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Office of the White House Press Secretary

NOTICE TO THE PRESS

EXCERPTS FROM THE HOUSE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE REPORT ON THE
CONFIRMATION OF GERALD R. FORD AS VICE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES

Tax Returns

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

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

of his family. The results of these independent audits and summaries of the voluminous
financial information were reviewed in detail by the Committee, and no information
prejudicial to the nominee was noted.

Campaign Finances ¥

The Committee reviewed all the reports and statements Congressman Ford and his »
political committees were required by law to file with the Clerk of the House of Repre-
sentatives 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 completed and the results follow.

For his 1970 campaign, Congressman Ford had five campaign committees raising
funds on his behalf. They were: D.C. Committee for Gerald R. Ford; Veterans

for Ford; Latvians for Ford; Greek-American Committee for Ford; and Ford for
Congress. Each of these committees was analyzed to the extent possible to determine
whether there were any improprieties or illegalities connected with this campaign.

At this time the Federal Corrupt Practices Act of 1925 required reports of receipts

and expenditures from candidates for Federal elective office and from political com-
mittees attempting to influence the 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 filing of statements by candidates
and political committees with the Clerk of the Country where the filer resides and with
the Secretary of State. Congressman Ford and the committees supporting him submitted
data required by Michigan law and nothing unlawful was apparent from a review of such
reports.

For Congressman Ford's 1972 campaign, public documents indicate that there were three
Michigan committees and one D.C., based committee raising money on his behalf. They
were as follows: Latvians for Ford; Friends of Jerry Ford Committee; Ford for Con-
gress Committee; and Committee to Re~Elect Jerry Ford Information concerning
these committees was closely examined and particular attention was given to the D. C.
Committee to Re-Elect Jerry Ford which raised almost $50, 000 and transferred in
~excess of $38,000 to the Michigan Ford for Congress Committee prior to April 7, 1972,
the date on which the Federal Elections Campaign Act of 1971 became effective. This
new Act established a system for periodic disclosure of all campaign receipts and
expenditures, Mr. Ford and his committees appear to have complied with the require-
ments of the new law.

With regard to both Congressman Ford's 1970 and 1972 campaigns, questions were
raised as a result of statements appearing in newspaper article and a book published in
1972. These questions were fully investigated and disposed of to the Committee's
satisfaction.
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The Committee Conclusion

The Committee had investigated and questioned the nominee's public and private
life to a degree far beyond that of any person holding public office in America
today. At all times, however, it took great pains to maintain the security and
confidentiality of its records so as to scrupulously protect Mr. Ford's personal
and civil liberties. The Committee and its staff believes it has been particularly
successful in achieving this goal. :

It should be particularly noted, also, that the nominee cooperated in every possible
way, responded to every request, and made himself and his records totally available
to the Committee and its investigating staff,

Finally, not every member of the Committee subscribing to this Report finds himself
in complete agreement with the totality of Mr., Ford's voting record, or even with
all aspects of his general philosophy of government. Some, though by no means

all, are disturbed with elements of his voting record in the area of civil rights

and human rights, '

But looking at the total record, the Committee finds Mr., Ford fit and qualified

to hold the high office for which. he has been nominated pursuant to the Twenty-fifth
Amendment. ; ook

Moty
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STATEMENT OF HON. MARTHA W. GRIFFITHS, A MEMBER OF
CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF MICHIGAN

Mrs. Grrrrrras. Mr. Chairman and members of this committee, it
is hoth a privilege and an honor for me to appear before the Senate
Rules Committee on behalf of the nomination by the President of
Gerald R. Ford for Vice President of the United States. Since I am
a Michigan Congresswoman, it might be assumed that I would be prej-
udiced in Mr. Fard’s behalf, and in a sense, I certainly am. But, 1
am also a Demoerat. Perhaps these two areas of bias will offset cach
other, and I can be objective.

1t is my opinion that Gerald Ford shouid he speedily confirmed by
the Senaie and t he House for the Oftice of Vice President.

As a law studeut. my schooling term immediately foilowed Jerry
Ford’s at the University of Michigan. The student body had neching
but respect and admiration for Gerald Ford. As a Member of Con-
gress and a member of the Michigan delegation, I have known Gerald
Ford well in the 18 years I have sat in this body. I have never known
anything i1l of him. ' '

" A Vice President, along with all other %)olitical officeholders, should
be honest. I believe that Gerald Ford is honest. While he is not/fich,
neither will he have to depend on handouts from would-be friends to
maintain his home, and he would never accept them. - W

. Gerald Ford is a worker. Only other politicians know the tremen-
dous amount of work involved in politics. Gerald Ford arrived at his
seat In this body by defeating Bartel Jonkman, an incumbent Con-
gressman of his own party. It was the upset of the year in Michigan.
Jerry won because he got up long before dawn and went farm by
farm to talk with the farmers in his rural district while they were
doing their morning chores. In my opinion, the ability to work is one
of the real requirements of a politician. , : -

Gerald Ford is a leader. Quietly, I always have believed that there
were othérs in the Republican Party who sought the position of mi-
nority leader. When Ford was elected chairman of the Republican
conference, there were those who believed that his election to that post
would kill him politically and that later they could move against him

_as minority leader. But, when Ford became the conference chairman.

he led. To my dismay as a Democrat, he went all over this conntiy
}mlping aspiring Republican candidates, and for a great many of them
he won.

When he became the minority leader, his leadership was a marked
change to that of Charlie Halleck of Indiana. Where Mr. Halleck
was swift and ruthless, Gerald Ford was slow moving, soft spoken.
and kind. Some confused such actions with an inability to lead. They
were wrong. The proof of hié leadership can be expressed no better
than in the upholding of every Presidential veto. .

It is well to remember that our President, when named Vice Presk

~ dent and even as a Presidential candidate, had no history whatsoever

of having a proved record of leadership. Gerald Ford hassuch a record
for us to judge. - ‘

For some reason, some of the people believe that since Democrats
are in the majority to confirm a Vice Presidential appointment under
the 25th amendment, we should confirm another Democrat. Gerald
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Fouol 13 not o Demwoerat. He 13 a paciisan Republican pat, in myv < a-
‘i (e Republican Pacty is entitied to nnis.

For many years, I have appeared on programs in Michigan suppore-
ing the Democratic point of view while Gerald Ford supported the
Republican. In all the years, I have never known Mr. Ford to make
a dishonest statement nor a statement that is part true and part false.
He has been absolutely fair and honest in every statement I have ever
heard him make. He has never attempted to shade a statement, and I
have never heard him utter an unkind word. These qualities, in my
judgment, ave needed by this administration, and if I had no other
reason, I would support Ford because of this.

Some people appear to believe that the Congress should not con-

firm as a Vice President a person who is not committed to the philoso-

phy of the person writing or speaking. In my judgment, Congress
cannot take snch an attitude. We are not here to say that unless the
choice of the President agrees with us on ecology or defense or some
other popular issue, that 5ongress should not vote to confirm him. This
is not the purpose of the 25th amendment, and it is not within the
province of this body to say, because we do not agree with him on the
133ues, we will not support him. We are here to check Jerry Ford’s
integrity, his ability, his leadership ability, and with any confirma-
tion, to give the stamp of approval upon those items.

Yet, I would be less than honest if I did not admit that while I
would vote for Gerald Ford, I never would have spoken on his behalf
if I did not feel confident from his past history that he would support
the rights of women.

For those who now cry out that he has opposed women’s rights, I
aaswer, “You are wrong.” I have had the best chance to judge what
he has done and will do..Gerald Ford lined up 17 Republicans at one.
time for the final signatures on the discharge of the equal rights
amendment from the jurisdiction of the Judiciary Committee, which
led to its passage in the ouse. He supported the entrance of the woxd
“sex”, to the Civil:Rights Act in 1964. I know. I made that argyments

He has voted forequal survivor rights for women in the civil service?

He has supportedrights.for children of a. woman worker to draw on -

her social security, should she die..In my judgment, Gerald Ford for
Vice President.is the best selection that President Nixon has made fox,
any office, and I urge Mr. Ford’s confirmation.

The Vice President of the United States should be honest. He should
be intelligent and informed. He should be fair. He should be kind. He
shounld be a worker. He should be 2 leader, and he should be an able
President, should fate call upon him to perform this task.

In my judgment, Gerald Ford has all these qualifications and more.
Turge his confirmation as Vice President of the United States.

The Caamyan, Thank you very much for a very fine statement.

Senator GrorFrN. Mr. Chairman, now you can understand why
Michigan is proud of Martha Griffiths.

Because my name is Griffin, which is easily confused with Griffiths.
I suspect that I may even occasionally derive some political benefit
from this confusion. .

The two of us have a lot of fun about the confusion in names: she
gets some of my mail and I get some of hers. But, regardless of our
party, we are proud of Martha Griffiths in Michigan.
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coo Coxaress ) HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES § Revort
It Session | 1 No.as-645

] ,
k 7 CONFIRMATION OF GERALD R. FORD AS VICE PRESI-
DENT OF THE UNITED STATES

fue nvpen 4, 1073, —Referved to the House Calendar and ordered to be printed.

Mr. Robiwo, from the Committee on the Judiciary,
submitted the following '

REPORT

together with
~EPARATE, SUPPLEMENTAL AND DISSENTING VIEWS

[To accompany H. Iles. 735]

tion by the President of Gerald R. Yord, of the State of Michigan, to
be Vice President of the United States (H Doc. No. 93-164), having

- considered the same, reports favorably thereon and recommends that
the House adopt the following resolution: S

Resolved, That the Flouse of Representatives confirm the
nomination of Gerald R. Ford, of the State of Michigan, to
he Vice President of the United States. =

Tuae NoymivarioN anp THE CONSTITUTION

'The nomination of Representative Ford, Minority Leader of the
House of Representatives, to be Vice President of the United States,
wus announced by the President on October 12, 1873, The nowmination
wis received by the Iouse on Qctober 13, 1973, and referred for con-
sitjeration to the full Committee on the Jntiiciary.

‘Uhis nomination and its consideration by both Houses of Congress
constitute the first implementation of Section 2 of the Twenty-fifth
Amendment to the Constitution of the United States {(certified Feb-
L roary 23, 1967) ; : :

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

: : both Houses of Congress, :

HBARINGS

[
K

;o

The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the nomina-
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President-Designate, Gerald R. Ford. This hearing on November 15
consumed four hours and fifteen minutes of opening remarks and gen-
eial questioning by all menibers of the Conumitive, .

Representative Ford retwened on Friday, November 16, 1973 for an,

additional six hours and twenty-cight minutes of general examina:
tion. Questions addressed to the nominee .covered a broad range of
publie issues, with searching inquiry made into Representative Fords
views regarding the role of Congress, the separation of powers, the
proper authority of the Kxecutive branech, the use of Executive prive:
legre, the encrgy crisis, civil rights, and general matters of foreign and
Jomestie policy. ) ] L
Although the Ilouse of Representatives hegan its Thanksgiving
recoss at the close of business on the 15th of N ovember, the full Com-
mittes remained in Washington and the hearings continued into 8
second week. , . ,
On Monday, November 19, 1973, the Committee met for seven hours
and thirty-eight minutes and received testimony from:

Hon. Edward . Boland (D-Mass.).

Hon. Michael JJ. Harvington {D-Mass.). ) _

Clarence Mitchell, Director, Washington Bureau, National As-
sociation for the Advancement of Colored People. )

Joseph L. Rauh, Jr., Americans for Pemocratic Action; Ac
companied by Ms. Lynn Pearle, Legislative Representative of
ADA. , o e .

On Tuesday, November 20, 1973, the Committee held an Executive

Session to receive testimony from: «
Dr. Arnold Hutschnecker.
Alice Weston Showalter.
Mr. Robert N. Winter-Berger. o )

This session lasted four hours and fifty minutes. A motion was sub
sequently passed by the Committec to make public and print the com
plete proceedings of the Executive Session. . ‘

" Further public hearings were held on this date—Tuesday, Novem-
ber 20. In & rare evening session which did not conclude until 12 10
a.m., testimony was received from:

William O. Bittman, Esq.

Benton L. Becker, Esq. _ L

James Larson, President, National Lawyers Guild.

Arthur A. Fletcher, President, Arthur A. Fletcher and Asso
ciates, Inc. o

The evening session lasted four hours and fifty-five minutes. A total
of nine hoursand forty-five minutes of testimony was received on

November 20.

Representative Ford returned for further questioning on Wednet

day, November 21, in a session lasting four hours and fifty-fiv

minutes.
The hearings concluded on Monday, November 26, 1973, with #
. additional three hours and thirty-three mimutes of questioning of Rep
resentative Ford, ‘ ) ) ’
Tu all, the hearings consnned thirty-=1x hours and thirty-fonr my
aites of which nineteen hours and eleven minutes consisted of questier

addvessed by the Comit (ee o the nominee,

3

<
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BCOPE OF THE COMMITTEE IXVERTIOGATION

~The Committee and its staff began preparing for these historic heal-
mgs immediately upon receipt of the President’s conmunication,
nominating Mr, Ford. ‘
Arrangements were immediately made to use the full facilities of
the Libirary of Congress Congressional Research Service, The Chair-
pn also made arrangements to utilize highly specialized personnel
from other committees of the House of Representatives and additional
investigative and audit personnel were obtained from the General
Avcoanting Office. '
Judieinry Committes staff personnel were at all times detailed to
sapervike the overall investigation.
To ndequately prepare and inform the thirty-eight members of the
Uinmittee, who were, in effect, the investigative arm of the House of
Rtepresentutives acting on behalf of the citizens of our country, the
fact guthering and investigative staff work was basically divided into
twa kuparnte operations,
Oue unit was established to collect, categorize and generally make
munugeable all of the information availab{;e on the public life of the
nenninee, : )
The following materials were collected and made available to all
ﬂwmlx“z‘ﬂ )of Khe ICoxmmifttaeltla: : |
a) Analysis of the philosophy and voting record of Repre-
sentative Gerald Ford prepared by the Cong?ressiohal Rese:{)rch
Rerviep of the Library of Congress for use by the Committec on
Rules and Administration of the Senate and the House Com-
niittee on the Judieiary. (This was a 144-page compilation. The
table of contents is reproduced in an appendix attached hereto
to f(%:u))w rxlts 8COpS 1vmd coverage.) S
h) The complete voting record of Representativ g
frrzm)li}):i) C comn g}; . g p ati & Gerald Ford
c compilation of special interest group ratin, epre-
sentative Gerald Ford’s vo%)i_n record. group THines of Repre
éd) The Congress Project Profile on Representative Ford.
¢) Compnuter IPrmbout of New ¥ork Times articles and refer-
ences to Gerald Ford from 1969 to date. Selected clippings from
Nem York Times from 1969 to date. o

(fy All periodical articles concernin / ivi

iD all tgdate. erning Representative Iord
{g) Sclected clip.pinﬁs from various newspapers throughout

the country concerning Representative Ford, including the Grand

Rug)lds Press, ©

| th) Selected editorials and columns from October 12, 1973, to

aate, -

(1) Sclections from past campaign literature,
{h:,‘)) ‘Weekly newsletters mailed to constituents from 1969 to
. (k) A complete history of all statements and entries in the
engressional flecord from 1949 to date by or concerning Repre-
sentative Ford was fashioned by Committee staff members who
reviewed all twenty-four years of the Lecord. This material was
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separaled by subject matter and placed in binders to facilitate

research on 1l issues. (The outline of subject matters is similarly .
reproduced in an appendix attached hereto show its scope and
coverage.) sy ; ; )

One basic and underlying assumption historieally inherent in the
seleetion of any Viece President is that the person selected may succeed
to the Presidency of the United States, The Committee, its members
and staff, thronghout the investigation and hearings, were mindful of
this truth. . i,

.Therefore, in addition to the above outlined materials, special in
depth reports were prepared and distributed to all .memiJers of the
Committee on subject areas transcending partisanship or party phi-
losophy, and reflecting on greater areas of constitutional interest and
conflict. ;

Theso reports contained detailed information on the following:
., (a) General biographical data on the nominee. . :
..t (b) The views of Representative Gerald Iord gleaned from

public sources on Official Propriety and Sense of Purpose.
- .. (c) Fair Campaign Practices and Election Kthics.
B éd) Presidential Powers and Responsibilities.
o) Justice and the Law.
, -(f) Civil Rights. . = 18 T
g) Representative Ford and the Justice Douglas Impenach-

. ment Attempt. - i i ekt
; H_o_t onc public day nor one issue nor one vote nor one public state-
ment of the Vice President-Designate went unexamined. by the Com-
mjttee. staff in the course of its research. ey £ adiig )
..Jn addition, during the wecks preceding the hearings, all special
roquests for issue materials or background information .were re-
scarched and provided to each member of the Committee making such

# request, .

“T'ho second wnit set up pursuant to the Committee’s work was estab-

lished to pursue an inquiry into the personal affairs of Gerald Ford
as they bore on lis qualifications and fitness to hold hiﬁl‘: office.

. Immediately following the October 13 nomination of Representative
Ford to fill the Offico of Vice President, the Chairman directed the
Committee staff to begin one of the most thorough and cmerehenswc
inquiries ever undertaken by a congressional committee. Before the

investigntion was completed it involved more than tivénty-five mem-.

bers of the Committee staff, plus additional specialists Joaned to the
Committee for purposes of this inquiry. e Rl T

. The Committee’s investigation Jed to over one hundred formal inter-
'Views in fourteen States; the examination of countless [‘)ub_lxq_and lp_rx-
vate documents; independent audits of the nominee's: personal fi-

nances; and an exhaustive review of all identifiable contribytors to

the nominee’s varions campaign committees for the past twenty years
‘The investigation also included a sweeping inquiry Into'the nominee’s
‘relations with overy agency and department of the Federal Govern-
ment, and an exhaustivo review of the recipient of every Government
‘¢ontract of over $50,000 in the nominec's congressional district in re
cent years. A gy : T el

I addition, the Committee’s efforts were supplemented by informs-
‘tHon dave‘lofﬁeé hy tha Internal Revenue Bervice, Genefal Accounting

Otlice, Library of Congress, and the Federal Burean of Investigatipa:
AL materials generated by this phase of the investigation wike
veattable to all members of the Committee during the hearings, ;

Savimaties af portions of the Committee’s investigation follow.

i ’»"{ rny
My Ford made available to the Committee copies of his tax returns
for the period 1965-1972, In addition, Mr. Ford made available a re-
Pt on sudit 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
Jduint Committee on Internal Revenue Taxation information reflectine
the seope 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 n 13-page memorandum, was made available to the Committeo,

At the direction of the Committee, staff of the Joint Committee on’
Tuternal Revenue Taxation, on loan to the Committee on the J udiciary,
also conducted an independent audit of the nomince’s income tax, ve-
turns, net worth, honoraria received, salary and other income, as well
& bank accounts maintained by Mr, Ford and other members of his
family. The results of these independent audits and summaries of the
voluminous financial information were reviewed in detail by. the
Committee, and no information prejudicial to the nominee was noted.

Medical Records

i At the Committee’s request, Mr. Ford: authorized the Attending
Physician of the Congress to make available to the Committee all medi-
cal records relating to him which were in the Physician’s possession.
.\d(lmnnu.lly, with Mr. Ford’s cooperation, the Committee obtained
and examined all medical records in the possession of the insurance
carrier for Mr. Ford’s medical and hospitalization insurance. The Corii-
mittee also exnmined all medical deductions listed on Mr. Ford’s
teome tax records for the past six years and with My, Ford’s co-
operation, contacted additional medical practitioners listed thereon to
obtuin all records in their possession relating to Mr, Ford’s health.
'l‘h‘«;‘ l(,unnmtl‘eo concluded that Mr., Ford is in apparent excellent
wndth, . :

(‘am paign Finances
The Committeo reviewed all the reports and statements C ss-
man l"m'd‘nml his political committegs wers required bysla::'nf(;mf?lse
with the Clerk of the House of Representatives and with Michigan
fl,"}":l":k’] l')l?léoi({ ;‘eports ;verq avai]s;ble fojr:: Mr, Ford’s campuigns from
0 + A\ more extensive analysis o i
w'is: vm}nph;;c']d and the results follmj\;. b i il i
+0r Wis 1070 enmpaign, Congressman Ford had five campai -
:u}uttooa rasing funds on his behalf, They were: D,C, Con!n);li%?a:o ;gr
tierald R, Rord; Veterans for Ford; Latvians for Ford; Greek-Amer-
is liltl; Committee for Ford; and Ford for Congress, Each of these com-
mmittees was analyzed to the extent possible to determine whether there

-Were any improprieties or illegalities connected with this eampaign,

At this time the Federal Corrupt. Practices :
da e : ! i ces Act of 10 %

:’p g tf?int receipts and expenditures from eandidates for xr%%ﬁi'ﬁféﬁ
e office and from political committees sttempting ta infinence 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 clection Inw requires the filing of state.
ments {)\ eandidates and political committees with the Clerk ol the
Country where the filer resides andd with the Seevetary of State.
Congressman Ford and the committees supporting him submitted
data required by Michigan law and nothing unlawful was apparent
from a review of such reports. : =
For Congressman Ford’s 1972 campaign, public documents indicate
that thore were threo Michigan committees und one D.C. based commit.
teo raising money on his behalf. They were as follows: Latvians for
Ford: Iriends of Jerry Ford Committee; Ford for Congress Commit-
tee; and Committee to Re-Elect Jerry Ford. Information concerning
these committees was closely examined and particular attention was
given to the D.C. Committeo to Re-Elect Jerry Ford which raised al-
most $30,000 and transferred in excess of $38,000 to the Michigan Ford
for Congress Committee prior to April 7, 1972, the date on which the
Federal Xlections Campaign Act of 1971 became effective, This new
Act established a system for periodic disclosure of all campaign re-
ceipts and expenditures. Mr. Ford and his committees appear to have
complied with the requirements of the new law. :
With regard to both Congressman Ford’s 1970 and 1972 campaigns,
(uestions were raised as a result of statements appearing in news-
aper article and a book published in 1972. These questions were fully
investigated and disposed of to the Committee’s satisfaction.

