POST September 7, 1972 p. A-5

Excerpt

'WANDERING FUNDS' OF GOP NOW TOPIC FOR BANKING UNIT

Democratic Committee staff members asserted that the
objection to the Watergate inquiry from Republican
Committee members was at the direction of Richard K. Cook,
deputy assistant to the President for congressional relations.

Cook denied this yesterday and said he met Brown in
the hallway several days ago. "I inquired as to the status
of the investigation,” Cook said. He said he gave "no
advice...That's a Committee affair."




WASHINGTON POST September 30, 1972 p. A-1
Excerpts
GOP OPPOSITION PERILS HOUSE WATERGATE PROBE

Only last week Patman expressed confidence that the
hearings would be held. Yesterday he said he understood
that a White House effort to stop the inquiry has been
coordinated by Richard K. Cook, deputy assistant to the
President.

Cook, a former minority staff member of Patman's committee,
is a White House congressional liaison.
i He said yesterday he has been too busy with other
matters to pay attention to the Watergate case and has had no
contact with banking committee staff or members.

A banking committee source said Cook had made inquiries
on the scope and nature of the planned investigation as
recently as last week.




WASHINGTON POST . October 4, 1972 p. A-1
Excerpts

BUGGING HEARINGS REJECTED
House Panel Defeats Bid by Patman

Rep. Garry Brown (R.Mich.), the key figure in
engineering the defeat, acknowledged in an interview
that he worked with the Justice Department and Rep.
Gerald R. Ford (R.Mich.), the House minority leader,
to block the hearings.

Brown denied a charge by Patman that the White
House brought "all kinds of pressure," but added:
"I would have to presume that the White House wouldn't
want further attention paid to this. I'm not so stupid
to have to be told."

. A letter circulated to the 15 Republican Committee
members by Minority Leader Ford telling them the
importance of the vote.

. Two meetings called by the ranking Republican on
the Committee, William B. Widnall (R.-N.J.), "to discuss
the merits of the hearings," according to Rep. Margaret M.
Heckler (R.-Mass.)




NEW YORK TIMES October 4, 1972 p. A-1

Excerpt

HOUSE PANEL BARS PRE-NOV. 7 INQUIRY INTO BUGGING CASE
Decision Virtually Rules Out Congressional Hearings
Until after the Election

White House Accused

Patman Charges Pressure -- Six Democrats Among Majority
in 20~15 Vote

'Facts Will Come Out'

"I predict that the facts will come out,"™ Mr. Patman
said, "and when they do, I am convinced they will reveal
why the White House was so anxious to kill the committee's
investigation. The public will fully understand why this
pressure was mounted."

But Representative William B. Widnall of New Jersey,
the committee's ranking Republican member, denied Mr. Patman's
allegations of pressure from the Nixon Administration.
Mr. Widnall said he had had "no contact with the White House
at all in connection with this investigation."
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November 5, 1973

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

Dear Jerry: N
Pursuant to our telephone conversation today, | am fbrward!ng to you herewlth
a copy of the sworn $tatement | filed with the Ervin Committes relatlve fo
the allegations made by Mr. Dean when he testlfled before that Committee
oarly this summer.

Although my statement makes no dlrect reference o Dean's allegations concernling
Involvement of the Republlcan leadership In the House of Representatlves
relatlve to the Patman hsarlngs, the statement does correctly reflect the
general sltuation which existed at that time. As a practical matter, Mr. Dean
at no tIme durling the course of hls direct testimony before the Ervin Commltiee
alleged that you personally had been In any say lInvolved, his references In
that testimony having been to "the Republlcan leadership of the House™ (page

106 of his testimony); "Republlican leadars" (page 168); and, "House Repub!lcan
leaders"” (page 109). ,

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

In addltion and as was noted by the medla at that time, at the request of the
Republican members of the Banking and Currency Committee you sent a letter to
all R&publlican members of the Comn}ttee urglng them to be present for the vote
on October 3, stating it to be your cplinion, and properly so, that our system
of criminal Justice dictated agalnst Congresslonal hearings while crimlnal
proceedings were pending. Of course, thls Is the posltion taken by even
Archlbald Cox when he urged the Ervin Committes o suspend lts hearlngs earller
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The Honorable Gerald R. Ford -2 - ' Novomber 5, 1973

this year.

