
p
resen

tin
g

 a n
ew

 ap
p

ro
ach

 an
d

 atti-
tu

d
e, a ch

an
g
e fo

rm
 th

e p
ro

b
lem

s o
f 

the past. B
raden, evidently on the basis 

o
f v

ery
 little research

, attem
p

ts to
 tar 

A
lex

an
d
er's v

eracity
 in

 assertin
g
 th

at 
"o

n
ly

 a few
 h

u
n
d
red

" o
f th

e S
p
ecial 

S
erv

ice S
taff files w

ere referred
 to

 
field

 o
fficers fo

r au
d
it o

r co
llectio

n
—

"If A
lex

an
d

er's rig
h
t. . . . " O

f co
u

rse 
h

e's rig
h

t—
th

at w
as estab

lish
ed

 y
ears 

ago. Y
ou have your choice of congres-

sio
n

al co
m

m
ittees, all in

 essen
tial 

ag
reem

en
t o

n
 th

e lim
ited

 n
u
m

b
er o

f 
field referrals—

the S
enate S

elect C
om

-
m

ittee o
n
 In

tellig
en

ce, in
 its staff re-

p
o

rt d
ated

 A
p

ril 2
3
, 1

9
7
8

; th
e Jo

in
t 

C
om

m
ittee on Internal R

evenue T
axa-

tio
n
, in

 its staff rep
o
rt d

ated
 Ju

n
e 5

, 
1
9
7
5
; an

d
 ev

en
 th

e S
en

ate Ju
d
iciary

 
S

u
b
c
o
m

m
itte

e
 o

n
 C

o
n
stitu

tio
n
a
l 

R
ig

h
ts, in

 its staff rep
o

rt w
ay

 h
ack

 in
 

W
illiam

 E
. W

illiam
s 	

6
,  J97 

IR
S: A

 D
ifferent A

nalysis of the P
ast 

T
o
m

 B
rad

en
's recen

t co
lu

m
n
, "T

ax
 

C
ollection: Is It P

unitive?," contains so 
m

u
ch

 erro
r, an

d
 so

 little tru
th

, th
at a 

m
assive correction Is in order. 
M

r. B
rad

en
 starts o

ff w
ith

 a q
u
o
te 

from
 S

en. W
alter M

ondale. T
his reply 

w
ill do likew

ise. In the m
idst of a dis-

cussion of the S
pecial S

ervice S
taff at 

the O
ct. 2, 1975, hearing before the S

en-
ate S

elect Intelligence C
om

m
ittee, S

en. 
M

ondale addressed IR
S

 C
om

m
issioner 

D
o
n
ald

 A
lex

an
d
er as fo

llo
w

s: "N
o
w

, 
h
ap

p
ily

, w
h
at w

e h
av

e h
ere is a co

m
-

m
issio

n
er—

an
d
 I h

ear th
is fro

m
 all 

so
u
rces—

w
h
o
 o

n
ce ag

ain
 b

eliev
es in

 
th

e law
 an

d
 resistin

g
 th

ese k
in

d
s o

f 
pressures." 

T
he difference in analysis is striking 

—
M

ondale, after a thorough review
 of 

IR
S

 activities by the Intelligence C
om

-
m

ittee staff, com
plim

ents A
lexander as 

T
he w

riter is deputy com
m

issioner 
of the Internal R

evenue S
ervice. 

D
ecem

b
er 1

9
7
4
. S

o
 it is clear th

at, in
 

B
raden's w

ords, "the suspicions of tens 
of thousands of A

m
ericans are w

rong." 
T

he S
pecial S

ervice S
taff Is gone. T

he 
Internal R

evenue service is not a w
eap-

o
n
, to

 b
e w

ield
ed

 ag
ain

st th
e cu

rren
t 

target of dissatisfaction. 
A

n
d
 as so

o
n
 as th

e C
o
n
g
ress can

 
m

ake up its m
ind w

hether the S
ervice 

should or should not continue to m
ain-

tain those files on political dissidents, 
the IR

S
 w

ill be able to put the S
pecial 

S
erv

ice S
taff b

eh
in

d
 it an

d
 d

eal w
ith

 
cu

rren
t p

ro
b

lem
s. (T

h
e cu

rren
t co

n
-

gressional position is, apparently, that 
it is bad to m

aintain but bad to destroy.) 
A

s fo
r th

e ab
o
litio

n
 o

f th
e S

p
ecial 

S
ervice S

taff, first, give the N
ew

 Y
ork 

T
im

es th
e cred

it, n
o
t T

im
e m

ag
azin

e, 
fo

r th
e first sto

ry
 o

n
 th

is u
n
it in

 Jan
u
-

ary 1972—
som

e 16 m
onths before A

lex-
ander cam

e on the scene. (tim
e's story 

cam
e in the sum

m
er of 1973.) S

econd, 
give credit w

here credit is due—
A

lex-
ander did abolish the staff, less than 3 
m

o
n
th

s after h
e to

o
k
 o

ffice, an
d
 as 

so
o
n
 as h

e learn
ed

 w
h
at th

e staff w
as 

really doing. ("T
here w

as nothing to do 
but get rid of it.") If B

raden's analysis is 
co

rrect, w
h
y
 w

asn
't th

e staff "g
o
tten

 
rid of" w

hen the N
ew

 Y
ork T

im
es re-

v
ealed

 it in
 Jan

u
ary

 1
9
7
2
? A

s th
e re-

cord show
s, it took A

lexander to get rid 
of it. 