Review of agency files and Government contracts

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

1. Labor,

2. Housing and Urban Development.

5. Treasury.

4. Internal Revenue Service. :

5. Federal Communications Commission,

6. National Labor Relations Board.

7. Securities and Exchange Commission,

8. Small Business Administration,

9. Cost of Living Council.

10. Civil Acronautics Board.

11. Agrienlture,

12, Commerce.

13, Federal Power Commission,

_ 14. Interstate Commerce Commission.

15. Environmental Protection Agency.

| e 7

16. Food and Drug Administration.

17, Interior

1~ \eeney for Tnternational Development. -

v Diefense.

@, Federal Trade Commission.

_ b General Services Administration.

=, Trunsportation.

23, 1.8, Customs Service.

I'he material provided was analyzed to determine whether any
unnsual or apparently improper correspondence or transactions oc-
eurred. Also, names of indivi(]i’uals, associations and companies men-
tiomed in correspondence for each agency were listed and checked
agnimst (1) the list of contributors who gave over $300 to the Kent

- (‘ounty Republican Committee, and (2) the lists of contributors to

Mr. Ford’s fund raising committees.

Uhe Committee’s review of the material received from the above
nzeneies uncovered no improper correspondence or other transactions
which enianated from or on behalf of Congressman Ford

In addition, the Committee compared a list of senior officers of ma-
jor (19vommcnt contractors to (1) lists of campaign contributors to
.\'Ir. Ford fyqr the years 1970 and 1972, (2) lists of contributors to
I’resident Nixon’s Re-Election Committee who resided in Mr. Ford’s
.-unf‘rc-ssuuml dl.gtnct, and (3) a lst of contributors who gave in excess
of 8200 10 the Kent County Republican Committee, a county in Mr.
Ford’s district. The purpose was to identify any individual whose
company received major Government contracts and who has contri-
lm'l':-l:l toany of Mll'. I"ord’s re-election committees.

e ngencies whoese confracts wer iew! » i
i we:- :lt s}xlitq were reviewed f(_n the peried June 1,
1. Departinent of Defense.
4, General Services Administration.
4. Department of Transportation. -
4 l?«ep:.\ rtment of Hoiising and Urban Development
A Environmental Protection Agency. '
!i:lnl )g mrtngaxt 011§ H{al{h, Education, and Welfare.
_ The Committee limited its review of Government contra :
v‘c; ul'meq of 50,000, Althongh thore were n number of co‘r:rtli)g‘l)litg;oﬁ
}.n{(ma oL d’s f}lstl'ict who had obtained Government contracts and whose
=8 contributed varying amounts to Mr, Ford’s re-election commit-
""f'“' the Committee found no improprietics during its review. |
r l‘u;l.‘l l‘lrgclltc"a‘-:is of Robert N. Winter-Berger :
1 book, “I'he Washington Pay-Off,” and an affidavit date
!‘.‘,:‘;g“;l ‘ll:l)l‘n(".(sr,“})i%t’h !:lllth'()l‘ed by Robert N. Winter-Berger, :Ogh(l)lgf:d
d‘_‘{! o i 5 13 that tended to severely discredit the Vice Presi-
NMimerous contacts were made by the Committee i j -
:u!ll!flw the truthfulness of Mr, 3 intel--liexl';gzlgts %hz;;;x Bqlfl‘)lllg t(olo(}g-
‘| : :;:‘3: :;l»fnl: ned copies of several affidavits from persons mentioned in
ot t e l ‘u(.)l.c_ or the affidavit or who had special knowledge of the
vk nf: (ltﬂm llbed in either ageount, Moreaver, tho Committea ques-
the ength and with great eave Mr, Winter-Borger, affording
i un oppertunity to offer any and all materials that in any way
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might he constrned to support his chavees, Very little documentation
was fortheoming. :

‘The Committee meticulously reviewed all relevant docwnents, Mr,
Winter-Berger's testimony, the testimony of Alice Weston, Dr. Ar-
nold Intschnecker and Representative Ford and the statements of ali
persons contacted by the Committee before evaluating the veracity of
Mr. Winter-Berger’s testimony. : X

Having reviewed the charges made by Myr. Winter-Berget, the Com-
mittee found no credible evidence to sustain these allegations.

Bar Association Records :

The Committee contacted the Grand Rapids Bar Association, State
Bar of Michigan, State Bar of Michigan Grievance Board, and the
American Bar Association and obtained all records in their possession
relating to the nominee. The records were all favorable to Mr. Ford,

State and Local Law Enforcement Agencies _

The Committeo contacted the Chief of Police, Grand Rapids, Michi.
gan; Director, Michigan Department of State Police; and Sheriff,
Kent County, Michigan; and obtained all records in their possession

relating to the nominee. Nothing of prejudice to Mr. Ford was con-

tained m any of the files obtained.
Law Practice -

The Committee’s investigation disclosed that from 1941 to 1959
Gerald Ford maintained affiliations with law firms in Grand Rapids,
Michigan. His initial association was with the firm of Ford and Buchen
and the law firm of Butterfield, Amberg, Law & Buchen, Congressman
Ford continued as a member of the firm until his resignation on April ],
1959, : i

Information concerning the nature and extent of Mr. Ford’s law
practice was supplied the Committee by former law partners of Con-
gressman Ford. Contact was made and interviews were conducted
with his former partners. Additionally, the Committee reviewed the
partnership agreements of the firm from 1948 to 1959, .

A listing of the corporate clients represented by the firm while Mr.
Ford was a partner and after his withdrawal was thoroughly examined
for possible conflict of interest arrangements, The firm’s members were
checked against the lists of donors to Representative Ford’s various
campaign committees and the local Republican Party Campaign Com:
mittee, ag were the names of the officers of the companies l'epreseutcd
by the law firm. Specinl inguiry was made into the law firm’s immigra-
tion practice as well ns ity representation of clients before Federal
regulatory agencies.

An analysis of Mr, I'ord’s income derived from his practice of law
was mado for the years 1964 to 1972. Additionally, the Committee con-

tacted cach elient represented by Mr, Ford during this period and .

obtained from each a verifiention of the amount paid and the services
rendered. ‘
Old Kent Bank and Trust Co,

On January 10, 1968, Congressman Ford was elected to the Board
of Directors of the Old Kent Bank and Trust Co. of Grand Rapids,

M L, whene Be served until February 26, 1968, when ho resigned:
I Comnuttee interviewed Richard M. Gillett, Board Chairman of

prare e well as officers of other Grand Rapids banks regarding
YO b eca celationship with the bank.
B Connmttee albo examined the files of the Sceurities and Iox-

coge Commnssion and the Federal Reserve Board to determine

«ther My, Ford intervened at any time on behalf of the bank, Addi-
tionnlly, the names of the officers and directors of the bank were
thevked against the lists of contributors to Mr. Ford’s campaign com-
mittees and the Kent County Republican Committee, The Committee
found no evidence of any impropriety in Mr. Ford’s relationship with
the Old Kent Bank and Trust Co. :

Ford Paint and Varnish Company

Tho Committee interviewed Richard Ford, brother of Congressman
Ford, and President of the Ford Paint and Varnish Company of
Girand Ra,‘rids, Michigan. Additionally, the Committee examined all
mljmlmn ence between Mr, Ford and his brother relating to the
&mml business. In addition, the officers and directors of the Standard

wtroit Paint Company, the owner since 1968 of the controlling in-
teeest in Ford Paint and Varnish, were compared with the list of
contributors to Representative Ford’s campaign committees. The
Committes found nothing improper in Mr. Ford’s relationship with

the company.
Douglas Impeachment -
In 1969, Mr. I'ord launched a private staff investigation to determine

- Asociate Justice Willinmn O. Douglas® fitness to retain his seat on the

Supremno Court, The Committee explored Mr. Ford’s involvement in
the Douglag impeachment effort by contacting several individuals re-
portedly associated with Mr. Ford during this period. Initially, con-
tuct was made with the Detroit, Michigan, lnw firm of Dykema, Wheat
tioodnow and Trigg who had supplied Mr. Ford with a lengthy
memorandum on the Douglas matter, The Committee’s inquiry focused
on the reuson why the firm assisted Mr. IFord, the amount of firm time
expended on the development of the memorandum and the amount
ahed souree of compensation received by the firm for their efforts,
Former White Tlouse aide Clark Mollenhoff was contacted on two

-teparaty occasions and questioned as to White House involvement in

the Douglas fitness investigation, Benton I, Bocker, un attorney hired
by Congrressmnn Joe 1), Waggonner, but. who admittedly represented
Mi. Ford in coordinating the Douglas investigation, testified before
the Committeo as to his role in the Douglas matter, Attorney William
O Bittman nlso appeared before the Committee and recited his recol-
lectim of Vvarious contacts with My, Becker who purported to vepre-
wenl .\h'.' Ford nnd others in the Douglas investigation, :

, e Comumittoa also contacted former staff members of the Honse
( ommitter on the Jndiciary who had worked on the Specinl Sub-
conniftee established to conduct the Donglas investigation, The Spe-

- vl Bubeommittee’s files were retrieved from the Archives and all

relwyant material was carefully reviewed. The files of both Repre-
stitative Tord and Mr, Becker relating to the Douglas issue were
thoroughly examined by the Committee,

il. Rent rax an =+ ~
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Associate Justice William O, Douglas” attorney during the periog
in_question, Simon Rifkind, related his recollection of Mr. Ford:
role in the Douglas inquiry.

Wearren Commission

Tu December of 1963, Representative Gerald Ford was appointed
by President Johnson to the Warren Commission, In order to ehtain
a perspective on Mr. Ford’s conduct while a member of the Commis.
sion, the Committee interviewed former Chief Justice Warren and
Chief Counsel of the Commission, J. Lee Rankin. : ‘

Further contacts were made and interviews conducted with three
former members of Representative Ford’s congressional staff :

John R, Stiles; I'rancis X. Fallon, Jr.; and John H. Ray. Thes
thres individuals worked with Mr, Ford during the period he was
member of the Warren Commission and during the time Mzr. Ford
Pnblished an article in Life magpzine and co-authored a book entitjed
‘Portrait of the Assassin.” Inquiries were made to determine the
length of their employment, nature of their duties, the amount ang
gource of their compensation, and their participation in income de-
rived from the marketing of the publications. ,

Interviews were also conducted with former Léfe personnel regard:
ing Mr. Ford’s role in authoring the article for E:Tfe ‘the circum-
stances surrounding the development of the Life arficle and subse

quent book, the amount of money received by Ford for the authoring

of the article, and whether any classified Commission documents had
been made available to una.utﬁorized persons prior to the public re-
lease of the Commission Report. The Committee, in addition, re
viewed copies of correspondence and memoranda relating to the Ford
magazine article. At the request of the Committee, the publishing
house of Simon and Schuster supplied copies of all correspondency,
contracts and memoranda relating to the publication of “Porfrait of
the Assassin,” co-anthored by Congressman Ford and John Stiles
'The information obtained throngh these offorts was the busis of ex-
tensive questioning of Mr, Ford by Committee members.
Rospatoh Corporation : :

On June 16, 1964, Representative Gerald Ford was elected to the
Board of Directors of the Rospatch Corporation of Grand Rapids,
Michigan, Mv. Ford currently serves on the Board although he has
stated his intention to resign upon being confirmed as Vice President.

The Rospatch Corporation and its subsidiaries are engaged in three
major areas of operation: (1) the manufacturing of printed labels
for the textile and gnrment industries; (2) flexible packaging produc-
tion; and (3) the manufacturing of imprinting machinery used jn in-
dustrial lnundry facilities. '

During the Committee investigation, William Chaille, Chairman
of the Board snd Chief Ixecutive Officer; Riehard Brush, President;

and Thomas C, Bloodgood, Secretary-Treasurer; were interviewed to .

detevimine the nature of the 0orporation’s Lysiness and the degree to
which Representative Ford participated inthe affaivs of the company.
Covies of all correspondence between officers of the Rospatch Car-
poration and Congressman Ford wore reviewed together with all ree-
ords indieating the amount of compensation and travel veimburee
ments paid hy Rospatch to Representative Iard, A scrutiny of Ros-

pa'e h and its subsidiaries was made to identify the extent to which the
. any did businers with the United States Government. :

Ve ehieeks were minde to aseertain the veraeity of allega

aing Rospateh had received preferential treatnent in its

oo tramsactions due to My, Ford's membership on the Board of

- Inrvetors, ‘The Committee determined that no such preferential treat-

went wus obtained. . 1

The minutes of each Board of Directors meeting since 1964 were ex-
amined to comparo Mr. Ford’s reported income from Rospatch with
bis actual attendance at Board meetings and to review any possible
canflicts of interost on Mr. Ford’s part. Finally, the lists of contribu-
tors to Congressman Ford’s campaign committees weye compared with
the names of the officors and directors of Rospatch and its subsidiaries.
The Committes determined there was no impropriety on the part of
Mr. Ford in his relations with Rospatch.

Huneraria : A

With the cooperation of Mr. Ford, the Committee examined copies
of the Statement of Financial Interests filed with the House Comnit-
tee on Standards of Official Conduet by Mr. Ford for 1971 and 1972.
Auditors on loan to the Committee examined the honoraria received
by Mr, Ford and checked this information against inecome tax records.
Amounts were confirmed with the sourceés of the honoraria i many
ca~i. From records maintained by Mr. Ford’s accountant, similar
eckas were mnde on honoraria received from 1967-1970. No discrep-
aneies were found inany of these filings or records.
I’ ‘nting Fepenses

An examination was conducted of the financial records of the Minor-
ity Printing Clerk pertaining to Mr, Ford’s account and the Minority
leadership account, The records examined covered the peried from
Jannary, 1069, through September, 1973, The examination included
«heduling by month of the expenses incurred, classification of ex-

“pees, and acomplete analysis of who paid the printing bills. The

(ammittee coneluded there was nothing improper in the handling of
these aecounts,

Payroll Avcounds

The Commmittee conducted an exhaustive inquiry into the payroll
yostinal records of Mr, Ford’s congressional staff and the staft of the
Muority Lewder, The Committee examined, scheduled and analyzed
all pecards on file in the appropriate congressional offices for the period
Lannry, 1970, through September, 1973, Additional yecords were re-
viewed aned annlyzed with respect to certain employees for the past
twepty-five years, The records were also veviewed and thoroughly
anwlvred by additionn] professional siafl on loan to the Committee
for purposes of this inquiry, The Committee concluded there was
nothing improper in Mr, Ford’s payroll accounts.
VW anal Toneestigation ' :

In addition to those portions of the inquiry outlined above, the
Coppattee, through its stafl and members, peviewed nll complaints
filhd with the Fair Campoign Proctices Committes sinee 1860 and

U terined that nona were filed in conneetion with any of Mr, Ford’s
camnpaigng, Additionally, all private bills introduced bv Mr. Vard



since 1919 were reviewed and the beneficiaries were checked againgt
lists of contributors to Mr. Ford’s vavions campaign conunittees for
the past twenty years. The Committee concluded there were no impro.
prieties in this area.

I'BI Report

An investigation of the nominee was conducted by the Federal

Bureau of Investigation. The exhaustive investigation comprises over
1,700 pages of “raw data” and involved more than 350 Special F.B.L
Agents, 33 field offices and over 1,000 personal interviews,
_ The Chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary had originally
fe?'uested that every Member of the Committee have access to all the
information gathered and compiled by the F.B.I, on Congressman
Tord since it 1s the duty and constitutional obligation of the full Com-
mittee on the Judiciary to make a judgment and recommendation to
the Touse of Representatives concerning his fitness and gualifications
to be Vice President of the United States.

After several meetings with members of the Committee and repre-
sentatives of the Department of Justice, an agreement was reluctantly
reached in the interest of expediting the confirmation process whereby
the “raw data” would be made available only to the Chairman plus
three Democratic members of the Committee selected by him and the
ranking Republican plus three Republicans of the Committee selected
by him. These eight members in turn would advise other members of
the . Committee of any questionable material relating to the nominee.
The Committee members who reviewed the report are as follows:

- Chairman—Peter W. Rodino, Jr. (D-N.J.). - '
Robert W. Kastenmeier—(D-Wis.).
George E. Danielson— (D-Calif.).

Edward Mezvinsky—(I-Iowa).

Ranking Republican—Edward Hutchinson (R-Mich.).
Robert McClory—(R-I1L).
'Tom Railsback—(R-I11.).
David W. Dennis—(R-Ind,).

These members have assured the Committee that they have per

sonally reviewed the F.B.I. Report and that there is nothing contained .

therein which would give reason to seriously doubt or question Con:
gressman Gerald R. Ford’s fitness and qualigcutions to he Vice Presi
dent of the United States, The Committee is advised that the F.B.L
Report confirms the reputation that Congressman Ford has enjoyed
among his House colleagues, that he is a man of honor and principle.

CONCLUSION

On Thursday, November 29, 1973, the Committeo having completed
an oxhaustive investigation directed by its own staff, having availed
itsolf of all other official investigative sources, having exchanged in
formation with the Senate Comumittes on Rules and Administration
and having completed six days of hearings brought the matter of the
nomination to o vote. :

On a roll eall vote with a quorum present, the Committee voted
with twenty-nine in favor, eight opposed, and one voting Present, to
rocommend to the Jlouse of Representatives that Mr, Ford’s nomine-
tion be confirmed,
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Hhe Committee had investigated and questioned the nominee’s pub-
and private life to a degree far beyond that of any person holding
puliie office in America today. At all times, however, it took great
Cac o maintain the security and confidentiality of its records so s to
geatously protect Mr. Ford's personal and civil liberties. The Com-

Cmattes and ity stadl believes it has been particularly successful in

a heving this goal.

1t should be particularly noted, also, that the nominee cooperated in
every possible way, responded to every request, and made himself and
his 'n-cords totally available to the Committee and its investigating
otatl, .

l"ilmll{, not every member of the Committee subscribing to this Re-
L-m linds himself in complete agreement with the totﬁity of Mr.

‘ond’s voting record, or even with all aspects of his general philosophy
of government. Some, though by no means all, are disturbed with ele-
ments of his voting record in the area of civil rights and human rights.

But looking at the total record, the Committee finds Mr. Ford fit
and qualified to hold the high office for which he has been nominated
pursuant to the Twenty-fifth Amendment. ) '

In this regard, the Committee found guidance in the legislative his-
tory of the Amendment itself. It is significant that both the House and
Senate Reports which accompanied the recommendation for the
Amendment in 1965 contain an identical paragraph, which reads
thusly: ‘

Tt Is without contest that the procedure for the selection of a Vice President
must contemplate the assurance of a person who is compatible with the Presi-
dent. The Importance of this compatibility is recognized in the modern practice
of both mujor political parties in according the Presidential candidate & major
sedoe i choosing his running subject to convention approval. This proposal
woull permit the President to choose his Vice President subject to congressional
approval, In this way the country would be assured of a Vice President of the

camw political party as the President, someone who would presumably work in
byrmony with the basie policies of the President,



APPENDIX 1

Lnerarnican Materian: RerresentaTive Gerarp R. Foro, Freru
CoNGRESSIONAL DistricT oF MICHIGAN

Birth: Known to his friends as “Jerry,” Congressman Ford was
lorn July 14, 1913, at Omaha, Nebraska, but spent his childhood in
tirand Kapids, Michigan, il ;

Congressional service: In November, 1972, he was re-elected to his
thirteenth consecutive term as a Member of Congress, having served
sines January 3, 1949, ; 3 Ny

Chosen Minority Leader of the House of Representatives at the
opening of the 89th Congress January 4, 1965, He served as a mem-
ter of the Republican Leadership in Congress since January, 1963;
was chairman of the Republican Conference of the House during the
ssth Congress (1963-64) and has beén a member of the House Repub-
lican Policy Committee for over nine years.