I regret that 1 cannot provide a more substantlve response to any suggestions
which may have been made that you were In any way Improperiy Involved in the
Banking and Currency Commlttee action, but as you know It Is next +o Impossible
to "prove the negatlve."

With best regards,

Sincerely,

GARRY BROWN

Enclosure I o
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Appendix A:

Status Report of
Cases

. WATERGATE SPECIAL PROSECUTION FORCE
" CRIMINAL ACTIONS

The following matters group by category all WSPF cases and
appeals from May 29, 1973 to September 1, 1975:

Watergate Cover-up

The following have been charged with offenses stemming from
events following the break-in at Democratic National Committee
Headquarters on June 17, 1972:

Charles W. Cglae ~
ictgdon March 1, 1974, on one count of conspiracy to ok
¢ (18 USC Section 371) and one count of obstruction of )
& (18 USC Section 1503). Pleaded not guilty March 9, 1974.

ndictment dismissed by government June 3, 1974, after guilty plea
‘in U.S. v. Ehrlichman et al.

John W. Dean T11
Pleaded guilty on October 19, 1973, to an information charging
one count of violation of 18 USC Section 371, conspiracy to ob-
struct justice. Sentenced August 2, 1974, to a prison term of one to
four years. Began term September 3, 1974. Released January 8,
1975, pursuant to order reducing sentence to time served. -

John D. Ehrlichman
ndicted on March 1, 1974, on one count of conspir
veg (18 USC Section 371), one count g
(18 USC Swstign _1503). onoweewst™d K1 ,
agents of the FB 8 USC Section 1001) and two copmtS of
making a false statement to a Grand Jury (18 USC Sectith 1623).
Pleaded not guilty March 9, 1974. Section 1001 count dismissed by
judge. Found guilty on all other counts January 1, 1975. Sentenced

February 21, 1975 to serve 2% to 8 years in prison. Convittion
under appeal.

Harry R. Haldeman
Indicted on March 1, 1974, on one count of conspiracy to obstruct

justice (18 USC Section 371), one count of obstruction of justice
(18 USC Section 1503) and three counts of ‘perjury (18 USC Sec-
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To Republican Members of Banking and Currency Committee

Dear

As you know, the House Banking and Currency Committee
will meet at 10 o'clock on Tuesday, October 3, to
consider investigations of the Watergate Affair.

This is a matter of utmost importance and I urge you
to be present at the meeting.

Obviously, we desire to see those who have been
involved im ,llegal activities brought to justice,
but at the same time, we must be careful not to
impinge on the constitutional rights of those who
have been indicted by reckless or irresponsible
investigations motivated by political considerations.
Because of the political overtones of this matter,
I think it would be imperative for all Republican
Members to be present at the Committee meeting

to assure that the investigative resolution is
appropriately drawn.

Sincerely,

Gerald R. Ford
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Excergt

'WANDERING FUNDS' OF GOP NOW TOPIC FOR BANKING UNIT

Democratic Committee staff members asserted that the
objection to the Watergate inquiry from Republican
Committee members was at the direction of Richard K. Cook,
deputy assistant to the President for congressional relations.

Cook denied this yesterday and said he met Brown in
the hallway several days ago. "I inquired as to the status
of the investigation," Cook said. He said he gave "no
advice...That's a Committee affair."




WASHINGTON POST September 30, 1972 p. A-1l

Excergts

GOP OPPOSITION PERILS HOUSE WATERGATE PROBE

Only last week Patman expressed confidence that the
hearings would be held. Yesterday he said he understood
that a White House effort to stop the inquiry has been
coordinated by Richard K. Cook, deputy assistant to the
President.

Cook, a former minority staff member of Patman's committee,
is a White House congressional liaison.

He said yesterday he has been too busy with other
matters to pay attention to the Watergate case and has had no
contact with banking committee staff or members.

A banking committee source said Cook had made inquiries

on the scope and nature of the planned investigation as
recently as last week.
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NEW YORK TIMES October 4, 1972 p. A-1

Excergt

HOUSE PANEL BARS PRE-NOV. 7 INQUIRY INTO BUGGING CASE
Decision Virtually Rules Out Congressional Hearings
Until after the Election

White House Accused

Patman Charges Pressure -- Six Democrats Among Majority
in 20-15 Vote

'Facts Will Come Out'

"I predict that the facts will come out," Mr. Patman
said, "and when they do, I am convinced they will reveal
why the White House was so anxious to kill the committee's
investigation. The public will fully understand why this
pressure was mounted."