During his first term, was named to the House Public Works Com-
mittee, l’?\ 1951, was assigned to the Appropriations Committee where
he served on the Army Civil Functions Subcommittee and the Emer-
sney Agency Subcommittee. During the 83rd and 84th Congresses,
was n member of the Subcommittees on Foreign Operations and the
bepartment of Defense and was on the Army Panel, serving as Panel
«hairman in the 83rd Congress, During the 85th Congress, was ap-
jointed to the Select Committes on Astronauties and Space Explora-
tion, Remained a member of both the Defense and Foreign Operations
Subcommittees of the House Appropriations Committee throughout
the Sith, 86th 87th and 88th Congresses. Was senior Republican on the
Defense Subcommittee before becoming Minority Leader.

Has maintained an attendance record of over 90% throughout his
2i-vear tenure, ‘ : :

F'duoation: Was graduated from the former South High School in
Grumd Rapids. Later earned a B.A, degree in 1935 from the Univer-
-ty of Michigan where he was a member of Michigamua, top senior
honor, Received his law deﬁree from Yale University Law School in
1711, Admitted to the Michigan State Bar (1941) and has been ad-
mitted to practice before the United States Suprems Court.

In 1965, was awarded the honorary degree of Doctor of Laws by
Michignn State University and Albion, Aquinas and Spring Arbor
Colleges; in 1968 by Buena Vista and Grove Cit Colleges; in 1972
by Belmont Abpeﬁv. (N.C,) College; and in 1978 by Aquinas College
~ ond Western Michigan University, Received a Doctor of Public Ad-

mmistration degree from American International College in 1968.

Nports: Won all-city and all-state football honors in Grand Rapids
- hining high school. While eprning three varsity lottors, was a member

of the University of Michigan’s undefeated national championship
tentns of 1032 and 1933, and was named Michigan's most valuable
[layerin 1034, playing eenter, '

ey
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On New Year's Day, 1935, participated in the Shrine East-West
Crippled Children’s henefit elassie in San Franeisco, That August,
played in the All-Star game against the Bears in Chicago. While a
Yale law student, was assistant varsity foothall coach.

In 1959, was sclected by “Sports IHustrated” to receive its Silver ph :

; A ; 8 4 the 1972 elee - Favd veceiv : ..
Anniversary All-American Award as one of the 25 football players ’li:;i(,_m, in'm;]f:lg?'zo:lo;? ’l(«:(tll‘ 0‘11,!'."_' highest vote total of any
in the preceding quarter century who had contributed most to -their f st prising the Fifth Congressional District.
fellow citizens. STH DISTRICT
FGHS, . : s CONGRESSIONAL ELECTION
In 1972, was awarded the National Football Foundation’s gold medal stasesin

17

ascd of Kent and Ottawa Counties. Due to reapportionment, which

coame effective with the 1964 election (for the I'()Ilm\'in""tvr)n)
Cowia was replaced by lonia County. Another n':t[»pm'?iumnon{t
ity altered the district beginning with the 1972 election.

for close association with the game. : : Ford Woes
Military service : In 1942, entered the U.S, Navy, serving 47 months Ford  Opponents  majority percentage
on active duty during World War II. Participated in 3vd and 5th  uxom s i
Fleet carrier operations aboard the aircraft carrier U.S.S. Monterey [ KRl Otlawa)...... o 2 101 48,422 27,219 G5
(CVI-28) for two years. Following shore duty with the Naval Avia- JI8R ceinenere- o 109,897 T o o 6.2
tion Training Program, was released to inactive duty with rank of 15%. | - L gf 249 63.3
Lieutenant Commander i January, 1946. ] 4 oy iy e G 50, 203 37,954 1
Lost WW-IT Civilian Life: Returning to Grand Rapids, resumed = 157 ciisommememecciccl ol T s 2 .
law practice. Received the Grand Rapids JayCees Distinguished Serv- L N - o 31 B i3 612
ice Award in 1948 for work in various community projects. The follow- 1 N e s - L gg'. 219 42, 866 =
ing year was named one of “America’s Ten Outstanding Young Men” L O &1 15 e H bl .
by the U.S. Junior Chamber of Commerce, receiving its Distinguished '
Service Award. :

Family : On October 15, 1948, married Elizabeth Bloomer of Grand
Rapids. The Fords have four children: Michael Gerald (born
March 15, 1950) ; John Gardner (March 16, 1952) ; Steven Meigs
(May 19, 1956) ; and Susan Elizabeth (July 6,1957). .

Congressman Ford is a member of Grace Episcopal Church, Grand
Rapids. He maintains active membership in the American Legion,
Veterans of Foreign Wars and AMVETS and is a 33rd Degree Mason.

Further Ilonors : In November, 1963, was named by President Lyn-
don Johnson to the Warren Commission. Author (with John R, Stiles)
of the book, “Portrait of the Assassin® (1965). ,

Served as permanent chairman of the 1968 and 1972 Republican
National Conventions. Since becoming Minority House Leader, has
delivered some 200 speeches annually throughout the country.

Visited The People’s Republic of China in late June and early July
1972 on behalf of the President. :

Lauded as a “Congressman’s Congressman™ by the American Politi-
cal Science Association when it conferred on him its Distinguished
Congressional Service Award in 1961, Was presented the George
}‘}’uslxiggééon Award by the American Good Government Society in

ay 1966. ' :

Chosen by the American Academy of Achievement to receive the
Golden Plate Award as one of fifty “giants of accomplishment,” pre-

‘sented during the Academy’s 10th annual Salute to Excellence in
June, 1971, ‘ o

Selectod to receive the AMVETS Silver Helmet Award, that

%rou ’s highest recognition of Congressional service, at ceremonies in -
Vashington in ApnT, 1971,

Elections: In the 1048 primary, Gerald Ford defeated the jncum-
bent and went on to win his firel term that November as Representative’
of Michigan’s Fifth Congressional District. The district was then com:
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IV, Naturad He-ourves:
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Fiseal Policy.
Business and Commerce.
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Prico Controls.
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Oflice of Management and Budget.
Liconomy In General.,
Impoundment,
Rural Economie Development,
Government in the Money Market.
SST.

VII. Supreme Court:
Suprene (ourt.,
Impeachment of Justice Donglas,




DISSENTING VIEWS OF HON. ROBERT W. KASTENMEIER

\¢« members of the ITouse Committee on the Judiciary, we are
sened to vote for or against the confirmation of Gerald R. Ford as
View Pregident of the United States without any prior precedent un-
der the 25th Amendment to guide us in evaluating the standards by
which this nomince should be judged. Should narrowly construed
rjuiremients which merely satisfy the constitutional qualifications or
ftness for the oflice of Vied President be the erviterin upon which we
should base our decisions? Under usual conditions, perhaps this would
aftice, However, because of the extraordinary circumstances surround-
iy the present Administiration, I think such eriteria are insufficient.

Fust, there is a question of propriety in dealing with the nomina-
tion at this time. We are being asked to move expeditiously in con-
tirming the nominee of a President who is not now enjoying the sup-
pit of the people in the exercise of his office. The 25th Amendment,
junisadictionally. deals with the replacement of a Vice President. But,
it also deals with presidential disability. In a real sense, the President
has u form of disability insofar as he is clearly under a cloud, unpree-
rdented in the history of the Republic and seriously undermining his
alnlity to govern. Under such circumstances, one could argue that this
momination is a tainted appointment and that the clond must first be
removed through the completion of an inquiry into impeachment
charges nguinst the President. Kither charges must be brought or the
P'reident exculpated. Then, and only then, can we proceed with
treating this nomination as'one which has been properly put forward.
Aevepting this position, we are, consequently, faggg with an unprece-
shented dilemma, '

Second, there is the question of what standards we must apply to
this nominee, Since the 25th Amendment contains no criteria to be
wwil by the Congress, the Congress itself, must define such standards.
o another time, a mare serene time, when the President has a
Congress controlled by his own party the President might have the
rght to expeet to have his way in choosing a Vice President, and
the seleetion of n party loyalist might be adequate. ITowever, be-
canse of the extraordinary. cireumstances surrounding the present
Mluonisteation, T caunot be as sangunine as is the majority of the
wnjarity of the Committee in believing that narrowly construed re-
spiirvinents which merely satisfy the constitutional qualifications and
Wtness for the oflice of the Vice Presidency. ave sufficient criteria for
puling this nomines, Nov do I helieve that pro forma appraval
shethl bw granted in this instance, as is the case with other officers
wosninates] by the President,

As collengues, we know Gernld Ford to be o man who possesses many
chavacieristics that ave highly regarded—party loyalty, consistency
aml regularity, ITe is hnrg-wm'kin and well ﬁke , and was ranked
bigh on the list of prospective Vice Presidentinl nominees by his
Republican colleaguea. Further, ns one of several Committee mem-
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bers who had aceess to the FI3T investigative report on Gerald Ford,
I believe him to be an honest man.

{lowever, it is not enongh (o test only the character and general
reputation of th's man. Sinee the Viee President is one of the tw
national officers clected by the people. we, s members of the Judiciar,
Committee, must act as surrogates on behall of the people n o
consideration oi this nomination and impose a standard much mo
sweeping than the usual presidential criteria applied for executiye
appointments. TR A

In my view, it is appropriate to ask whether, under existing circum
stances, Mr. Ford will be suitable to serve as President of the United
States, selected not through the process of a popular election, but ass
result of an arbitrary presidential appointment. We must remember
that if we approve this nomination and, in the event of a vacancy,
M. Ford succeeds to the presidency, we will no longer have nccess to
him. We cannot judge, after the fact, whether we want him to serve in

that position. He will be cloaked in executive privilege, separation of

powers, and the trappings of the Presidency which have caused u:
such grief in recent years.

. Consequently, we must seriously examine this nominee in light of .

his competence to serve, if called npon, as President ang, in this re
spect, this nomination is & disturbing one.

.

(iven this time in history, this month, this ycar, and drawing upos

the expressions of the will of the American people, I do not believe .

they want an approximate replica of Richard Nixon whose question.
able moral and ethical philosophy have brought us to the crisis today.
In colloquy with Committce members, Mr. Ford was given ample
opportunity to distinguish himself from the views of the President.
and he conld not do so. On the contrary, he was rather emphatic in his
support of the President. In' fact, it is particularly disturbing that
My, Ford seemingly could not understand why members of the Com-
mittee would even seek a clear definition of his own personal phi-
losophy, policies and goals for governing this nation. Rather, he con-
tinually reverted to his positions of support for the President. This i
consistent with the oxercise of his role as minority leader of the

House—devout. faithful and loyal adherence to the policies and phi-

losophy of the President. Is this sort of leadership sufficient demon-
stration of an ability to lead and govern this country as its chief
executive? :

Much is said about the legislative history of the 2ith Amendment

calling for the views of a Vice Presidentinl nominee to harmonize with
those of the President. But, given the application of the 25th Amend
ment at this time, it is more important that this nominee harmoniz
more with the Congress and the public at large, This is a reasonable

request to make of the President in his consideration of a nomnine

Instead, the President chose to serve his own interests, RO T,

I can aceept a nomines who holds political views and a polities!
philosophy which T do not share am‘{: further, gecopt the proposi
tion that the Republican Party should not lose its right to the \’&l?i‘tt
House. But, at a time when the President suffers a great crisis of con
fidonce, I cannot accept the nomination of & man who defines leader-

'
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g as his ability to follow and remain slavishly loyal to o President
o= moral authority to govern has diminished to unaceeptable levels,
Hos nomination falls far short of what the American peapie expect
ctheir national leaders and 1, consequently, constiained (o vote
treporting (hi- nomination (o the House,

Rovesr W, KaserNmernsg
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DISSENTING VIEWS OF HON. DON EDWARDS,
DEMOCRAT, OF CALIFORNIA

The decision on whether to vote with and concur in the majority
view of the Committee on the Judiciary to confirm the nomination of
Gerald R. Ford as Vice President is a diflicult and important task,
Seant guidance is provided by the legislative history of Section 2 of
the ‘Fwenty-fifth Amendment to the Constitution of the United States
a3 to the precise role of Congress in this historic process. The meaning
of the Twenty-fifth Amendment to the Constitution, which requires
Congress to confirm the nomination to fill the vacancy in the Vice
’residency, was the topic of a great deal of discussion during our
necently concluded hearings. The members of the Committee on the
Judiciary agree substantially that the President has a right to have a
person in the second highest office of the United States who is generally
compatible, is of the same political party and is capable of working
in harmony with the basic policies of the President.

‘I'he members of the Committee sought guidance as to their proper
tole from the nominee himself, from the many and varied pub}ic and
congressional witnesses who sought to comment on the nomination of
Gerald Ford and from research materials gl'ovided by the staft of the
Committee and the staff of the Library of Congress, I have come to the
vomelusion that the House of Representatives, since this is the only
confirmation process in which the Constitution provides it participate,
has in this instance a heavy responsibility to the electorate of the coun-
try. I helieve that each Member has an aflivmative duty to go beyond
the busie constitutional requirements, the basic honesty of the nominee
and attempt to establish the moral, intellectual and philosophical fit-
nes of the nominee, to potentially fill the Office of the President of the
uited States. We are not merely an investigative agency seeking to
hid any past actions that might have the appearance of a scandal, It
I been argued that the role of the Congress in the confirmation proc-
s~ in 1o reflect the electorate as it was in November, 1972, Polls pres-
cutly indicute n growing dissatisfaction with the state of affairs in this
conntry, particalarly with many constitutional attitudes posited in
the present Administration. The faith of many generations in the Pres-
1 leney us the symbol of integrity and justice is at stnke, The new Viee
I*ry-ident must be a man whose philosophy is commensurate with the
- aralmd philosophical beliefs of the majority of the country, not as of
Novedwer, 1972, but as of toduy, ,

I listened intently through six full days of hearings that scrutinized
th Jife of Gerald R, Ford. I read and digested thousands of pages of

nformation on hig positions on the major issues confronting our so-
ity todduy, My decision is based on grave misgivings and reservations
that haye developed as the record of Mr, Ford’s life, political and per-
somal, s unfolded before the members of the Committee on the
Juhieinry during the hearing process,

(31) -
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[comy view the person thar dills the Oflice of Viee President must
display a deep mndeastandimg of the haman problems that face all
of the people of onr countey, ‘the ~ociety that we live in s a multi-
racial society and the needs of these diverse groups certainly have to
he evaluated in the context of society as a whele, There arve some busic
human needs and desires that take preeminence over the short-term
needs and desives of a political constituency. Mr. Ford as the Minority
Leader worked vigorously to restrict or otherwise weaken major legis-
lation over the years that would have provided for equal voting rights,
fair housing and equal education for all the citizens of this country.
This voting pattern represents a dismal vecord on human and civil
rights and a lack of sensitivity to the basic necessity of a fair and
equitable social structure, Nor does this attitude represent the true
human compassion that the majority of citizens exhibit when called
upon to respond to human needs. : ' R

In 1970, Mr. Ford again demonstrated a lack of sensitivity in his

attitude toward the rule of law and the independence of the Judiciary
by his conduct in the attempted impeachment of Justice William O.

Douglas. Shortly after the rejection of Clement Haynesworth as a
Supreme Court Justice, Mr. Ford took the Floor of the House on
April 15, 1970, to deliver a scathing attack on Justice William ().
Douglas. In his speech he alleged improprieties on and off the bench,
invoTving money that Justice Douglas had been paid by the Parvin
Foundation and an article that Justice Douglas had written which
appeared in a magazine of questionable taste. Mr. Ford, it was devel-
oped by questions at the hearing, during this period solicited and re-
ceived, unconfirmed and uncorroborated information from the files of
the Department of Justice—the same Department of Justice that was
singled out for comment for non-cooperation with the official inquiry
into the same matters by Chairman Celler when he issued the Special
Subcommittee’s report. Mr. Ford did not let it be known that he had
received such assistance nor did he offer to share the fruits of this
poisoned tree with the Special Subcommittee. The situation points

again to a lnck of perspective with regard to the uniform application .

of rules, The Department of Justice is not 1 Republican data bank to

be used for partisan retaliatory purposcs, I am bothered that Mr, Ford -

would have played such a questionable role in the attempted impeach-
ment of a Federal officer. The politicization of government agencies is
highly undesirable. They must exist to dispense evenhanded justice
for all citizens. : :
Questioning at the heavings highlighted an example of My, Ford's
difliculty in distingnishing hetween his duty to a position of vesponsi-
bilit.;y and using a position for personal gain, Mre. Ford was appointed
hy 1
vestignting the eivemstances surrounding the assassination of Presi-
dent Kennedy., After sevving for the duration of the Commission,
Gerald Ford subsequently published an'article for Life magazine and
conuthaved a book, “Portrail of the Assassin,” both of which dealt with
the information collected and the conclusions drawn by the Warren
Commission, 1le was the only member of the Commiission to o so and
thereby profit from the information that was related hehind closed
doors, Certain passages in the first chapter of the Look contained

1o truth within Government and in its dealing

resident. Johnson to he o member of the Warren Commission in-

W ‘ siey
| vhe}

»fur!nulml.» that vis_ still elassified “Pap Sceret™ and rvl:xilﬂul in the
\u-‘lm_v.s of the United States. AMe Ford's only explanation was Ht’ml;
regret t;-gl l,ho oversight on his part of having nsed classified docu-

‘t m] ll.l.x ok, rema rking that he thought they would have been
o bu ;‘u and the material wag overclassified, This nonchalance on
<t condronted with the sume type of brina facie violation for which

I n’. l)xln}u-l Ellsberg faced a jury was somewhat dismaying.

: 1 : his past year the country has become p:n-ticulnr]yauwa re of the
tumaging appearance of misconduct that can be imparted to a per .
:.l.:‘:s:\i (;:: f:’ll)llle 1 (:lllziczsi élxégls’(illf w1tlt .peoz[‘)‘l% who, themselves, participate in

s : ‘ivities. Lhe entire “Watergate” mattey } sed

l&m attention of the Amerie i 5 e
X an public on the importance of hayi

' 16 c e of having the

inlnhtlyl to ]1}1dge the character of one’s assistants and employces. \t‘i t()

!.;:z:l'(«( rmll'{’;tq nyoxll.estlllmonty fro;rll Wil}mm O. Bittman, Iisq. and Benton
Iy 1450, on allegations that Mr. Becker, while 1- i

fee 1 al , Mr. B s e representing Mr.

lls:’t't (.ln::::; (::tlli‘:lll 2, :::z‘ﬁl%(eistﬁd p(l)jsﬂJt]e :;sswtance from hifq clients if Mr
i 7 e able to furnish information cor ing
i ) 1S ncernin
iln:t :i« tl)%lglas and the Parvin Foundation. While 1 am not impl_}:g-r
‘I;;, I;!lt Mr. Ford was aware of the overtures Mr. Becker made to
) -lrt: "ltll man, ;t does not reflect well for Mr, Ford to surround him-
iy '”:\.l 1' op el who assume more authority than they are given.
o ”\N-li{fl wout the hearings, I believe Mr. Iford responded almost on-
4z {“ "l 1 couzlmenduble frankness and eandor. This speaks well for
s :('"i(' in a day when we are finding that simple straight forward
ndor 1s o missing quality in Government. But eandor and frank
ure simply not enough. : R
It is at this precise point i i
s 1t in tl ; istory of t
'].‘lt .-\dministrlz)ttion tgnt the I’lfesll(llfgllg ]é:ﬁl{)({ Ili:?"léls;:():();]ull'L_hetplgis-
wart of the great Republi i  Reings wls
. » great wepublican Party and provided ; i
while compatible with Republi i Rt
: 1 ublican philosophy and v in-
le | Rep: views, would in-
spive and motivate the Nation to respoct for human aud ojvil rights,
wi 58 with all our citizens
”.il* ::::::ltm\ 352 ng, ;t]ndllu'ggdmy colleagues to do the same, to return
; ation to the L’resident and ask for another i
: linatio e I ! 3 her who will suppl
'fi;‘l :'I\"i""l]l]t ies of leadership so vitally neeessary to our continned seﬁ'(-ﬁ
Neetience, compassion and warmth of spirit,

Dox Epwanps,
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PISSENTING VIEWS OF REPRESKENTATIVE
JOIIN CONYERS, JR.

‘I'he nomination of Gerald Ford was delivered to the House on
Ovtober 13, 1973, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. At
that time the committee had ending before it a resolution to impeach
the President of the United States for high crimes and misdemeanors.
since then 15 additional resolutions calling for his censure without
prejudice to impeachment were introduced and referred to the com-
mittee on the Judiciary more than two weeks prior to the commence-
ment of the Ford confirmation hearings, It is significant to note that
during the 92d Congess the committeo had also received a resolution
of impeachiment against the same President.

With the momentous tasks of both impeachment and confirmation
Infore it the Committee on the Judiciary had three alternatives. Tt
could defer consideration of the Ford nomination and proceed ahead
with its impeachment inquiry or it could consider both the nomina-
tion and the impeachment questions simultaneously as was suggested
by the nominee himself. And finally it could delay the impeachment
inquiry and consider the nomination first, Why did the House of
Representatives proceed first with the confirmation hearings? That
decision reflected an utter failure to grasp the real issue before us:
W hether it is more detrimental to the country to endure with a blight
an the presidency or to have a vacancy in the office of the vice presi-
dency. In my view, the most important issue confronting us today is
the need to resolve the crisis surrounding the presidency.

If this nomination is confirmed, the Congress would then, for the
first time in our history, set the stage for the possibility of havin
both an unelected President and an wunelected Vice President. If this
~oull oceur, the people will have been effectively disenfranchised
by n Pregident who was subsequently impenched for subverting the
«hwtoral process and then aided by an unwitting Congress which
fuiled to guard that electoral process and inadvertently played host to
its further subversion. ’

‘T'he legislative history of the 25th Amendment instructs us that the
most important renson for its passage was not to fill vacancies in the
Vico Presidency but to provide n constitutional mechanism to meet
the possibility of a disability in the office of the Presidency. Filling a
viewney in the Vice Presidency was only a sccondary eonsideration
and muny members supported amendments in the House to strike
ont section 2 of the 25th Amendment, which provides for the Presiden-
tinl nomination of a Vice President. To veplace a Vice President under
existing eivcumstances is far more detrimental to the country than to
huve no Vice President at all, :

The Committee on the Judiciary has expedited this nomination
¢iting nonexistent authovity in the 25th Amendment, The real renson,

of course, was to allay fearg that any delay would appear to constitute
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partisanship on the part of the Democratically controlled Congress,
On its Face. the 25th Amendment does not require the Congress to act
upon a Viee Presidential nomination within any specified time. In
fact, language which would have required Congress to act “immedi-
ately” was rejected during consideration of the amendinent. Similarly,
time limitations requiring the President and the Congress to act
within a specified number of days were rejected as unnecessary. Sen-
ator Bayh, one of the principal sponsors of the 25th Amendment, in
testimony presented before this Committee in 1964 shed some light on
this question when he said :

I feel as far as time limitation IQs) .+ « it would be better
to leave them out and trust the President and Congress to
use good judgment as to what would be reasonable.

"This statement is a clear indication that Congress has the flexibilit
to determine in its good judgment the cireumstances under which 1t

will or will not act upon a nomination. Although the possibility of |

dual vacancies in the Presidency and the Vice Presidency due to im-
peachment was not a consideration during the passage of the 25th
Amendment, the Congress realized in its inscrutable wisdom—just
as the framers of the Constitution realized—that the test of an effec-
tive law is whether it can meet the exigencies of its time. Certainly in

this case the 25th Amendment provides us with the necessary flexi-

bility to insure that the right of the people to elect their President is
not mfringed.

Those who have urged the committee and the Congress to expedite
the confirmation proeess do not perceive that what this country needs
most urgently under existing circumstances, where the President may
be impeached, is not an appointed Vice President, but a special election
law which would provide us with the necessary authority to give the
people the opportunity to elect their President. This i the most non-
partisan action which the Congress could possibly take at this time
since it wounld dispel any thoughts that the Democratically controlled
Congress is deferring the consideration of the Vice-Presidential nomi-
nation in order to bring into effect provisions of the Presidential Suc-
cession Act of 1947, which would elevate the Speaker of the House to
the Presidency.

A number of legislative proposals have been introduced in the Con-
gress to provide for a special election in the event of dual vacancies in
the Presidency and the %ice Presidency. This country has been without
a Vice I'regident on 16 occasions amounting to 36 years or almost 20
pereent of our history, During 155 years of our histovy from 1072
until 1047, with the passage of the last Presidentinl Succession Act; the
laws of the United States provided for a special election in the event
of dual vacancies in the office of President and Vice President.

The decision to proceed with this nomination, then, was made de-
spito the fact that neither the Constitution nor reason required us to
do so especlally in light of the mounting evidence against the Presi-
dent which made his impeachinent or resignation from office n more
than likely occurrence, A possibility noted by members of the commit-
tee during the conrse of the hearings. By Navember 15, the Committes
on the Judiciavy hag received over 124,000 communications ealling for

impeachment, more mail thun it hag ever received on u single gubjects

e tation policien bocause they nre the kind that he

At the tune of the filing ol this report that figure is now in excess
CraLndo letters or telegrams,
W hat criteria should a Member of Congress, voting on the confirnia-
of a nominee to the Vice Presidency use in deciding how to vote.
I Pigsident of the United States has gratuitously l(ﬁd us what he
ght the eriteria should be: The nominee has suggested a standard:
' hstinguished chairman of this committee and any number of
anbers have also suggested different tests.
In the cowrse of the hearings distinctions were made between the
responsibilitics that attend a Vice Presidential confirmation ns op-
peeanl to the responsibilities connceted with a Senate vote to give

- “advico und consent.” There was repeated discussion sbout the sur-

togate nature of this vote. Kmphasis was repeatedly made about the

utrogate nadure of this vote. Although ultimately each Member is
ntitled (o his own view on the subject, I argue that a Member of
Congress has an obligation o vote against a nominee solely on the
grounds that the noninee holds views or has a philosophy which, if
fin I ought (o that high oflice, would in the Representative’s judg-
cwnt be wnsatisbactory or harmful to the Nation as a whole. This
tst, this exercise of judgment ought to prevail, notwithstanding any
political mandate expressed in recent elections or even in what the
{g»lls may currently reflect, for each Member is elected to represent
ts constituency and to vote in the national interest. Unfortunately,
for some this means that they must, under this definition of their
i pousibilities in oflice, function more thun human polling devices
neacting antomatically to the latest soundings, real or imagined, in
their districts or States. s

In the instant case Mr. Ford’s overview on life as reflected in his
tohtical attitude and specifically in his voting record leaves no alter-
native in these times But to oppose his nomination. Nothing then

~ould be more absurd than to label opposition to the nominee based
on hin legislative record as partisan.

It i my view that the voting record which reveals the underlying
hilosaphy of the nominee in the great areas of civil rights and human
whts fndieates continuing insensitivity to the critical needs of the
Vwwerican people, and hat, therefore, his confirmation as Viee Prosi-

bt would be detrimental to the country. The policies of this admin-

sttation ws supported by the nominee, purticulnily in the avea of civil
rights, have tlu-uutgned the l)rogress which this country has witnessed
e the prsuge of the Civil Rights Act of 1004 and the Voting Rights
Vet of 106D, "The nominee has found it ensy to go nlong with admin-
: | : Jins supported
Huvnghout hig rongressional eareer in opposing civil rights legislation.

During my nine yenrs in the Congress, I have had the disheartening
“prortanity to become fully familine with the position of Gerald
Ferd on the eritical issues canfronting this country, On the issues of
ool vights und limen vights, the nomineo and 1 Jiave never found
ourrelvey supporting the same gouls, I know his record well and 1 did
ted Juagy e to puticipate in six days of hearings to be any further en-
sl tengd, The nomines’s position’on these jssnes have not changed and
fn i testimony during the eonrso of onr hawrings, ho had made it
gi:alu thut he does not intend to changs. Although some members of
the committes expressed optimism over this prospect that in the light
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of past vice presidents and I’residents who have changed their views

when they have assumed the responsibility of a higher office, I cannot

support this or any other nomince based on so faint a hope.
Since the nominee was elected in 1949, there has been no single issue

confronting the Congress more critical to the welfare of the United

States than securing equality under the Constitution for all people.

Later in his career as minority leader, he was in a unique position to

lend leadership to this issue which unquestionably should transcend
partisan politics and political expediency. However, despite the fact
that he is a northern representative without the constituent pressures
that cxist elsewhere, he refused to lend his support to civil rights leg-
islation for which some of his Republican colleagues vigorously
supported.

T'here has been convincing testimony to the effect that the nominec’s
record is one of seeking to gut every major piece of civil rights legis-
lation during the critical and precipitous stages before the final vote.
Then, when it became apparent that efforts to stop this legislation were
futile, the nominee would cast his vote for final passage. Votes on final
passage are not very instructive, as every Congressman knows, and
can be cited deceptively to bolster a poor civil rights record as some
members of this committee attempted to do in defense of the nominee.
During the committee’s hearings, Congresswoman Barbara Jordan

most appropriately characterized the nominee’s civil rights voting

record as trying to stall a train as long as possible and jumping on
when the train is moving and there is nothing left to do.

Although the nominee’s civil rights record is apparent not only to’

me, but to just about everyone in the Congress; he attempted to defend
it as being a good record. Indeed the nominee can point with })ridu
to only two instances in which he supported civil rights related legis-
lation out of the numerous proposals that have come before the Con-
gress—the Anti-Poll Tax Amendment of 1949 and the Philadelphia

Plan. -

In the arca of human rights—housing, education, medical care, legal

services, and labor—the nominee has displayed no less a disregard
for the true critical needs of the majority of the citizens of this coun-
tvy. His record shows that he has consistently opposed programs which
would provide assistance in helping to solve the problems of disad-
vantaged people. He has opposed food stamps, legal services, child
care, minimnm wages, education, medicare, the Office of Kconomic
Opportunity, public housing, public works programs and rent sub-
sidies, These programs are critical to the majority of the people of my
district, both black and white, who have not been fortunate enough to
be amnong the favored people of this administration. '
The nominee has proven beyond a doubt that he is a loyal supporter
of the President with fow ideas of his own., There is no veason tr

believe, by virtue of the testimony that he presented before this com-

mittee, that he has any intention of prodding this ndministration te
enforce the civil rights lnws or be more sensitive to human rights, Tl
administration’s record has been poor and the confirmation of Gerald
Ford as Vice President paints, in my mind, a very bleak picture fo
both civil rights and human rights in the ensuing years,

During his congressional career, the nominee has been recognize
for fiercely partisan loyalties to the President and to his party. Whik

&l i
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I find nothing wrong with having strong loyalties, there is an extreme
t«; w hich they can be carried asevidenced by the unfolding disclosures
' '«.lm'muul activity spawned in the administration in the name of
oyalty Tm'"l na;pm;all secum};y. The nominee’s partisanship on several
oeeasiofis, particularly in the case of his impo: i igati
olfs, parti Qs deachment investic
of Justice William O, Douglas, his work on t!he Warren Commti’sttiggl
:'.ml lut:-} rolIeI in the unclc;nstltutmnal exclusion of Adam Clayton Powe]’
rom the Ilouse, reached extremes which, I beli is vi
. remes sy 1 believe, made his
:‘I'xxtl‘:;l;;',szggi ;ot ]t he Congress.tgn m;;l view, these examples are more Ziiﬁs
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AMMthongh 1 would not condenim Gerald Ford for the kind of p_t‘O[lﬂ('
he vhooses 1o associate with, I am deeply coneerned with his judg-
ment in this respeet should he become President and he in the position
to shape the Federal Government in the image of his ascociates.
During his confirmation hearing, the nominee was closely assisted
by William C. Cramer, a former Congressman and arch foe of civil
rights legislation during his career. My, Cramer has been at the center

of several controversies involving illegnl political activity in Florida. .
The record of the committee’s hearing shows that the nominee stated

that he “would have no hesitancy to recommend his (William C.

Cramer) appointment to any job in the administration.” I am not -

prejudging either Mr. Cramer or the nomince. However, I do wish
the record to clearly show that I have strong reservations with respect
to the kind of people the nominece may bring into public office if he
is confirmed.

FRBI Report

One of my most strenuous objections to the confirmation of Gerald -

Ford is based upon the deeision of the Department of Justice to release
its 1,700 page I'BI report to only eight members of this committee. It
is my opinion that every member of the committee who wished to read

this report should have had access to it in order to intelligently vote

on the nomination before us. During the course of the hearings, I con-
tinuously emphasized the necessity for me, in particular, to have
access to the FBI report. The Chairman, on the second day of our hear-
ings, requested it from the Justice Department on my behalf, but was
refused. Although the Chairman made every effort to secure access
to this report for all committee members, and specifically for myself,

I strongly believe that the cominittee should have issued a subpena:

for this document. In fairness, I wish to note that the nominee sup-
ported complete access to the BT report to all members of the
committed,

Without having seen the I'B1 report, 1 can reach no conclusions

ag to its contents or completeness since I am unable to determine

whether the I'BT carefully sifted all of the relevant evidenee, whether
cach investigator thrust himself into the inner sanctums of (Glerald
Ford’s personal transactions during his career, und whether they thor-
oughly followed up all leads bearing on serious allegations made
against the nominee during the conrse of our hearings. T cannot rest
my Faith as fo these issues upon the evaluations of this report made by
some of my colleagues. Although 1 fully respect their opinions, |
have the duty and the regponsibility, to myself and to my constitu:
ents, to see and evaluate all of the evidence adduced for theso confirma-
tion hearings by the F.B.1. and other sources and attach to it my own
independent. conclusions, VWithont this oyidence, T ean veach no con-

clusions with respeet to allegntions made during the course of our

hearings impngning the integrity of Gerald Ford. And T cannot givi.

the nominee the lienclit of any presnmptions whieh is what, in effeet.
my colleagues, who voted to recommend his confirmation by the TTonse
have undoubtedly done,

Finally, the confirmation of Gerald Ford as vice prosident may b
nnconstitutional under the emoluments elanse of the constitution (ar
ticle 1, section 6, clause 2). That section provides;

4]

No Senator or Representative s bali durine bre tinne £
w s elected, he appointed (o an, il shifie 4 |€
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tn f):-'tul;.m: 24.. 1973, during the current term of the nowinee, Public
Law 93-136, which inereased retivement annuity benetits of ]*‘ol al
mployees including the Vice President, became Jaw. This ]wvisl-(f'hl
appears to be an emolument consistent with the meaning of t] .(l:nm
stitution and therefore raises serious questions as tn&whotllg- (t)ln:
:;"il-:m:?:s? eligible to nssume]the Viee Presidency. Legal preccd::x:ts olx({
18 question are meager and substantial disnereement ns fo i
nition of certain terms within the anmndll;ltf;ﬁi(gll'li)t(i:f;Iu:'ont)htils:ei dchr-
exists in the legal community. This issue was not considered d s:.;.m::
the course of the committee’s hearings which I believe to be ~l cous
deficiency in the record since this issue alone could ('lisqua]if; (g:(lzl::}lj

Ford for the Vice Presiden i i isi
e ek Conp s cy, notwithstanding any decision made by

Jorx Coxvens, Jr.
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SEPARATE AND DISSENTING VIEWS OF CONGRESSMAN
JEROME R. WALDIE ON THE CONFIRMATION OF
GERALD R. FORD .

In deciding that my responsibility as a Member of Congress under
the 25th Amendment will be best fullilled by casting my vote against
the confirmation of Gerald Ford as Vice-President, I do so expressing
no reservations as to the honesty of the nominee or his personal integ-
rity. Indeed, those attributes ure supervior and clearly demonstrated
in Giernld Ford’s case. And it is depressingly true that attributes of
honesty and personal integrity have been too rarely discernible in
appointees of President Nixon in the past and their presence in this
nominee makes them even more compelling than would normally be
the case.

But we, as 535 Members of Congress, are exercising a unique and
iniportant responsibility under the 25th Amendment. We are perform-
ing u function heretofore reserved for the American people at a Presi-
dential election. We are, in fact, selecting a President though his im-
medinte title and duties are those of Vice-President. We would be
doing such if in fact the Presidency was discernibly secure and sue-
vession was remote. We arve particularly doing so when the Presidency
i» insecure and succession is probable, not possible, as is the instant case.

I believe there are no clearly defined limits dictating the bounds to
our discretion in confirming or rejecting Gerald Ford. The primary
~tandard to be met is the conviction in each of our minds that Gerald
Ford would perform the enormous and the unique responsibilities of
the I’residency capably and effectively. '

That responsibility in this era is a particularly difficult one. When
succession to the Nixon Presidency occurs, the person succeeding will
coufront a shambles that has never been equalled in any previous
I"tesidential succession, Nixon will have left the Executive Branch
wachinery in complete chaos and disarray; the confidence of the
prople that normally is willingly and earnestly extended to a Presi-
sdential successor will be absent and not transferrable with ease to
Nixon's successor. The domestic problems of America have been so

“weplected and mishandled that their severity will try the most able
and competent of successors, The foreign affairs of Amerien continue
to be fragile and dangerous and their stability will be dependent on
the suecession of a person skillful nnd oxperienced in foreign affairs,

Iu short, the times are unique in every way, We are performing n
re-ponsibility novmally performed by the American people at the poll-
ing booth, We are exercising that duty at o time when the individual
-'l!' ctedd will confront the most awesome and diffieult of problems and
Haligrers,

Would Gerald Ford be able to competently and effectively restore

tahility to a shattered Executive Branch; confront the awesome
thunestic problems of inflation, energy, rationing, unemployment, civil
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disorder, and need for peind veconeibiation s maintain stability i om
foreign poliey ; and obtain the necessaey confidence of the Peaple to
accomplish these tasks? ‘

I believe hie cannot meet those demanding eviterina T believe thongh

he remaing & model of a decent and honest man, he has not demoy

strated in either his past record or his present attitudes the eapacity .

required to govern this nation at this time. That does no reflect o
Gerald Ford. Few people would meet such standards. But these peapl
do exist and can be considered. T name only a few as illustrative of the
type of Republican nominee we shonld be considering: Richardson,
Scranton or Rockefeller. y

The most compelling evidence of this “lack of capacity” to gover

this nation is demonstrated in the account of his effort to impeach
- Justice Douglas of the U.S. Supreme Court. b

That effort demonstrates Gerald Ford’s adherence to the philosophy
of the Nixon administration that has been most damaging to Ameries,
namely, his lack of sensitivity to and respect for the rule of law.

Even as the Nixon administration has time and time again acted
in accord with a contempt for the applicability of the rule of law to the
President or to his associates, so did Gerald Ford in his attempt to im-
peach Douglas. ¢ 2

Tiven as the Nixon administration has time and time again sought
to use the instruments of justice for narrow political objectives so did
Gerald Ford in his attempt to impeach Douglas. -

Even as the Nixon Administration has treated the Separation of
Powers Doctrine with contempt when that Doctrine interfered with
any of its goals, so did Gerald Ford in his attempt to impeach Douglas.

dven as the Nixon Administration has sought to compromise the
independence of the Judicial Branch, so did Gerald Ford in his at-
tempt to impeach Douglas.’ ' :

Tn examining the role of Gerald Ford in the attempted impeachment
of Douglas, the conclusion is inescapable that he acted as a handmaiden
for the Nixon Administration; that his motivation in advocating im-
peachment of Douglas had little to do with an honest belief that Doug-
Jas in fact had committed impeachable offenses.

Gerald Ford “surfaced” on the Douglas immpeachment a short time
after the Senate rejected Judge Haynsworth as a Nixon nominee te
the Supreme Court. Though the precise time is in dispute becaus
of Gerald Ford’s inability to specifically recollect, there seems litth
doubt that Iford called Attorney General Mitchell shortly thereafte
and asked that “the full resources of the Department of Justice” Ir
placed at his disposal to impeach Douglas. Mitchell willingly com:
plied and within a few days, as he had promised, sent his assistant
Will Wilson, to Ford’s office. Wilson provided Ford with unsubstanti
ated data allegedly concerning Donglas’ association with erimind
elements, It is gdmitted by Ford that the information was providel
secretly and anonymously by Wilson and that the role of the Depant
ment of Justice m this sordid exercige was purposefully eonceale
and only came to light during examination of the nominee in the re
cent confirmation hearings. It is not clear, but it seems probable tha
-the information provided was from FBI confidential files,

TR em——

Pord nsed this data precisely as provided dowy to the last ervor in
\pril 15, 1970, speech setting forth the reasons he was seeking the
peachiment (.!f Douglas. l
But. it is of interest that this speech was not delivered for u number
wuths dfter the data was provided by the Department of Justice.
wreason for the delay from December of 1969 to April 15 of 1970

v apparent: Mr. Carswell was then being considered by the Senate
f confirmation to the Supreme Court. It is reasonable to believe
Ford held up his further action against Douglas at the request of Pres-
tdent Nixon who believed it might result in jeopardizing Carswell.
But when Carswell was rejected by the Senate on April 8, Ford im-
tedintely delivered his April 15 speech demanding in retaliation the
nnf_n-n(-lmu-.nt of Douglas. ‘

“ord, then, used the Department of Justice for political purposes
i secretly seeking and obtaining confidential information to politicall y
attuek a Unite(} States Supreme Court justice.