But Representative William B. Widnall of New Jersey,
the committee's ranking Republican member, denied Mr. Patman's
allegations of pressure from the Nixon Administration.
Mr. Widnall said he had had "no contact with the White House
at all in connection with this investigation."
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materials. Please contact the Gerald R. Ford Presidential Library for access to
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FORD/DOLE CAMPAIGN

Watergate Probe

Dash Accuses Levi of "Conflict of Interest"

Sam Dash said Thursday Attorny General Edward Levi has
been placed in "an essential and inherent conflict of interest"
situation by persons urging him to investigage President Ford's
alleged role in the Watergate investigation.

Dash also told reporters that Ford and Jimmy Carter differ
considerably on almost all Watergate reforms backed by the
Citizens' Committee for Watergate Reform.

Dash accused Ford of making "misleading and inaccurate
statements" about his role in blocking a 1972 investigation by
the House Banking Committee into financing of illegal
Watergate activities.

Dash said Ford contended the Special Prosecuter had
investigated and cleared him, "and the actual fact is the
Special Prosecuter said it was not in his jurisdiction."”
AP, UPI, CBS (10/28/76)

Issues

Dole Forgets World War II Comment

Aides to Bob Dole say he can't remember telling a national
television audience that this century's wars were "Democrat wars."

Despite his use of the phrase as recently as Monday, the
candidate does not recall saying it during his nationally
televised debate with Walter Mondale, they said.

Dole told a New Mexico party breakfast Thursday he
received an early morning phone call from President Ford, who
told him, "we're beginning to put it all together," and urged
him to "keep doing what we're doing, it will come out all
right for America next Tuesday."

He also quoted Ford as saying, "We've got the momentum.
It's moving just right."
AP (10/28/76)




November 27, 1973
MEMORANDUM

To: Peter W. Rodino, Jr., Chairman

-From: Bob Trainor

Re: Request to Reopen Ford Confirmation Hearings

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

November 26, 1973, by Mr. William Timmons of the White House )
staff.

An analysis of these three alleged inconsistent statements
discloses that, in. fact, they are not inconsistent at 2ll.
First, Ms. Holtzmsn cites Senator Robert Byrd's inquiry of
Mr. Ford appearing on pages 128-29 of the printed Senate hear-
ings. 1In pertinent part the inquiry and response are as follows:

Senator Byrd: Were you in contact with anyone
at the White House during the period of August

Through October 1972 concerning the Patman Com— ;,¥_F$§E\\
mittee’s possible investigation of the Watergate /s <.
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Mr. Ford: HNot to my best recollection. The best g /;5
and, I think most authoritatirz answer to this s
question is one that Reprzsentative Jorry (sic)
Brown...submitted to the Ervin Cormittee.

(Congressman Brown's statement was then submitted
for the record)
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I believe that Mr. Ford's response to Senator Byrd's
question was predicated on Mr. Ford's belief that Senator
Byrd wished to determine if any contact was made with the
Wwhite House for the specific purpose of receiving instruc-
tions or information relating to the possible Banking and
Currency Committee investigatiom. Yhile Mr. Ford's answer
indicates that he could not recall any contact with the
White House for the specific purpose of receiving inseruc-
tions, he expresses an awareness of Mr. Brown's contacts
with the members of the Administration during this perilod.

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

Mr. Ford: Not to my best recollection. (At

284.) Almost daily...I talked to Mr. Timmons,

or someone in the Legislative Liaison Office : B
of the White House but even in this case I do

pnot recall any conversations concerning this

particular matter. (At 286.)

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

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

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

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

T never talked with the President about it, or
with ¥&. Haldeman, Mr. Ehrlichman, Mr. Dean. I
know I had no conversation with them now.

Mr. Ford: I can say categorically, Senator Byrd, ///”Fok
T
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Almost daily, during my period as Republican e
leader in the House, I talked with Mr. Timmons, oY
someone in the Legislative Liaison Qffice of the

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

"believe, in response to the question of whether he had ever,
under any circumstances, discussed the Patman matter with Timmons.