He used the impeachment process, not. to seek impeachment, but to
prsure the Senate to confirm Carswell, in the first instance, and re-
talinte against the Senate for the rejection of Haynsworth, in the last
mstance,

He timed his actions in this entire incident in response to the diree-
ll 0 '"lr t :ne White Iouse in order to meet the political needs of the

"testdent, :

All this has a too familiar ring. We have had enough of abuse of
the rule of law; we have had enough of attempts to politicize the
metruments of justice in this land.

Gierald Ford has demonstrated a willingness to justify the means
he uses by the ends he sought in the Douglas matter.

e exhibits an unacceptable lack of sensitivity to or belief in the
rule of law.,

He does not deserve confirmation.

Jrromr R. Warnie.




SEPARAVTE VIEWS OF REPRESENTATIVE JOLIN . =K
’ BERLING

This is a troublesonme nomination. We have it before us for no other
reason than that the previous occupant of the office resigned npon heing
convicted of a felony, in consequence of which millions of Americans
who had listened for years to the former Vice President’s partisan
speeches and moralistic lectures now feel betrayed and millions more
huve bueeome utterly eynical about the political process.

Unfortunately, that is but a small facet of the unprecedented crisis
of leadership facing this nation. The publie’s faith in the moral mteg-
rity of the President has been shattered, and the actions of the Presi-
dent have cast grave doubt on his own fidelity to the rule of luw and
the principles of the Constitution. At a time of serious cconomic evisis,
in t‘m wuke of the nation’s divisive involvement in its longest war,
the Presidency has been crippled as a source of effective leadership
and national rennifieation.

1 do not question the right of the President, under the 25th Amend-
‘ment, to nominate a member of his own party. Nor do I think that the
(‘ongress should reject the nominee for partisan reasons or solely be-
enuxe his political philosophy differs from that of the Congressional
majority. ]Bnt surely the members of Congress. acting here as substi-
ttes for the voters of the nation, have a right, indeed a duty, to exer-
cise their best judgment as to whether the nomination will serve the
mo<t urgent needs of the country. ‘

At this point in our national life, we desperately need as Viee Pres-
ident someone who is eminently capable of assuming, if need be, the
burdens of the Presidency and whao, in that role, can restore the faith
of the nation in the integrity, ability, impartiality and compassion of
itw top leaders. Against these standards, the nonnnation of Gerald R.
Ford is disappointing and leaves many doubts and unanswered ques-
tinns,

Hupnpily, there appears to be no significant donbt as to My, Ford’s
(= rrunal honesty, I%é was open and candid in responding to the Com-
mittee™ requests for information and in answering Members® (nes-
tieny, This 18 not to say that all of his answers on policy matters were
revpansive or that he did not at times evade issues,

Unhappily, by his own candid admission, My, Ford makes a distine-
tiog between personal honesty and ofticial honesty, In response to a
«Ymtieu as to whether the President should ever lie to Congress or to
the American people, My, Ford stated that it might be necessary, in
extruondinary circumstances, for the President to “bhne™ the truth or
suthorize 2 “temporary lie.”

Faqually disturbing is the fact that, in his reference to the Water-
gate episode, which he yepeatediy critivized as “stupid,” My, Ford
never indicated any concern over the moral or athical breakdown which

stergate represents and which ig veally its most serious aspect, At
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the very least. this raises aoguestion as to possible insensitivity on his
part to the ethical requirements of our politieal systen. s
M. Ford is obviously a person of considerable ability as a politician
and legislator. or he would not have heen chosen or retained as the
Minority Leader in the THouse for many years. He has the respect of
hoth Republican and Democratic colleagues. Unquestionably his back-
- ground would be of immense benefit in working with Congress, should
he become President, Equally beneficial would be his evident opennes-
and acceseibility to Members of Congress, a practice which he pledged
to continue as Vice President and if he should become President.

Tnfortunately, Mr, Ford has had no significant executive experi.

ence, 1Tis publie life has been limited to the TTouse of Representatives,
This cmd(i prove to be a serious deficiency if he were to be elevated to
the Presidency in these times of crisis. Similarly, his actual experience
in diplomatic or international affairs is quite limited.

The kind of leadership requived of a ITouse Minority Leader is cer-
tainly not comparable to that requived of a President, My, Ford’s role
as Minority Leader seems to have been primarily one of parliamentary
waneuvering and aeting as linison with the White ITouse—that is, exe-
culing basie poliey decisions, not making them,

In the area of partisanship, we reach one of Mr. Ford’s most serious
dranwhaeks, His entive political caveer appears to have been one of
ageressive partisanship, particularly since he became Minority Leader.
While this is 2 novmal aspect of political life, certainly there are many
outstanding Republican leaders. both in and out of Congress, who have
a far less partisan record and image than Gerald Ford and who, there-
fore, could, if confirmed as Vice President, far better commence the
work of restoring national unity.

Mr. TPord’s partisan reflexes led him in 1970 to make a savage attack
on Supreme Court Justice William O. Douglas, Especially disturbing
was .\}x'. Ford’s use of the Department of Justice to supply him sur-
reptitiously with information and (as it tuimed out) misinformation
for his highly partisan attack. ITis action in displaying nude magazine
photographs Lefore the Committee and the television cameras during
diseussion of his charges of impropriety by Justice Donglas was itself
anact of impropriety which was unealled for and revealed a disturbing
insensitivity as to the level of conduet the public has a right to expect
from a nominee for the Viece Presidency. :

Also disturbing was Mr. Ford’s characterization of liberal Demo
crats as “dangerous to oue way of 1ife,” As Viee President or President
desiring to hridge the divisions in our national life, Mr. Ford would
have to go to unaccustomed lengths to overcome his past image of
intense partisanship and to demonstrate that he does, in fI:lct, accept th
Tegitimaey of diverse politieal beliefs and peaceful dissent.

In termis of compassion and concern for human needs, Mr, Ford:
record is 2 mixed one, On Jegislation to protect minorities and poor
people. it is weak indeed. e professed to feel strongly about the need
to reorder our national priovities and stated he had voted for even
inerense in Social Seenrity payments, Yet he has also voted for even
defense nuthorization and appropriations bill and resisted efforts t

eut such bills on the floor of the Iouse, Mr, Ford deelined to indieatt

that he had learned any basic lessons from our tragic and costly in
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..l\m!wm n the war in Vietnam and said he still does not think the
Byeetives of that involvement were wrone, e did concede lh:\lt mn
o future we should be “very yestrained in the connnitient of any
Cos nlitary personnel for o coniha purpose.™ While this s highl:
cnidable, 1t must also he readd against his recent 4)|)l)liiili(;ll l(')‘thlo
Var Powers Act and his efforts to prevent the overvidine of the Pres
watsvetoof that Aet. " >
What all this adds up to is that, despite the evident talents and
<l personal qualities found in My, Ford, there appear to be serious
uncertainties us to his ability to fulfill some of the most urgent require
wents of the oflice for which e has been nominated. = g
_Unfortunately, the 25th Amendment provides no procedure for the
Congress to seek out or test alternative candidates for the Vice Prosi-
ddeney. The procedure provided is supposed to be » substitute for a na-
tionul election, yet, unlike an election, there are no alternative choices
Sinee there is no other choice and the nominee is an esteemed col-
lewgeue of those who are voting on his nomination, the 25th Amend- -
nwnt presents us with a “stacked deck,” : L aiomy
Fhe instant woceeding has already brought out sufficient flaws in
the 23th Amen ment to justify a new search for a hotter way to handle
the problem of Presidential succession, Such a search should inelude
.-lms:«lm_'uhon s tot whether ilt Is necessary even to have a Viee ]’r;q-
tent, sinee, except as a replace “the President, it is : ;
b I Placement for the President. it is an un-
However, at the moment the ITouse has no choice hut to vote for or
azninst the hommation of Gernld R. Ford to be Vice President of the
Unitedd States, The motion presented to the Committee wuas to recom-
mend that the Iouse approve the nomination. I was concerned that a
vate for the motion could be construed as supporting the iloxlxiant}()l;
=imething 1 was not prepared to do. IHowever A vote a«rninét the
:’ ::'l ::::1 :i:):lld be construed as an effort to prevent the Honse from vot-
' 1 v 3
. ml«lin"ly, : ‘cl):géx(ia‘%ﬁg?gftlnng I was also not prepared to do. Ae-
will cast my vote in t ouse in light of t i
4w G iln“v] ‘z:)ist(ml-nfthﬁll I(')u::e - hg].l‘l o’f' the considerations out-
p 1 Turther careful veflection as to what action
swemstobe in the best interests of the country., e
Joux F. Spmernixe
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SUPPLEMENTAL VIEWS OF CONGRESSMAN ROBERT F.
DRINAN

The 2ith Amendment confers upon members of the House of Rep-
resentutives a power unique in all of American history. The members of
the House are mandated to conduct an eleetion in which the House is
» virtual partner with the President in the approval of a Vice Presi-
dent. The President’s designation of Congressman Gerald Ford us
Viee President raises no presumption that the Congress should contirm
him. The rights of the Iouse under the 256th Amendment are similur
to the rights which the House has under the 12th Amendment to the
Constitution which empowers the IHouse to conduct an election in the
event that the electors after a Presidential election do not present a
candidate for President with a majority of the votes of the electors:

In my view, the 25th Amendment, by including the House of Rep-
resentutives among those who will share in the appointment of u Vice
President, intends that the members of the House reflect the viewpoints
of their constituencies in their vote for or against confirmation of a
I'resident’s nominee for the oftice of Vice President.

Senntor Birch Bayh, the principal architect of the 25th Amendment,
stated well the purpose of this amendment during debate on this
question on February 19, 1965. Senator Bayh stated that:

. .+ by combining both Presidential and Congressional ae-
tion we were doing two things. We were guaranteeing that
the President would have a man with whom he could work.
We avere also guaranteeing to the people the vight to make
that decision.” | Emphasis supplied. ]

The framers of the 25th Amendment did not intend to exclude cou-
<wderation of the political ideology of the nominee, nor did they think
that Memhers of Congress should be requived to set aside partisan dif-
froenees of viewpoints as ivrelevant or immaterinl, Indeed, the history
uf the nmendment demonstrates that the requivement of sepurate ap-
proval by enach branch of government means that the mere appoint-
ment by the Iresident was not to be as inexorably determinative and
s nnreowly assailable as would be the case in appointing, for instance,
a Mecretary of Commeree, :

Representative Seymour Ialpern, in discussing Section 2 of the
Canstitutional Amendment at the time of its adoption, stated: “Sce-
L 2 wlso provides that the people, indirectly, through their chosen
representatives, shall have a proper voice in the process,” Then-Repre-
sentative und now Senator Mathias deseribed the confirmation process
us “an election by the Members of Congress” and “the nearest thing to
s [nll-fledged nationn} election,” Similarly, Representative Fugua, who
testified before the Judiciary Committee, stated quite clearly: “. , .
I [here is provided in Section 2 the possibility that Congress does have
the right—whether they exercise this right or not—to confirm the nom-
tee of the President, Tf we want to be a rubber stamp, that is our priv-
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bt not 1o be w rabber stamp” Tevein Ties
confirmation provess. )
onsent” to the nownination

tlege, hut we do hanve the s
the unique role of the House in the
While the Senate gives its “adviee and ¢
and appointment of officers and Judges, the
that the President shall nominate @\ 1ce
upon confirmation by a majority vote of both Iouses. The distinetion
lies in the difference between the
the “confirmation” function. At least one proposed amendment (1[.J.
Res. 143), introduced by Congressman Shriver of Kansas, provided
that in the event of a vacancy, the President shall appoint a Vi
President with the advice and consent of the Houses of Congress. The
Language, which had the support of the' New York State Bar Asse
ciation, was not accepted. It is clear that the two processes are distin
and that the confirmation process is necessarily more comprehensive.
'The confirmation process is at the very least, the process o voting on
the nominee of the President. Voting inyokes by .connotation all the
clements of free choice and democratie prineiples upon which our Con
stitution is based. The Congress by its nature has delegated power and
that power is representative of, 1f not derived from, the competing
interests in our society. The Congress represents the interests of bust-
nesg, labor, agricultural, civie, patriotic and welfare groups, to nane
but a few. It is nowhere clse in our government required that thes
interests satisfy themselves with the competence only, and that the
ideology of, the Vice President. Indecd, if Congress were to pass only
on the “competence” of Gerald Ford, and his ability to get.along with
the President, it would have no function diffcrent from that of the
Executive. .

Senator Bayh stated at the time of the adoption of the amendment.
“The President already has the power to nominate many excentiv
officers and the Senate of the United States has the power to ratify.
to confirm, to advise and consent, or not to, and we are giving him the
same power in bringing in the House of Representatives as the mod
populous and most reprosentative power of the Congress. These shal
have the final power of clection after the President has nominated
the Vice President.” Then-Attorney General Katzenbach in his pre
pared testimony before the Touse Judiciary Committee, stated tha
“Pyrticipation by Congress should help to ensure that the perso
selected wonld be broudi!y acceptable to the people of the nation,”

The 25th Amendment sets up a procedure where for the firat tim
the Vice President is not elected, but vather the choice is in the hand:
of the Prosident, It was surely not the intent of this Amendment tha
demacratie prineiples be abrogated, but instend the confirmation proc
oss must be thought to he as election-like us possible to pregerve thes
democratic principles, As Representative Halpern stated, “Section .
also provides that the people, indirectly, through their chosen repre
contatives, shall have a proper voice in the process.”

I believe that the people have o right to choose the Vice Dresider
by means of an election in the Tonse of Represent
of Representatives cun hest ropresent the wishes of the people, and
nceordingly, is the proper l)oxly to have such an election of a Vie
President upon the nomination by a President,

As the surrogate of the 476,000 peaple of the Fourth Congrossion
District of Massachusetts 1 deem it my right and duty to vote agains

he anmBrrmntion of Corald Ford. Thice reasons justify in my juds

¥V

2ath Amendment provides
President who takes oflice |

sadvice and consent” function and.

atives, The Hous -

a3

ment this deecision: one, the priovities of Mre. Ford are neither miue
vor those of my constitnents: two. Mr. Ford's attemipted impeadhs
m;-nt_uf Mr. Justice Douglas in 1970 leaves unvesolved hmdmlwm{"al

westions about. Congressman Ford's attitudes towards Ameriean in?
‘tntions of government; three, Mr. Ford’s ambiguous position with
foapeet to seerecy In government is unacceptable,

: I.. Coxonessyan Forn’s Liserstarive Prionities

(ongressman Ford opposed the creation of the food stamp pro,
. Cong ! : ‘ rogra
|n'!9.u, tlée estubhslm‘xcntgot the Oflice of Economic Ol)golz-tuﬁiés:;;
anti-poverty program in 1964 and the creation of the Medicar Pro-
grmm for the t'ldegly in 1965. e e

Congressman Ford voted against Federal aid to public scl i
1065 utnd '119(159.'t1'1e’ .}rote{l against rent subsidy prIt))gmms i:? 0113(51;)l
aninst model cities’ funds in 1967 and agains ild Care Con-
frrence Report in 1971, T e

(‘ongressman Ford has an equally negative record on envi

g . B environmental

e, ‘lle op(posed Federal aid to states to prevent water pollution
in 1956 and 1960 and opposed efforts to strengthen the Federal Water
lul.hmmx Control Act of 1972. The League of Conservation Voters
;l:::: ;- M. Ford a 23 percent rating in 1972 and a 17 percent rating in
tig IR 3 3 . ‘

‘The only area in which Congressman Ford has consistently sup-

-ported generous Federal spending is that of the military. He has al-

ways opposed even modest efforts to diminish militar ing
: lfnl tl;p area of civil rights the legislative priorities o¥ ?le)(:gg:!sq;mm
”::'nw(‘ {if_ex' u]l)post totally from everything that I know concerning
el i"nll‘ which my constituents view questions of civil rights. In
i M. Ford voted to mangle the Voting Rights Act. In 1966 he
voted to delete fair housing provisions from a proposed law. If the
'plmiv‘: :"llu gf ax:li"tlForfd _l}ad been supported by Congress the voting
m:('ﬂ'm-tive i 1t(his ;(;m::u housing legislation would be substantially
‘ongressman Ford has consistently voted in favor of a \ ;
ln'\: which would prevent pupil trar):sportatim to accf)m?){isg: Od%(;ie;}
:x‘ .g;::l'n;:: ‘t)lre ,t‘(; lt.?gugft iruc-ml %lefnlii.nce. On October 10, 1973 Mr. Ford
. ; zens of th  Distr i
! u.l"l tghtlti) L:'otes for their own iga;;ﬁoly s
Mt would be encouraging to think that Mr. Ford as Vice Presi
W‘l"r :H"l“llo'”‘t l'nlghtf alter his position and be more res onsivel-fglgie\’r}%
Horias fl'l.s,» W l'llt:}, of course, the pattern of Lyndon Johnson who as a
lix:!;H A r'iolmt' exag felt pqhtxc;ally constrained to vote agninst civil
£ o ;.fa; ? ion, In Mr, Ford’s congressional district, however, the
i ol it‘ :» o. : )f«l‘cks throu Oh all-of his 2 yenrs 08 a member of Congress
s v l;I;u tl ln om 7 to 12 percent, Irom personnl t}ucstioniug of Mr.
~fﬂl'!lllmilflb' 1?01nt. in the Judiciary Committee hearings I cannot
e 3 1_eport that there is any indication that he would take
. ('a irmative attitude towards civil rights logislation if he were
a.i # Congressman from Grand Rapids, Michigan,
i the uren of civil liberties the priorvities of Mr, Ford do not ap-
{ ':'!”N: be re]vm;cllt}ble with mine or with those of the citizens of nIly
I esional district. Mr. Ford has frequently criticized anti-war
sonstrators and praised Federal lasw enforcement officials for
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their handling of the 1971 May Day demonstrators—even though the

12,000 convietions obtained by the police on that on that occasion wer
set aside by the Federal courts in Washington, Mr. Ford has voiced
support for preventive detention and for legal provisions to cut off
Federal aid to any disruptive college students recelving such as
sistance, ' e

On the right to migrate Congressman Ford is also unsatisfactory.

He is opposed to the Jackson-Vanik-Mills amendment which would
give to Russia the status of a most favored nation only if that coun

.

try allowed Soviet Jews and other Russian citizens to migrate accord:
ing to their desires to other nations. : ]
In view of the fact that I vote as a surrogate or a representative

of my constituents I feel that it is clear that I cannot cast a ballat -

for a man with the legislative and political priorities which Con
gressman Ford has demonstrated with remarkable consistency sinc
he came to the Congress in 1948.

IT. ConcressMAN Korp’s ArreMmpr 1o IMPEACH JUSTICE Douacra

The speech which Congressman Ford gave on April 15, 1970 on the
floor of the House seems to be inconsistent with the carefulness and
congistency which characterize all his other actions. It seems strange
and shocking to have the Minority Leader of the House of Representa-
tives try to associate Justice Douglas with gamblers and with “revol
tionaries”. Substantinl evidence emerged in the hearings before the
Judiciary Committee that it was the Department of Justice that fur-
- nished the allegations which Congressman Ford repeated about Jus
tice Douglas. Congressman Ford has conceded. that he spoke to the
then Attorney General Mr. John Mitchell about his desire to move
for impeachment of Justice Douglas. Mr. Mitchell directed Mr. Will
Wilson, then Deputy Attorney General, to bring to Congressman Ford

allegations about Justice Douglas which Mr. Ford reiterated with

little or no critical evaluation. . ,

Some may contend that Congressman Ford may simply have made
a mistake of judgment in this matter. Since, however, Mr. Ford in
cffect assaulted the independence of the Judiciary by his attempts at
impeachment his conduct with respect to this matter must in my judg

ment. be deemed to be a most serious disqualification for the office to.

which he has been nominated,

I11, SecrEcY 1IN GOVERNMENT

If there is any one reason for the alienation of the American people
from those who govern them it is the pervasiveness of secrecy in a gov-
ernment which has as its most fundamental dogma that it must govern
hy the llweo le and of the people and for the people, .

Gerald Ford was one of the 14 members of Congress who was in-
formed of the 3630 B-52 raids conducted clandestinely over Cambodis
during the 14 months priar to April 80, 1970, On that day President
Nixon announced the-gﬁ-mmd invasion of Cambodia by U1.8, forces.
After the super secret bombing became accidentally known in July,
1073, Congressiman Ford confitined that he had been briefed about the
homfnng. Tnder questlonix}‘g Ly me in the House Judiciary Committee

Lnonina Olanmvncoman Bnrd doniad anvthine wrane in hig ecomnlicity

| vote agninst his nomination since this is not the man-that

- wereey which

)

ple of the United States the fact that the United States had bombed a
neutral country without the knowledge or consent of the Congresé: |
indicated to M. Ford in the confirmation hearings that in my judy-
ment what he was defending was in fact an impeachable offense. Al
Ford sought to justify the clandestine bombing by the assertion that
Cambodia was a sanctuary from which supplies were being made avail-
able to North Vietnamese troops in South Vietnam. !

In my judgment Congressman Ford's defense of this indefensible
weret bombing in Cambodia raises the most serious questions about
whether e has any commitment to open up the Federal government to
the people of Ameriea.

On other related questions Mr. Ford is also unsatisfactory. 1le
would not agree that every member of Congress has the right to know
the amount of the budget of the CIA. '

Unfortunately My, Ford may properly be accused of playing parti-
san polities with the issuc of secrecy in government, On June 18, 1966
he stated, “It is President Johnson’s war, because the Prvsideut’ play;‘
everything too close to the vest. e has an unhealthy passion for
wereey.”

On April 3, 1963 Congressman Ford opposed the Executive privi-
l«l-;:(- which in recent times he has justified. On that date he stated
that;

_ To maintain that the executive has the right to keep to

. itself information specifically sought by the representatives of

the very people the executive is supposed to serve is to espouse
some power akin to the divene right of kings. . . . Congress
cannot help but conclude that executive privilege is most often
nsed in opposition to the public interest. '

Senator Birch Bayh, in the course of the enactment of the 25th
amendment, stated that :

We are bringing in the House of Representatives as the
most populist and most representative power of the Congress.
These (mmembers) shall have the final power of election after
the President has nominated a Vice President. :

I deem it my right and my duty, both because of my own
convictions and priorities as well as those of my constituents,
to cast.a no vote in the election in the Honse of Representa-
tives with respeet to the nomines named by the President. I
do it with reluctance but also with certainty that T have ful-
filled my duty in a process under the 25th amendment which
then Congressman now Senator Mathias stated was designed
to be the nearest thing to a full-fledged national election.

1 \'ote.am}inst the President’s nominee becanse the people of this
country in November 1972 made it clear that they wanted a continna-

ton of the priorities of a Democratically controlled Congress. Mr.

Ford docs not stand for those priorities or objeetives. Consequently
t want

to see 08 President of the United States, A President can and shou}d
shape publie policy in & way that no other single American is able to
. 1 do not want, to see America shaped socording to the positions on
thefenge pohcyé domestic problems, civil rights and governmental
ongressman Ford has followed over the nast 20 vears.
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DISSENTING VIEWS OF CONGRESSMAN CILARLES B.
RANGEL

1 respectfully dissent from the resolution of the Committee recom-
aending the confirmation of Gerald R. Ford to be Vice President of
the United States under the provisions of the 25th Amendment to the
t'enstitution of the United States for the following reasons.

It is my opinion that the Committee proceeded with undue haste to
aiider the nomination of Gerald Ford at a time when the President
who nominated him is under the cloud of impeachment proceedings

untinted ngainst him because of a variety of specific charges arising
wat of what has come to be known as the “YWatergate” investigation.

It is my belief that a President whose conduct ‘Thas been such as to

. Lony forth resolutions of impeachment or of inquiry into the question
of impeachment from more than one hundred members of the House
should be disabled from naming his successor under the 25th Amend-
swnt. Until the cloud of suspicion of Presidential culpability in im-
=achable offenses has been either confirmed or removed, how can the
American people, or we as the representatives of the people in this
teuly, have confidence in the selection process prescribed by the 25th
Amendiment { We have been faced with a situation in which suspicion
+f the President is so profound and widespread that the national media
ta« printed speculation that the very selection of Gerald Ford is part

{ n deal preparatory to the President’s resignation from office.

Not an the basis of such speculation, but as a result of my own anal-
vus of the President’s loss of credibility with the American people
v uuse of the mounting evidence of his complicity in criminal ac-
tinity, 1 have argued during the hearings that the Committec, in con-
salrting the nomination of Gerald Ford before proceeding with the

cynry inta the question of the impeachiment OF the President, had

plaeed its priorities. My position has not been based only upon my

vietion that the impeachment inquiry is the highest priovity for

©o Camnnittee, but also on my belief that before examining the quali-

tions nnd fitness of Gerald Ford, the Committee should lnow

ther it 18 in fact considering the confirmation of the next resident
{170 United States.

Whether by impeachment or resignation, it is becoming inereasingly
v that President Nixon will be leaving the Presidency before the

ve b of hig term, Thus the question I and each member of the Com-
custee on the Judiciary have been faced with as we considered the
cahifientions and fitness of the nomince has been should Gerald Ford
te the nest President of the United States? The answer demanded
U the record compiled by Mr. Ford during his career of unrelioved

voerity and by the evidence presented before tho Committee of his
v owil rights, anti-human voting record, his willing participation

i «ffort to deny representation to the people of my community

irh denial of a seat in the House to its duly-elected representative,

{57)
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his unprincipled, unwarranted attacks upon Supreme Court Justice®

William Douglus, his extreme partisanship as Minority Leader, and
his demonstrated lack of effective Congressional leadership, is a re.
sounding no. ] W

[ also find that for the same reasons, Gerald Ford is not qualified to
be Vice President of the United States. The history of this nation is
that Vice Presidents have succeeded to the Presidency by reason ‘of
Presidential death or disability 8 times, The Vice President, it has
become a cliche to state, stands but one heartbeat away from the Presi.
dency. Yet we continue to apply different standards for the selection
of a Vice President than we do for a President of the United States,
Events of the last seventeen months show that we do this at our na.
tional peril. The sclection by both major political parties of men who
were forced to resign as nominee and occupant of this office reveal the
deficiency in our manner of selection even when that selection is made
in the crucible of our national political conventions. When the selec.
tion of a replacement under the 25th Amendment is removed from the
testing pressures of the political process and is made by a President
whose first choice for the job has been forced to resign from the office
beeause of conviction of a criminal act, and when five hundred and
thirty-five members of the Congress are asked to substitute their collec. s
tive judgment for that of the electorate, we must take special care to’
apply the highest possible criteria to the nominee. '

F do not believe this has been done. Members of both the House and
Senate, have expressed their satisfaction and acceptance of the nomi-
nation of Gerald Ford to fill the vacant Vice Presidency on the ground
that his experience, knowledge of the Congress and above all his un-
swerving, unquestioning loyalty to the President, make him superbly
qualified to fill the Vice Presidential role. Members of the Commit-
tee have reflected this viewpoint and in some instances have declared a
searching inguiry of Mr. _
the confirimation process, ingisting’ that Mr. Ford’s proven personal
honesty and loyalty to the resident alone sufficiently qualify him te
be Vice President of the United States. I cannot agree. Under the 25th
Amendment we in the Confress must be concerned with every ques
tion which bears on the qualification of Gerald Ford to be Vice Presi-
dent, and we must apply the most stringent criteria of all and not vote
to confirm him unless we believe he can and should become the nest
President of the United States, :

Mr. Ford's Negative Oivil Rights Voting Record
Gerald Ford should not be confirmed because he has: consistently
opposed the passage of legislation to guarantee civil and constitutions!
rights to minority citizens, ;
he forceful, eloquent testimony of Clarance Mitchell, Director of
the Wiashington Bureau of the National Association for the Advance- .
ment of Colored People, presented persuasive evidenec thut Gerald
Ford has tried to weaken every significant piece of civil rights legis-
lation considered by the ITonse of Representatives in the last decade.
There has been no single issue before the Congress that has been
more critical to the well-being of our nation than the securing of
cquality under the Constitution for all Americans, The test of domestic
national lendership huas been the ability of our Presidents to respond to

tha carial vavalntian whinslh has awant thin ansinder Daoanidasia Tiaaa

ord’s record and philesophy irrelevant to -
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civil rights legislation and strong executive action to secure the civil
rights of minority citizens. President Nixon has failed this test and
a the five years he has been President his polieies have sueceeded in
inuting the national movement for equality. Mr. Ford’s record has
vi the spme as Mr. Nixon's. _
Aniericans for Democratic Action presented the following analysis
of Gerald Ford's civil rights voting record s
Voted to weaken Fair Emp?oyxuent Practices bill, February 22,
1950. ' :
m}:)oted to weaken unemployment compensation law, August 16,
VU, -
Voted to cripple Voting Rights Act of 1965, July 9, 1965.
w;zgted against bringing 1966 Civil Rights Act to floor, July 25,
Voted to recommit 1966 Civil Rights Act to-delete fair housing
provision, Au%ust 9,1966.
. Voted to nullify Title VI of 1964 Civil Rights Act as applied to
aid to elementary and secondary education, October 6, 1966.
Led fight to gut Voting Rights Act of 1965, December 11, 1969.
Voted to gut EEOC bill, September 16,1971,
Voted against busing to achieve racial integration in.schools,
April 7, 19?1 ; November 4, 1971, March 8, 1972; August 17, 1972.
This record indicates a negative philosophy and attitude toward
equal opyor'tumty for minorities in our society. At a time when the
peoplo of this nation call out for a healer, a leader who can end polari-
zation of racial and ethnic groups and bring us together as President
Nixon falscly promised to' do, Gerald Ford promises: only further
divisivencss and attempts to turn back the clock on the progress we
have made towards full equality for all citizens,
Mr. Ford's Insensitivity to the Needs of the Disadvantaged
In the arca of human needs, Gerald Ford has shown himself to be
equall Insensitive to the crics of those unable to help themselves. His
record, as summarized for the Committee by the ADA, shows that he
has congistently opposed programs which would provide assistance in
helping to solve the problems of disadyantaged people. In a dismal
history of ingensitivity, Mr. Ford has shown himself opposed to food
samps, legal services, child care, minimym wages, edueation, medi-

_rae, public housing, publie works programs, and rent subsidies, This

voting record, which would have denied programs vital to the welfare
of my Congressional District and to milli‘t))nsgof disadvantaged Amori-
suns, ronds like a litany of neglect : :

Voted ngainst public housing, June 29, 1940; May 10, 1950:
May 4, 1951; March 21, 1953; April 2, 1954; July 29°1058: Mas
a1, fs s - 29, 1060 » y April 2, 1964; July 29, 1955; May

Voted against increasing funds for hospital i
6, 1053; Fama 06, 1070 g pital construction, May .

Voted against establishin i

'.\t{gust 21’g1957’. : ung national food stamp program,
% r,é)tcd for weakening unemployment compensation law, May 1,
Voted against aid-to-education bill, August 80, 1960,

lgyoﬁteilhtﬁ:ti&st Ppublic works programs, May 4, 1960; August 29.
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Voted against Ticonomic Opportunity Act of 1964; August »
196,

Voted against funds for clementary
March 26, 1965; July 31, 1969.

Voted against Medicare, April 8, 1965,

Voted to kill rent subsidy program, June 30, 1965 ; May 10, 196

Voted to reduce OEO funds, July 22, 1965 ; November 15, 196;

Voted to delete Model Cities funds, May 17, 1967.

Voted to turn QKO over to states, December 12, 1969,

Voted against providing unemployment compensation to farm
workers, July 23, 1970, o

Voted against child care conference report, December 7, 1071,

Voted against increasing education appropriation, April i,
1971; June 15, 1972. 3

Voted to reducé Labor-HEW appropriation, June 26, 195 -

Confirmation of Gerald Ford would serve to perpetuate the kini
of leadership that favors the powerful at the expense of the weak
the rich at the expense of the poor, the able at the expense of th
disabled. It is a leadership of arrogance which seeks only to perpetu.
gtc }t’ge status quo, The accomplishments of the past show that we caz

o better.

Mr. Ford’s Entreme Partisanship: Th‘e Aitempt& to Reme Adan
Clayton Powell and Justice William O. Douglas «

The only instances of Gerald Ford’s independent leadership that

can be found from an examination of his twenty-five years in the
House reflect the extremes of intemperate partisanship to which le
is apparently prone. His role in the unconstitutional exclusion of
Adam Clayton Powell from the House and his impeachment investi
gation of Justice Douglas are episodes which in themselves indicate
that Mr. Ford should not be confirmed as Vice President. By leading
the fight to deny Congressman Powell the seat in the House that he
had held with distinction for some 24 years, Mr. Ford effectivel
disenfranchised an entire community despite the fact that its repre

sentative had been convicted of no crime and no charges had beer

lodged against him in the House, In the case of Justice Douglas
Gerald Ford used the impeachment process for purely partisan gli&
cal ends in an unfounded attempt to gain revenge for the Nixon
administration, which had suffered the defeat of the nominations to
the Supreme
well only months before in the Senate.

It has been truthfully said that Gerald Ford’s investigation of
Justice Douglas revealed more about Gerald Ford than it clid abou
Justice Douglas. The wild innuendos, allegations, and circumstantia!

inferences introduced by Mr, Ford could not legitimately be charae-
terized as evidence and never were raised, despite Mr, Ford’s strenou

efforts, to the level of serious charges, Although Mr, Ford was aidel
in this exorcise by cue cards provided by the Department of Justice.
he was unable to sustain one of his allegations of wrongdoing againd
Justice Douglas, What Mr. Ford did succeed in was showing himsell
to bo a man who as Minority Leader of the ITouse has been willing to
do the President’s hidding regardless of principle and regardless of
the separation of powers so deeply rooted in the Constitution.

and secondary educatio,

ourt of ¥, Clement Haynsworth and (. Harold Cars.
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1R FBI Report
Dexpite the detailed veeitation in the majority veport of the nweth-
Lty nsed by the Committee stadl to investigate My, Ford, all mem-
of the Committee did not have an equal opportunity to examine
wted waterial, The hackground investigation conducted by the
. J Bureau of Investigation was made available only to a selected
her of members—the Chairman, the Ranking Republican, three
f» movrats and three Republicans. T was not selected to view the FBI
report and thus did not have access to its contents except as those con-
wats were interpreted by those members who had the opportunity to

. pead the report,

. .

‘I'he restriction of the FBI report to a selected cight members of the
Cemmittee, in addition to offending the principle of the equality of
earh nember of the House of Representatives, denied me and twenty-
s other members of the Committee the opportunity to see the best
evidence available on the allegedly exhaustive FBI investigation of
Mr. Ford.

I strongly oppose the precedent we have established in allowing the
Iepartment of Justice to dictate to a Committee of the House of
Representatives which of its members shall have access to evidence
telated to o legitimate Congressional investigation, During the hear-
mgw I urged that the FBI report and all other relevant evidence be
subpoenned by the Committee and made available to all of the mem-
lerw, The failure to issue a subponea to obtain this information denied
the majority of the Committee access to the results of the most comn-
plete investigation conducted into Mr. Ford’s background. Those of
w who did not see the report have not been able to assess all of the
evidence, and I cannot responsibly join in the resolution to confirm
Mr. Ford beeause T have been denied the opportunity to review evi-
desice which has a direct bearing on Mr. Ford’s fitness for the high
office of Vice President. :
{'onelusion

My participation as a member of the Committee on the Judiciary
i the confirmation hearings has served to strengthen my conviction
that Gernld Ford should not be confirmed by the House of Representa-
tives us Viee President of the United States. The nation is presently
in a state of erisis of Presidential leadership unparalleled in our his-
try, ‘This crigis, unanticipated by the framers of the 25th Amend-
thby ,;Im'vs n special burden upon us as we decide whether Gerald
Ford whonld be confirmed. . :

Our system is based most fundamentally upon the consent of the
soverned. Tt eannot, and should not, operate in a climate of widespread

- dhitrnst of our national leadership, As the national legislative body

theent to the people, the House of Representatives hag o special re--
s{=amibility and obligation to restore the faith of the people in our
watianal leadership, Do we do this b’y confirming Gerald Ford? I
think not, If we nccept the Committee’s recommendation and confirm
the President’s chosen carbon copy, we will be willing parties to the
continuation of the morally bankrupt leadership of the last five years,

We can do hetter than this, The people demand better, T urge the
Hinme of Represontatives to reject the nomination of Gernld R. Ford,
of the State of Michigan, to be Vice President of the United States.

Respect fully, '



VISSENTING VIEWS OF REPRESENTATIVE BARBARA
JORDAN

At issue is whether each Member of this House will consent to the
somination of Gerald IFord to be Vice President of the United S@utos.
Pursuant fo Section 2 of the Twenty-fifth Amendment the President
fues dizcharged his duties—he nominated a Vice President. Duty is now
aure, We niny either confirm or reject the nominee. We are engaged
i a constitutionul process of filling a vacaney in the Office of the Vice
Presidency. ) ,

We are not voting on Gerald Ford’s voting record as a Congressnan
from Grand Rapids. We are not voting on Gerald I*‘gn-d's cunpaign
utance practices. We ave not voting on (Gerald Ford's views of judicial
inlnvior. Qur constitutional duty is to vote on a Vice PPresidential
neininee, Thus, we have a mandate to vote on Gerald Ford for what

. heinJikely todo as Vice Presjdent. _ ‘

* Members have before them the results of six days of exhaustive
Lewrings, In addition, the IHouse Committee on the Judiciary had the

. benefit of the results of at least two independent investigations into

- the private aflairs of Gerald Ford. Mr. Ford’s twenty-five years of
public service was intensely serutinized by myself and other members
«f the Committee. I personally attended all hearing sessions, and

. Jreinsed o massive amount of information pertaining to Mr. Ford’s

{ tackground. In addition, my own personal staff developed supplemen-

- tary information.

©Axthe result of this arduous process, including the direct testimony

- ehivited from Mr. Ford by the Committee, I have come to the follow-
fir conelusion concerning Mr. Ford.

Mr. Ford believes the Federal Government has a limited role in
~sneisting the poor, the ill-educated and the dispossessed, to achieve
- squality in our society. '

. - Mr Ford fervently believes that the first priovity facing this coun-
-ty taday s Inadequate funding of national secmrity and defensoe re-
* hated programs, In testimony before the Senate Connniftee on Iinles

<l Xdnnnistration the following colloquy took place: ‘
_Menator Pern. T was wondering if you wounld give us
Jittle view of your priorities, because this is again, a cause
of disagreement.

Mr, Forp. I really feel, Senator Pell, that the number one
priovity in the very controversial world we live in today is
madequate funding for our national security:, ’

Mr. Ford reiterated his position hefore the Judiciary Committee:

Mr. Torn. I believe that we have to make positive before
anything else an adequate funding of our national security
hevgls,

? M, I-’nnl';-s commitment to national seenvity programs will be to the
ctotaent of humnan resource related programs.
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Mr. Tord has not heen an innovative or imaginative Congressma

and as such., cannot be expected to contribute independent judgmer

to this Administration. : A a A
Mr. Ford ean be expected to work towards weakening civil righ
bills as they move through the legislative process. \ _
Mr. Ford will acquiesce to federal departments which fail to aflirm.
tively enforee existing civil rights statutes. : e
For these reasons it is my considered ]ud(rrment the current paraly..
of government will not be relieved nor the American people’s con
fidence in their government be restored by Mr. Ford’s tenure as Vi
President. I do not C 0
leadership the American people are demanding of their elect«
representatives. : : |
The confirmation of a Vice President requires more of each Houw
and Senate Member than the usual advise and consent function of th
Senate. We must delve beyond the basic requirements of the nomine
pertaining to age, citizenship and residence. To stop there belies th
responsibilities cach Member must exercise in the absence of a nation
clection. The Vice Presidency is a constitutionally elected office. |
is not an appointive office. As such, the constitution does not requin
the Congress to submit to mere formality and approve the nomin
for the sake of the President. : ;
The American people are demanding men and women of the higha
quality as their leaders. It is my judgment Gerald Ford will not fulfl
their demands. ‘ :
BarBara JORDAN,

- for Bunking and Currency Committee Republieans to

believe Gerald Ford can provide the forth-righ

© DISSENTING VIEWS OF MS. ELIZABETII TTOLTZMAN

I cannot in good conscience recommend that this IHouse confirm
Gerald R. Ford as Vice President of the United States. First, the
Judiciary Committee’s investigation remains incomplete in two criti-
eal respects: the constitutionality of Mr. Ford’s taking office and cer-
tain unresolved conflicts in his testimony. Second, despite Mr. Ford’s
personal affability and the rectitude of his personal finances, he does
not meet the high standards which, under the 25th Amendment, we
are bound to apply to his nomination.