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

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

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

Of Further note is the fact that the Banking and Currency
Committee refused to authorize the subpoena power by a vote of
20 to 15. While all of the Republicans present for the vote (14)
cast their ballot in opposition to the resolution, they were
joined by six Democrata to defeat the resolution. It _jis apparent
therefore, that it took a bipartisan effort to def 5&#3 euss'
resolution.and was not purely a Pepublican effortf? <
= ®
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Hs. Holtzman refers in her letter to John Dean's testi-
mony before the Ervin Committee and urges that he be called
to testify before this Committee. John Dean, in his testimony,
never referred to Mr. Ford by name as a target of White House
pressure to obstruct the Banking and Currency investigation.
Moreover, Congressman Garry Brown submitted to the Watergate
Committee a lengthy statement detailing the Administration's
involvement in the matter. He did not indicate that Ford was

involved in any way nor was he ever called to appear before
the Committee to explain hils statement.

In this regard, it is important to remember that this Con~
mittee is in receipt of a.letter from Sendator Ervin staténg
that his Committee has uncovered no information that in any way

bears on the qualifications of Mr. Ford to be Vice President of
the United States.




WASHINGTON :
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

AFFIDAVIT

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

the House of Representatives to conduct an investigation

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

7/

Sworn to and subscribed

before me this 26th day of

November, 1973.

NJTARY puBLic

My commndission expires L, 191 %
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_From: Bob Trainor

November 27, 1973
MEMORANDUM

To: Peter W. Rodino, Jr., Chairman

Re: Request to Reopen Ford Confirmation.Hearings

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

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

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

Mr. Ford: HNot to my best recollection. The best
and, I think most authorirat<re answer to this
question is one that Representative Jorry (sic)
Brown...submitted to the Ervin Cormittee.

(Congressman Brown's statement was then submitted
for the record)
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I believe that Mr. Ford's respomnse to Senator Byrd's
question was predicated on Mr. Ford's belief that Senator
Byrd wished to determine if any contact was made with the
White House for the specific purpose of receiving instruc-
tions or information relating to the possible Banking and
Currency Committee investigatiom. While Mr. Ford's answer
indicates that he could not recall any contact with the
White House for the specific purpose of receiving inseruc-
tions, he expresses an awareness of ¥r. Brown's contacts
with the members of the Administration during this period.

Furthermore, 1 believe that Ms. Holtzman's account of
Mr. Ford's testimony before the Senate 1is misleading in the
way in which it is presented. Is. Hoitzman recounts in the
text of her letter Mr. Ford's answer to Senator Byrd's in-
quiry in the following manner:

Mr. Ford: Not to my best recollection. (At
284.) Almost daily...I talked to Mr. Tirmons,
or someone in the Legislative Liaison Office
of the White House but even in this case 1 do
not recall any conversations concerning this
particular matter. (At 286.)

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

"believe, in response to the question of whether he had ever,
under any circumstances, discussed the Patman matter with Timmons.

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

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

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

Of Further note is the fact that the Bénking and Currency
Committee refused to authorize the subpoena power by a vote of
20 to 15. While all of the Republicans present for the vote (14)
cast their ballot in opposition to the resolution, they were
joined by six Democrata to defeat the resolution. It is apparent
therefore, that it took a bipartisan effort to defeat Mr. Reuss'
resolution.and was not purely a Republican effort.
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Ms. Holtzman refers in her letter to John Dean's testi-
mony before the Ervin Committee and urges that he be called
to testify before this Committee. John Dean, in his testimony,
never referred to Mr. FPord by name as a target of White House
pressure to obstruct the Banking and Currency investigation.
Horeover, Congressman Garry Brown submitted to the Watergate
Committee a lengthy statement detailing the Administration's
involvement in the matter. He did not indicate that Ford was
involved in any way nor was he ever called to appear before
the Committee to explain his statement.

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

bears on the qualifications of Mr. Ford to be Vice President of
the United States.




WASHINGTON :
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

AFFIDAVIT

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

the House of Representatives to conduct an investigation
and/or hold hearings on the Watergate break-in and

related issues.
ILLIAM E., TIMMONS

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

NJTARY pPUBLIC
My comndission expires L, 1971 g
























