The Constitutional Impediment

Article I, Section 6 of the Constitution prohibits a Representative,
during his term, from appointment to *any civil Oflice under the Au-
thority of the United States . . . the emoluments whereof shall have
Ieen increased during such time.” In this term Congress has passed
Public Law 93-136, which increased the civil service retirement bene-
tits for the Vice President. There is little question that this increased
benefit constitutes an “emolument.”

Unfortunately, this Committee did not adequately explore whether
this emolument is a bar to Mr. Ford’s assuming office when confirmed.
No witnesses were heard on this question, and no legal memoranda
wero available to the Committee when it disposed of this question.

Yet, the question is a serious one. The constitutional debates and the
policy of the emoluments clause would indicate that it applies to an
sppointed vice president. I have attached an analysis prepared by a
Prfessor at the Yale Law School indicating that the confirmation of
ticrall Tord as Vice Iresident might well run afonl of Axticle I,
Seetion G,

~This House has an obligation to assure that wheever is confirmed
ke not serve under o constitutional cloud. At this stage of the pro-
veedings no snch assurance can be given, Cleavly, if remedial legisla-
tion is needed to perfeet the conflimation, it ought to be enacted now.
1he Unvesolved Qonfliots in Mr, Ford’s Testimany
A xecond and equally important unresolved problem concerns M,
!wm!‘ i stutements about his role in the effort, which some have alleged
*a+ initinted and coordinated by the White TTouse, to halt the investi-
g3tion into cortain aspects of the Watergate affaiv by the Tlouse Bank-
i and Curveney Committee in late summer and fall of 1972, In his
Rente testimony, tho nomince admitted having organized two meet-
“discuss”
1 vestigation, but he firmly denied acting to halt the investigation
ot the hehegt, of the White ITouse.
Endeed, Mr. Ford broadly and explicitly denjed having disenssed
" mntter of the investigation with any White House official during
the entive period that the proposed investigation was an issue in the
Howse, Seo page 284 of typed Senate Transeript.)
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On the last day of his testimony before the House, however, Mr. Fon
for the first time made sworn statements whieh indicated that he ha
indeed discussed the matter of the Patman investigation with M
Timmons, a White Iouse liaison oflicer. (See pages T06-707 of Hou
typed transeript.) ) :

Alr. Ford’s IHouse testimony thercfore calls into question his tes

mony before the Senate. Because this testimony came at the very o

of the hem-ingsz it was impossible to pursue further thé nature ang
content of the “general” c{wc ussions Mr. Ford then recalled, and «
resolve the contradiction with earlier testimony. To do so before tl

nominee is confirmed is imperative, because at a time when the Ameri.

can people are clamoring for absolute candor from their national lead
ers, the House wonld do o disservies both to them and to the nomina
by lenving unresolved in the record a disturbing and serious contn
diction abont a matter bearing directly on Mr. Ford’s fitness for th
Vice Presidency.

T am therefore constrained to recommend that action on the co
firmation be postponed until this problem and the constitutional que
tions are answered.

Obligations under the 25th Amendment

By rvequiring Conguess to act as the surrogate of the American pe
ple, the 25th Amendment places a heavy burden on the Members ¢
this ITouse. Under any circumstances, we must scrutinize a nomine
for Vice President in light of his fitness for the Presidency. In thes
times, however, when the nation is enfeebled by the public’s loss
faith in its leaders, and when, thus enfeebled, we are nearly ove
whelmed by the most serious cenjunction of domestic and foreign po.
icy problems we have faced in many years, we must insist that th
person we confirm as Vice President can, if he becomes President, r
capture public confidence and give us honest, compassionate, Imagin
tive and outstanding leadership. |

Mr. Ford does not meet this test.

T'he Secret Bombing of Cambodia

Unfortunately, he cannot elaim truly high marks for candor. Kne
ing full well that Mr, Nixon had lied to the American people about ti
secret bombing of Cambodia, Mr. Ford nonetheless gave his person
assurance on the floor of the Honse in 1970 that Mr, Nixon had nev
deceived the Congress ov the publie. Should we accept 48 o potentit
President o man who shrugs off as “political license” his awn failw
to be eandid with his colleagues and the publie, and who aflirmative
defends, as Mr. Ford did during our hearings, the right of a Preside
to lie? s
The Bunking and Currency Committee Investigation

The nominee’s judgment also comes into question when we exami
his leadership role in killing the House Banking Committec's Wate
gute investigation befove the 1972 presidential election. The Comm.
tee’s staff had nneovered evidence that illegal eampnign funds had be
used to finaree the Watevgate break-in and that high White ITouse o
ficialg were immplicated in the affair, Mr, Ford ndmits that he help
bleck the investigation,

S

Pt the nominee's further admi-<1on that he did not bother to cheel
ocuraey of these explosive allegations hefore helping to squele!
vestigntion is very disturbing, It indicates an inelinaiion to place
e Joyalty above electoral faie pray. It also reveals o lack
greent to seeing the truh diselosed if it turns out to ke politi-
. oabarrassing,
s et Campaign Contributions
Thig lack of commitment is also revealed in the nominee’s handling
of his campaign contributions. In both his 1970 and 1972 congres-
+ unnl campnigns, Gerald Ford collected nearly half his funds fom un-
diswlosed sources. It is unfortunate that Mr. Ford permitted such
o teey, for he now cannot assure the American people that he was
tea the beneficiary of illegal campaign contributions or that these sec-
et contributions were not made in return for political favors.

Aev Liberal Democrats Dangerous? :

I's load this divided nation, a President must rise above narrow

vologieal suspicions and demonstrate a receptivity to the broad
speetrum of concerns of the American people. In personal correspond-
ence, Gernld Ford has written that “the liberal democratic view-
p=int™ is “dangerous to our way of life.” This attitude gives little con-
tdence in Mr. Ford’s ability to unify and lead this country since it re-
thets u profound disrespect for a substantial segment of American
fohitical opinion.

il Douglas Impeachment

\lr. Ford's actions in his eflort to impeach Justice William O.
Imglas gives little indication that he understands the need for an
indvpendent, non-political administration of justice, ITe was willing to
v rank, nneorroborated (and, as it later turned out, false) rumors
spplied to him seeretly and inexcusably by the Justice Department
{e4 the partisan political purpose of unseating a libernl Supreme Court
detiee, This action exemplifies the kind of subversion of the independ-
v v of our institutions of justice that has marred the Administration
! Richard Nixon, It i a disheartening blemish to find on the record
of the nan whe may replace him,

oo Public Record

Einally, the nominee’s stand on public issues docs not demonstrute
+1 ahbility to meapple imaginatively with the complex issues facing us
tetav leis difliendt to see that Mr, Ford even begins to understand the
<ar v erizis when he continues to oppose susbidies to mass transit and

t2aes of higher oil prices. In opposing inereases in aid to education,
Mool Cities and rent subsidies, Le displays a failure to comprehend
t* problems of an urbanized America. His attempts to weaken mini-

i wage legislation, his vesistance to legislation aiding Soviet Jews,

fatliee to suvport social secuvity increases, and his attempts to

§ ¢le mueh of the landmark civil rights legirlation of the last fiftcen

Voot demonstrate a lack of compassion for the human problems

tonting our soeiety.

Loyt apposed a1l efforts to limit or end our involvement in Indo- -
¢k having consistently opposed nll nttempts to ent intolerable

from the defense budget, M, Tord is not ?ilwly to preside over
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the realistic reordering of priorities America needs to regain her o
fidence and spirit.
Conclusion

x : : % f creative and in
Myr. Ford’s 25 years in the House are barren of ¢ ; i, SPEXDIX
pe;ullent legisla.tiv}é initiatives on matters of substantive licy. Instes APPENDIX

i l-ui‘? beenAc;) iti?&gom? :},;seacl:ﬁ‘}r;eriza&n:sg:}:e ; i;:ﬁhﬁ%mflwt MEMORANDUM ON THE IMPLICATIONS OF THE EMOLU-
;iftl({lexl-:llxlisf) we should not confirm a man whose record gives noc:{ MENT CLAUSE FOR THE CONFIRMATION OF GERALD
vineing indication that he can either restore the people’s faith in UME k. FORD AS VICE PRESIDENT
]o:ulcr.: or ameliorate the difficult 1)1'9blems confr,ontém them. By S

Wo should thercfore refuse to confirm Gerald R. Ford as Viee Pre. | (By Professor Barbara Underwood, Yale Taw Sehool)

dent of the United States.

Erizaserir Horrzyay, | The nomination of Congressman Gerald Ford as Vice President
of the United States is barred by Article I, Section 6 of the Consti-
wtion, at least unless steps are taken to remedy the difficulty. That
dause provides: ' &

No Senators or Representatives shall, during the Time for
which he was elected, be appointed to any civil Office under
the Authority of the United States, which shall have been’
created, or the emoluments whereof having been increased
[ during such time; . . . : 0

The Congress:increased the emoluments of the Vice Presidency in
| Public Law 98-136 which became effective on October 24, 1973. Ac-
‘wrdingly the clause quoted above on its face bars Congressman Ford,
sl every other Congressman or Senator, from being appointed to
tust office during his or her present term in the legislature. It may be
that the constitutional prohibition can be avoided by legislative ac-
ton repealing the increase in benefits; after such a repeal, it is argu-
able, though not clear, that the office of the Vice PresidI:lty would not
te one wﬁose emoluments have been increased during the present
e} ;

First, a Vice Presidont selected in the manner set forth in the 25th
Mnendment is “appointed” within the meaning of the clause. The
trimm-y purpose of the clanse was to preserve the independence of the
ikgislature; the term “separation of powers” was invoked in the de-
{bates. The Framers sought to avoid the risk that Congressman or
Ermuovs might tailor their votes to the President’s wishes, in an effort

sobtain desirable nppointments for themselves, That visk obviously

45 no application to an office which is filled by clection, as the Vice
A'resident ordinarily is, Now that the Vice President inay be selected by
le President rather than by the clectorate, however, the oflice becomes
p prize within the power of the Executive to confer, presenting pre-
iwly tho same threat to legislative independence as any other ap-
inted office, 2T :

L It is true that the 25th Amendment provides that the President shall
. riominate” rather than “appoint” the Vies President, subject to con-

frmation of the nominee by o majority of both Houses of Congress.

i Literally, of eanpse, it wonlid be the ease thnt the emolument had been first Inereased
f! then deeregsed, It seemy fair to chpraetepive that spquence of -events, however, as an
«hep of neoded change hut in the absence of leglalatiye nctlon pepealing the increase
benefits, the constitutional bar is plainly appleable, i
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Nevertheless, the President’s role in this process is precisely the «.
as his rule in the seleetion of ambassadors, and other officers who,
universally regarded as “appointed™: the President makes the in;
selection, und that selection is subject to legislative approval. -
the President’s selections must be conlivmed by a majority of
Houses in the case of the Vice President, and by two-thirds of
Senate in the case of other oflicers, that differepce does not chang, -
character of the President’s role in the selection process. ;

Second, the Vice Presidency is a *civil office” within the meay,
of the clause. If the clause said simply “any Office under the iy
thority of the United States” there could be no question about; -
application to the office of the Vice President. “Any Office” is:
term used in the second part of Article I, Section 6; that part l
Members of Congress from holding “any Office under the Uy
States” while they are also serving in (gongress. That prohibits
surely applies to the Vice Presidency and the Presidency, as weli
to any other office.

But while the bar on simultaneous service extends to “any Ofis
the bar on subsequent service in a new or improved office exte
only to “any civi] Office.” The problem, then, is to determing ¢
purpose audy meaning of that limitation. The legislative histor:
the clause makes it quite clear that the limitation was designei:
exclude military officers. The clause represented a compromise. S«
participants in the debates wanted to bar legislators from *any(;
fice”, and to make the bar absolute for a fixed period of time ah
the end of the legislatar’s term. Others wanted no bar at all, for fu
that it would deprive the nation of the services of its most qualis
leaders, at some critical time. The result was a limited bar, lean
legislators free to take any military office at all, because the news
tion’s military needs were given the highest priority; the clause s
left legislators free to take any non.military office, so long as tk
office was not either newly created or newly enriched.

No contrary conclusion is suggested by the use of the term “v
Officers” in Article I1, Section 4. That clause provides for impes
ment and conviction of ¥the President, Vice President, and all
Officers of the United States.” The enumeration of the Presjdent
the Vice President was arguably redundant even at the time thu'
was written, and made simply to avoid ambiguity. Alternatively.
is likely that the term *civil Officers” connoted to the Framers ¢
who held an appointed rather than an eleative office, For purpe
of the impeachment clause, it was one thing to provide g me
by which Congress could remove an appoin cer, and anots
matter, worthy of explicit statement, to authorize Congress tot
move an officer who had been selected by the electoral process |
cordingly the term “eivil Officer” may not have included the Vi
President at a time when he could not be aﬁminted. But ifa Vs
President who is appointed is thereby bronght squarely withine
this limited reading of the original understanding of the term.

Q
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93p Coxcress HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES REerort
1st Session 1 Ne. 93-695

CONFIRMATION OF GERALD R. FORD AS VICE PRESI-
DENT OF THE UNITED STATES

DicesEER 4, 1973.~Referred to the House Calendar and ordered to be printed.

Mr. Ropixo, from the Committee on the J udicmry,
submitted the following

RE P OR T
tocether with

SEPARATE SUPPLE\IE‘\TTAL AXD DISSE\T‘I\G VIE"W"‘
(’.I.'o accompany H. Res. 735]

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

Rgsolved That the House of Representatives- conﬁrm the
nomlnatmn of Gerald R. Ford, of the State of M}chlgan, to
be Vree Premdent of the Umted States.

Tae NOMINATION AND THE Covsmmﬂo*v .

The nomination of Repreaent‘ttne Ford Mmomty 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 13, 1975 and referred fer con-
sideration to the full Committee on the J' udmmr}

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

Section 2. Whenever there is a vacaney in the Office of the
Vice President, the President shall nominate n Vice President
who shall take office upon confirmation by a mtx;or:ty vote of
both Houses of Congress. ;

HEARINGS

Hearings into the nomination were commenced on Thursda,y. No-
vember 15, 1973, with the first witness before the Committee, the Vice

99-008
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President-Designate, Gerald R. Ford. This hearing on November 15
consumed four hours and fifteen minutes of opening remarks and gen-
eral questioning by all members of the Committee.

Representative Ford returned on Friday, November 16, 1973, for an
additional six hours and twenty-eight minutes of general examina-
tion. Questions addressed to the nominee covered a broad range of
public issues, with searching inquiry made into Representative Ford’s
views regarding the role of Congress, the separation of powers, the
proper authority of the Executive branch, the use of Executive privi-
lege, the energy crisis, civil rights, and general matters of foreign and
domestic policy.

Although the House of Representatives began its Thanksgiving
recess at the close of business on the 15th of November, the full Com-
mittee remained in Washington and the hearings continued into a
second week.

On Monday, November 19, 1973, the Committee met for seven hours
and thirty-eight minutes and received testimony from:

Hon. Edward P. Boland (D-Mass.). ,
- Hon. Michael J. Harrington (D-Mass.).
Clarence Mitchell, Director, Washington Bureau, National As-
sociation for the Advancement of Colored People.
Joseph L. Rauh, Jr.,, Americans for Democratic Action; Ac-
i)gganied by Ms. Lynn Pearle, Legislative Representative of

On Tuesday, November 20, 1973, the Committee held an Executive
Session to receive testimony from : ;
Dr. Arnold Hutschnecker.
Alice Weston Showalter.
Mzr. Robert N. Winter-Berger. ;

This session lasted four hours and fifty minutes. A motion was sub-
sequently passed by the Committee to make public and print the com-
plete proceedings of the Executive Session. S

Further public hearings were held on this date—Tuesday, Novem-
ber 20. In a rare evening session which did not conclude until 12:10
a.m., testimony was received from: '

William O. Bittman, Esq.

Benton L. Becker, Es(cii ‘ , o

James Larson, President, National Lawyers Guild.

Arthur A. Fletcher, President, Arthur A. Fletcher and Asso-
ciates, Inc. )

The evening session lasted four hours and fifty-five minutes. A total
of nine hoursand forty-five minutes of testimony was received on
November 20.

Representative Ford returned for further questioning on Wednes-
day, November 21, in a session lasting four hours and fifty-five
minutes. v '

The hearings concluded on Monday, November 26, 1973, with an
additional three hours and thirty-three minutes of questioning of Rep-

_resentative Ford.

In all, the hearings consumed thirty-six honrs and thirty-four min-
utes of which nineteen hours and eleven minutes consisted of questions
addressed by the Committee to the nominee.

S—
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S8COPE OF TIIE COMMITTEE INVESTIGATION

. The Committee and its staff began preparing for these historic hear-.
ings immediately upon receipt of the President’s communication
nominating Mr. Ford.

Arrangements were immediately made to use the full facilities of
the Library of Congress Congressional Research Service. The Chair-
man also made arrangements to utilize highly specialized personnel
from other committees of the House of Representatives and additional
investigative and audit personnel were obtained from the General
Accounting Office.

Judiciary Committee staff personnel were at all times detailed to
supervise the overall investigation.

To adequately prepare and inferm the thirty-eight members of the
Committee, who were, in effect, the investigative arm of the House of
Representatives acting on behalf of the éitizens of our conntry, the
fact gathering and investigative staff work was basically divided into
two separate operations. - . =

One unit was established to collect, categorize and rally make:
manageable all of the information available on the public life of the
nominee. i :

The following materials were collected and made available to all
meinbers of the Committee: - - ’

(a) Analysis of the philosophy and voting record of Repre-

- sentative Gerald Ford prepared by the Congressional Research

Service of the Library of Congress for use by the Committee on .
Rules and Administration of the Sernate and the House Com-
mittes on the Judiciary. (This was a 144-page compilation. The
table of contents is reproduced in an appendix attached hereto
to show its scope and eoverage.) :

(b) The complete voting record of Representative Gerald Ford
from 1949 to date. PA ' SPas e T

-(¢) A eompilation of special interest group ratings of Repre-

sentative Gerald Ford’s voting record:

(d) The Congress Project Profile on Representative Ford.

(e) Computer printout of New York Times articles and refer-
ences to Gerald Ford from 1989 to date. Selected clippings from

- New York Times from 1969 to date.

(f) All periodical articles concerning Representative Ford
from 1949 to date. .

(g) Selected clippin§ from various newspapers throxghout
the country corncerning Representative Ford, including the Grand

 Rapids Press. _ .

' h) Selected editorials and columns from October 12, 1973, to

date. '
i) Selections from past campaign literature,
j) Weekly newsletters mailed to constituents from 1969 to
te

(k) A complete history of all statements and entries in the
Congressional Record from 1949 to date by or concerning Repre-
sentative Ford was fashioned by Committee staff members who
reviewed all twenty-four years of the Record. This material was
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separated by subject matter and placed in binders to facilitate
research on all issues. (The outline of subject matters is similarly

reproduced in an appendix attached hereto show its scope and

coverage.)

One basic and underlying assumption historically inherent in the
selection of any Vice President is that the }})lerson selected may succeed
to the Presidency of the United States. The Committee, its members
a}llld staffi throughout the investigation and hearings, were mindful of
this truth. '

Therefore, in addition to the above outlined materials, special in

~ depth reports.were prepared and distributed to all members of the
Committee on subject areas transcending partisanship or party phi-
losophy, and reflecting on greater areas of constitutional interest and
conflict. : : :

These reports contained detailed information on the following:
.. (a) General biographical data on the nominee. .

_{b) The views of Representative Gerald Ford gleaned from
public sources on Official Propriety and Sense of %?urpose.
Gont gc) - Fair Campaign Practices and Election Ethics.

+ . (d) Presidential Powers and Responsibilities.

_ (e) Justice and the Law. ¥4
. .(f)- Civil Rights. .. . neit el B
, 2) Representative Ford and the Justice Douglas Impeach-
...ment Attempt. - , = .. : T W
. Not one public day nor one issue nor ene vote nor one publie state-
ment of the :Vice President-Designate went unexamined by the Com-
mittee staff in the course of its research. =~ . . = .
.. Jn_addition, during the weeks preceding the hearings, all special
requests for issue materials or -background -information were re-
searched and provided to each member of the Committee making such
& request. -

_ The second unit set up pursnant to the Committee’s work was estab-

lished. to pursue_ an inquiry into the personal affairs of Gerald Ford

as they bore on his qualifications and fitness to hold high office.
Immediately following the October 13 nomination of ﬁepmtative

Ford to.fill the Office of Vice President, the Chairman directed the
Committee staff to begin one of the most thorough and comprehensive
inquiiries ‘ever undertaken by a congressional committee. Before the
investigation was completed it involved more than twenty-five mem-
beérs of the Committee staff. plus additional specialists loaned to the
Committee for purposes of this inquiry.

* The Committee’s investigation led to over one hundred formal inter-
views in fourteen States; the examination of countless Eublic and pri-
vate documents; independent audits of the nominee’s personal fi-
nances; and an cxhaustive review of all identifiable contributors to
the nominee’s various campaign committees for the past twenty years.
The investigation also included a sweeping inquiry into the nominee’s
relations with every agency and department of the Federal Govern-
ment, and an exhaustive review of the recipient of every Government
contract of over $50,000 in the nominee’s congressional district in re-
cent years. .

'Ina{x dition, the Committee’s efforts were supplemented by informa-
tion developed by the Internal Revenue Service, General Accounting
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Office, Library of Congress, and the Federal Bureau of Investigation.
1 materials generated by this phase of the investigation were
available to all members of the Committece during the hearings.
Summaries of portions of the Committee’s investigation follow.

Tax Returns .

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

At the direction of the Committee, staff of the Joint Committee on
Internal Revenue Taxation, on loan to the Committee on the Judiciary,
also conducted an independent audit of the nominee’s income tax re-
turns, net worth, honoraria received, salary and other income, as well
as bank accounts maintained by Mr. Ford and other members of his
family. The results of these independent audits and summaries of the
voluminous financial information were reviewed in detail by the
Committee, and no information prejudicial to the nominee was noted.

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

Campaign Finances -

The Committee reviewed all the reports and statements Con,
man 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 completed and the results follow.

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

At this time the Federal Corrupt Practices Act of 1925 required
reports of receigts 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 requived
by its provisions. Michigan election law requires the filing of state-
ments by candidates and political committees with the Clerk of the
Country where the filer resides and with the Secretary of State.
Congressman Ford and the committees supporting him submitted
data required by Michigan law and nothing unlawful was apparent
from a review of such reports.

For Congressman Ford’s 1972 campaign, public documents indicate
that there were three Michigan committees and one D.C. based commit-
tee raising meney on his behalf. They were as follows: Latvians for
Ford; Friends of Jerry Ford Committee; Ford for Congress Commuit-
tee; and Committee to Re-Elect Jerry Ford. Information concerning
these committees was closely examined and particular attention was
given to the D.C. Committee to Re-Elect Jerry Ford which raised al-
most $50,000 and transferred in excess of $38,000 to the Michigan Ford
for Congress Committee prior to April 7, 1972, the date on which the
Federal Elections Campaign Act of 1971 became effective. This new
Act established a system for periodic disclosure of all campaign re-
ceipts and expenditures. Mr. Ford and his committees appear to have

complied with the requirements of the new law. )

With regard to both Congressman Ford’s 1970 and 1972 campaigns,
questions were raised as a result of statements appearing in news-
paper article and a book gub]ished in 1972. These questions were fully
mvestigated and disposed of to the Committee’s satisfaction.

Review of agency files and Government contracts

As part of the Committee’s investigation of Vice President- Desig-
nate Gerald R. Ford, the Committee requested and received from the
following agencies “any and all records, correspondence, memoranda,
papers, or other documents, including, but not limited to, notes or
memoranda of all telephone conversations or meetings between Repre-
sentative Gerald R. Ford, members of his staff, or persons purporting

to act on behalf of, or at the behest of, Mr. Ford and [agency] from
January 1, 1970, to the present.” :
“1. Labor.

2. Housing and Urban Development.
3. Treasury.
4. Internal Revenue Service.
5. Federal Communications Commission.
_ 6. National Laber 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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16. Food and Drug Administration.

17. Interior.

18. Agency for International Development.

19. Defense.

20. Federal Trade Commission.

"’1 General Services Administration.

232, Transportation.

23. U.S. Customs Service.

The material provided was analyzed to_determine whether any
unusnal or apparently improper correspondence or transactions oc-
curred. Also, names of individuals, associations and companies men-
tioned in correspondence for each agency were listed and checked
against (1) the list of contributors who gave over $300 to the Kent
County Republican Committee, and (2) the lists of contmbutors to
Myr. Ford’s fund raising committees.

The Committee’s review of the material received from the abme
agencies uncovered no improper correspondence or other transactions
which emanated from or on behalf of Congressman Ford.

In addition, the Committee compared a list of senior officers of ma-
jor Government contractors to (1) lists of campaign contributors to
Mr. Ford for the years 1970 and 1972, (2) lists of contributors to
President Nixon’s Re-Election Committee who resided in Mr. Ford’s
congressional district, and (3) a list of contributors who gave in excess
of 8300 to the Kent County Republican Committee, a county in Mr.
Ford’s district. The purpose was to identify any individual whose
company received major Government ecntracts and who has contri-
buted to any of Mr. Ford’s re-election committees.

The agencies whose contracts were reviewed for the period June 1, |
1970, to June 30, 1973, weve the :

1. Department of Defense. :

2. General Services Administration.

. Department of Transportation.
. Department of Housing and Urban Development.

5. Environmental Protection Agency.

6. Department of Health, I:ducatmn, and Welfare. :

The Committee Hmited its review of Government contracts to thOQe
in excess of $50,000. Although there were a number of companies in
Mr. Ford’s district who had ebtained Government contracts and whose
offices contributed varying amounts to Mr. Ford’s re-election commit-
tees, the Committee found no improprieties during its review.

The Allegations of Robert N. TV 371tez'-Berqer

The beok *“The Washington Pay-Off,” and an aflidavit dated Octo-
ber 24, 1973, both authored by Robert’ N. W' inter-Berger, contained
several allegations that tended to severely discredit the Vice Presi-
dential nominee.

Numerous contacts were made by the Committee in an effort to de-
termine the truthfulvess of Mr. Winter-Berger's charges. The Com-
mittee obtained copies of several affidavits from persons mentioned in
either the book or the afidavit or who had special knowledge of the
incidents deseribed in either account. Moveover, the Committee ques-
tioned at length and with great care Mr. Winter- Berger, affording
him an opportunity to ofter any and atl materials that in any way

b SO
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might be construed to support his charges. Very little documentation
was forthcoming.

The Committee meticulously reviewed all relevant documents, Mr.
Winter-Berger’s testimony, the testimony of Alice Weston, Dr. Ar-
nold Hutschnecker and Representative Ford and the statements of all
persons contacted by the Committee before evaluating the veracity of
Mr. Winter-Berger’s testimony. :

Having reviewed the charges made by Mrv. Winter-Berger, the Com-
mittee found no credible evidence to sustain these allegations.

Bar Association Records

The Committee contacted the Grand Rapids Bar Association, State
Bar of Michigan, State Bar of Michigan Grievance Board, and the
American Bar Association and obtained all records in their possession
relating to the nominee. The records were all favorable to Mr. Ford.

State and Local Law Enforcement Agencies ‘

The Committee contacted the Chief of Police, Grand Rapids, Michi-
gan; Director, Michigan Department of State Police; and Sheriff,
Kent County, Michigan; and obtained all records in their possession
relating to the nominee. Nothing of prejudice to Mr. Ford was con-
tained in any of the files obtained. S
Law Practice - - '

The Committee’s investigation disclosed that from 1941 to 1959
Gerald Ford maintained affiliations with law firms in Grand Rapids,
Michigan. His initial association was with the firm of Ford and Buchen
and the law firm of Butterfield, Amberg, Law & Buchen. Congressman
Ford continued as 2 member of the firm until his resignation on April 1,
1959,

Information concerning the nature and extent of Mr. Ford’s law
practice was supplied the Committee by former law partners of Con-
gressman Ford. Contact was made and interviews were conducted
with his former partners. Additionally, the Committee reviewed the
partnership agreements of the firm from 1948 to 1959.

A listing of the corporate clients represented by the firm while Mr.
Ford was a partner and after his withdrawal was thoroughly examined
for possible conflict of interest arrangements. The firm’s members were
checked against the lists of donors to Representative Ford’s various
campaign committees and the local Republican Party Campaign Com-
mittee, as were the names of the officers of the companies represented
by the law firm. Special inquiry was made into the law firm’s immigra-
tion practice as well as its representation of clients before Federal
regulatory agencies.

An analysis of Mr. Ford’s income derived from his practice of law
was made for the years 1964 to 1972. Additionally, the Committee con-
tacted each client represented by Mr. Ford during this period and
obtz:limc(l1 from each a verification of the amount paid and the services
rendered.

01ld Kent Bank and Trust Co.

On January 10, 1968, Congressman Ford was elected to the Board
of Directors of the Old Kent Bank and Trust Co. of Grand Rapids,
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Michigan, where he served until February 26, 1968, when he resigned.
The Committee interviewed Richard M. Gillett, Board Chairman of
the Bank, as well as officers of other Grand Rapids banks regarding
Mr. Ford’s relationship with the bank.

The Committee also examined the files of the Securities and Ex-
change Commission and the Federal Reserve Board to determine
whether Mr. Ford intervened at any time on behalf of the bank. Addi-
tionally, the names of the officers and directors of the bank were
checked against the lists of contributors to Mr. Ford’s campaign com-
mittees and the Kent County Republican Committee, The Committee
found no evidence of any impropriety in Mr. Ford’s relationship with
the Old Kent Bank and Trust Co.

Ford Paint and Varnish Company :

The Committee interviewed Richard Ford, brother of Congressman
Ford, and President of the Ford Paint and Varnish Company of
Grand Rapids, Michigan. Additionally, the Committee examined all
correspondence between Mr, Ford and his brother relating to the
paint business. In addition, the officers and directors of the Standard

etroit Paint Company, the owner since 1968 of the controlling in-
terest in Ford Paint and Varnish, were compared with the list of
contributors to Representative Ford’s campaign committees. The
Committee found nothing improper in Mr. Ford’s relationship with
the company.

Douglas Impeachment

In 1969, Mr. Ford launched a private staff investigation to determine
Associate Justice William O. Douglas’ fitness to retain his'seat on the
Supreme Court. The Committee explored Mr. Ford’s involvement in
the Douglas impeachment effort by contacting several individuals re-
portedly associated with Mr. Ford during this period. Initially. con-
tact was made with the Detroit, Michigan, law firm of Dykema, Wheat
Goodnow and Trigg who had supplied Mr. Ford with a lengthy
memorandum on the Douglas matter. The Committee’s inquiry focused
on the reason why the firm assisted Mr. Ford, the amount of firm time
expended on the development of the memorandum and the amount
and source of compensation received by the firm for their efforts.

Former White House aide Clark Mollenhoff was contacted on two
separate occasions and questioned as to White House involvement in
the Douglas fitness investigation. Benton L. Becker, an attorney hired
by Congressman Joe D. Waggonner, but who admittedly represented
Mr. Ford in coordinating the Douglas investigation, testified before
the Committee as to his role in the Douglas matter. Attorney William
O. Bittman also appeared before the Committee and recited his recol-
lection of various contacts with Mr. Becker who purported to repre-
sent Mr. Ford and others in the Douglas investigation.

The Committee also contacted former staff members of the House
Committee on the Judiciary who had worked on the Special Sub-
committee established to conduct the Douglas investigation. The Spe-
cial Subcommittee’s files were retrieved from the Archives and all
relevant material was carefully reviewed. The files of both Repre-
sentative Ford and Mr. Becker relating to the Douglas issue were
thoroughly examined by the Committee.

H. Rept. 693, 93-1—2
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. Associate Justice William O. Douglas™ attorney during the period
In_question, Simon Rifkind. related his recollection of Mr. Ford's
role in the Douglas inquiry.

Wearren Commission.
In December of 1963, Representative (erald Ford was appointed

by President Johnson to the Warren Commission. In order to obtain

a perspective on Mr. Ford’s conduct while a member of the Commis-
sion, the Committee interviewed former Chief Justice Warren and
Chief Counsel of the Comumission, J. Lee Rankin.

- Further contacts were made and interviews conducted with three
former members of Representative Ford’s congressional staff :

John R. Stiles; Francis X. Fallon, Jr.; and John H. Rayv. These
three individuals worked with Mr. Ford during the period he was a
member of the Warren Commission and duving the time Mr. Ford
published an article in Life magazine and co-authored a book entitled
“Portrait of the Assassin.” Inquiries were made to determine the
length of their employment, nature of their duties, the amount and
source of their compensation, and their participation in income de-
rived from the marketing of the publications. ‘

Interviews were also conducted with former Life personnel regard-
ing Mr. Ford’s role in authoring the article for Life, the eircum-
stances surrounding the development of the Zife article and subse-
quent book, the amount of money received by Ford for the authoring
of the article, and whether any classified Commission documents liad
been made available to unauthorized persons prior to the public ve-
jease of the Commission Report. The Committee, in addition, re-
viewed copies of correspondence and memoranda relating to the Ford
magazine article. At the request of the Committee, the publishing
house of Simon and Schuster supplied copies of all correspondence,
contracts and memoranda relating to the publication of “Portrait of
the Assassin,” co-authored by Congressman Ford and John Stiles.
The information obtained through these efforts was the basis of ex-
tensive questioning of Mr. Ford by Committee members.

Rospatch Corporation

On June 16, 1964, Representative Gerald Ford was elected to the
Board of Directors of the Rospatech Corporation of Grand Rapids,
Michigan. Mr. Ford currently serves on the Board although he has
stated his intention to resign upon being confirmed as Vice President.

The Rospatch Corporation and its subsidiaries are engaged in three
major aveas of operation: (1) the manufacturing of printed labels
for the textile and garment industries; (2) flexible packaging produc-
tion: and (38) the manufacturing of imprinting machinery used in in-
dustrial laundry facilities.

During the Committee investigation, William Chaille, Chairman
of the Board and Chief Executive Officer; Richard Brush, President ;
and Thomas C. Bloodgeod, Secretary-Treasurer; were interviewed to
determine the nature of the corporation’s busines: and the degree to
which Representative Ford participated in the affairs of the company.
Copies of all correspondence between officers of the Rospatch Cor-
poration and Congressman Ford were reviewed together with all rec-
ords indieating the amount of compensation and travel reimburse-
ments paid by Rospatch to Representative Ford. A serutiny of Ros-
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patch and its subsidiaries was made to identify the extent to which the
company did business with the United States Government.

Exhaunstive checks were made to ascertain the veracity of allega-
tions charging Rospatch had received preferential treatment in its
business transactions due to Mr. Ford’s membership on the Board of
Directors. The Committee determined that no such preferential treat-
ment was obtained.

The minutes of each Board of Directors meeting since 1964 were ex-
amined to compare Mr, Ford’s reported income from Rospatch with
his actual attendance at Board meetings and to review any possible
conflicts of interest on Mr. Ford’s part. Finally, the lists of contribu-
tors to Congressman Ford’s campaign commitiees were compared with
the names of the officers and directors of Rospatch and its subsidiaries.
The Committee determined there was no impropriety on the part of
Mr. Ford in his relations with Rospateh. o
Honoraria ’ LT

With the cooperation of Mr. Ford, the Committee examined copies
of the Statement of Financial Interests filed with the House Conmit-
tee on Standards of Official Conduct by Mr. Ford for 1971 and 1972,
Auditors on loan to the Committee examined the honoraria received
by Mr. Ford and checked this information against income tax yecords.
Amounts were confirmed with the sources of the honoraria in many
cases. From records maintained by Mr. Ford’s accountant, similar
checks were made on honoraria received from 1967-1970. No diserep-
ancies were found in any of these filings or records. o

Printing Expenses , '

An examination was conducted of the financial records of the Minor-
ity Printing Clerk pertaining to Mr. Ford’s acecount and the Minority
Leadership account. The records examined covered the period from
January, 1969, through September, 1973. The examination included
scheduling by month of the expenses incurred, classification of ex-
penses, and a comcf}ete analysis of who paid the printing bills. The
Committee concluded there was nothing improper in the handling of
these accounts. .

Payroll Accounts : : o
The Committee conducted an exhaustive inquiry into the payroll
journal records of Mr. Ford’s congressional staff and the staff of the
Minority Leader. The Committee examined, scheduled and analyzed
all records on file in the appropriate congressional offices for the period
January, 1970, through September, 1973, Additional records were re-
viewed and analyzed with respect to certain employees for the past
twenty-five years. The records were also reviewed and thoroughly
analyzed by additional professional staff on loan to the Committee
for purposes of this inquiry. The Committee concluded there was
nothing improper in Mr. Ford’s payroll accounts. _
Additional Investigation : ,
In addition to those portions of the inquiry outlined above, the
Committee, through its staff and members, reviewed all complaints
filed with the Fair Campaign Practices Committee since 1960 and
determined that none were filed in conneetion with any of Mr. Ford’s
campaigns. Additionally, all private bills introduced by Mr. Ford
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since 1949 were reviewed and the beneficiaries were checked against
lists of contributors to Mr. Ford’s various campaign committees for

the past twenty years. The Committee concluded there were no impro-
prieties in this area.. '

FBI Report ‘ :

An investigation of the nominee was conducted by the Federal
Bureau of Investigation. The exhaustive investigation comprises over
1,700 pages of “raw data” and involved more than 350 Special F.B.1.
Agents, 33 field offices and over 1,000 personal interviews.

" The Chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary had originally
requested that every Member of the Committee have access to all the
information gathered and compiled by the F.B.I. on Congressman
Ford since it 1s the duty and.constitutional obligation of the full Com-
mittee onr the Judiciary to make a judgment and recommendation to
the House of Representatives concerning his fitness and qualifications
to be Vice President of the United States. _
 After several meetings with members of the Committee and repre-
sentatives of the Department of Justice, an agreement was reluctantly
reached in the interest of expediting the confirmation process whereby
the “raw data” would be made available only to the Chairman plus
three Democratic members of the Committee selected by him and the
ranking Republican plus three Republicans of the Committee selected
by him. These ei%
the Committee of any questionable material relating to the nominee.
The Committes members who reviewed the rﬁpoxt are as follows:
g Chairman—Peter W. Rodino, Jr. ( d.).

Robert W. Kastenmeier—(D-Wis.). =

George E. Danielson— (D-Calif.). ‘

Edward Mezvinsky— (D-Towa).

Ranking Republican—Edward Hutchinson (R-Mich.).

Robert McClory— (R-I1L).

Tom Railsback—(R-I11.). _

. .David W. Dennis—(R-Ind.). '

These members have assured the Committee that they have per-
sonally reviewed the F.B.1. Report and that there is nothing contained

therein which would give reason to seriously doubt or question Con-

ressman Gerald R. Ford’s fitness and qnaligcations to be Vice Presi-
sent of the United States. The Committee is advised that the ¥.B.I.
Report confirms the reputation that Congressman Ford has enjoyed
among his House colleagues, that he is a man of honor and principle.

CONCLUSION

On Thursday, November 29, 1973, the Committee having completed
an exhaustive investigation directed by its own staff, having availed
itself of all other official investigative sources, having exchanged in-
formation with the Senate Committee on Rules and Administration
and having completed six days of hearings brought the matter of the
nomination to a vote. .

On a roll call vote with a quorum present, the Committee voted,
with twenty-nine in favor, eight opposed, and one voting present, to
recommend to the House of Representatives that Mr. Ford's nomina-
tion be confirmed.
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The Committee had investigated and questioned the nominee’s pub-
lic and private life to a degree far be{ond that of any person holding
public office in America today. At all tunesi however, it took great
pains to maintain the security and confidentiality of its records so as to
scrupulously protect Mr. Ford’s personal and civil liberties. The Com-
mittee and its staff believes it has been particularly successful in
achieving this goal. : '

It should be particularly noted, also, that the nominee cooperated in
every possible way, responded to every request, and made himself and
hisﬁrecords totally available to the Committee and its imvestigating
staff. -

Finullg', not every member of the Committee subdribin% to this Re-

ort finds himself in complete agreement with the totality of Mr.
ord’s voting record, or even with all aspects of his %eneral philesophy
of government. Some, though by no means all, are disturbed with ele-
ments of his voting record in the area of civil rights and human rights.

But looking at the total record, the Committee finds Mr. Ford fit
and qualified to hold the high office for which he has been nominated
pursuant to the Twenty-fifth Amendment. - e

In this regard, the Committee found guidance in the legislative his-
tory of the Amendment itself. It is significant that both the House and
Senate Reports which accompanied the recommendation for the
Amendment in 1965 contain an identical paragraph, which reads
thusly: . = : 2 e, '

It is without contest that the procedure for the selection of a Vice President
must contemplate the assurance of a person who is ecompatible with the Presi-
dent. The importance of this compatibility is recognized in the modern practice
of both major political parties in according the Presidential candidate a major
voice in choosing his running subject to convention approval. This proposal
would permit the President to choose his Vice President subject to congressional
approval. In this way the country would be assured of a Vice President of the
same political party as the President, someone who would presumably work in
barmony with the basic policies of the President.