A
s to

 th
e "h

o
o
k
" o

n
 w

h
ich

 B
rad

en
 

h
an

g
s h

is p
iece—

th
e d

isag
reem

en
t 

o
v
er w

h
eth

er an
 attem

p
t sh

o
u
ld

 b
e 

m
ade to notify the approxim

ately 10.- 
0
0
0
 in

d
iv

id
u
als o

r o
rg

an
izatio

n
s o

n
 

w
hom

 the S
pecial S

ervice S
taff opened 

a file, and collected or received infor-
m

ation. but took no other action—
for 

quite som
e tim

e the IR
S

 has been say-
ing publicly that it w

ill tell all w
ho ask 

w
hether they w

ere In the S
pecial S

erv-
ice S

taff files. 
A

s tar as w
ritin

g
 to

 th
e 1

0
,0

0
0
, in

  

m
any cases there is a substantial iden-

tity problem
: It is unclear from

 the m
a-

terial in the file just w
ho the person is. 

T
here m

ay be a nam
e, but no address, 

S
o

cial S
ecu

rity
 n

u
m

b
er, o

r ev
en

 an
y

 
geographical indicator. W

ho should w
e 

notify? W
ill harm

 be done if w
e notify 

the w
rong person? A

nd, even in the 731 
cases w

here a field referral w
as m

ade 
—

w
here w

e do have address and S
ocial 

S
ecu

rity
 n

u
m

b
er in

fo
rm

atio
n

—
a su

b
-

stantial portion of our letters are being 
retu

rn
ed

 as u
n
d
eliv

erab
le-2

9
7
 o

f th
e 

7
3
1
 s

o
 fa

r. In
 o

u
r v

ie
w

, th
e
 

benefit/detrim
ent analysis just doesn't 

support the proposal. 
N

ext, w
e m

ove to B
raden's gratuitous 

attem
p
t to

 create g
u
ilt b

y
 asso

ciatio
n
. 

B
raden's statem

ent that A
lexander w

as 
"strictly

 a W
h

ite H
o

u
se ch

o
ice," an

d
 

that "his nom
inal boss, S

ecretary of the 

T
aking E

xception 

T
reasury G

eorge S
hultz, w

as not even 
co

n
su

lted
" is to

tally
 false. If B

rad
en

 
had but bothered to check w

ith S
hultz, 

he could have so easily found that A
lex-

an
d
er w

as, in
 fact, su

g
g
ested

 to
 th

e 
W

h
ite H

o
u
se fro

m
 th

e T
reasu

ry
 b

y
 

S
hultz. 
B

raden is apparently trying to im
ply 

som
e skulduggery in the appointm

ent 
o
f A

lex
an

d
er—

an
 in

feren
ce o

f tak
in

g
 

care of N
ixon friends. A

gain, one only 
has to look at the record. T

he R
ebozo 

investigation is a
  m

atter o
f p

u
b
lic re-

cord—
and that investigation w

ent for-
w

ard under A
lexander. (F

or exam
ple, 

see pages 82.84 of the O
ctober 1975 W

at-
erg

ate S
p

ecial P
ro

secu
tio

n
 F

o
rce R

e-
port). B

raden's attem
pt to discredit A

l-
exander because an investigation alleg-
ed

ly
 w

en
t fo

rw
ard

 o
n
ly

 after A
lexan-

d
er w

as ap
p
o
in

ted
 o

n
ly

 sh
o
w

s th
e  

depth of B
raden's bias. A

nd on N
ixon 

h
im

self, w
h

o
 d

ecid
ed

 th
at h

is au
d

it 
should be reopened? T

he reopening of 
the audit resulted in a nearly half-m

il-
lion dollar tax bill. H

ere, too, the public 
record is clear that A

lexander decided 
o
n
 th

e reo
p
en

in
g
 ;S

ee B
o
o
k
 X

 o
f th

e 
H

ouse Judiciary C
om

m
ittee S

tatem
ent 

of Inform
ation, pages 17-18.) 

A
nd then the T

eam
sters. N

o "staff" 
in

v
estig

atin
g

 th
e T

eam
sters w

as ev
er 

ab
o

lish
ed

 b
y

 A
lex

an
d

er. E
v

en
 th

e in
-

v
estig

ativ
e rep

o
rters w

h
o
 h

av
e g

o
n
e 

into this in depth agree on that. 
A

n
d
 th

e fin
al iro

n
y
—

th
at th

e IR
S

 
"h

as n
o
t b

een
 su

b
jected

 to
 th

e sam
e 

kind of searching exam
ination that the 

C
IA

 an
d
 F

B
I h

av
e su

rv
iv

ed
." In

 fact, 
o
v
er th

e p
ast tw

o
 y

ears IR
S

 h
as re-

ceived m
ore outside scrutiny than any 

other federal agency, w
ith the possible 

exception of the C
IA

. In calendar year 
1975 and thus far in 1978, C

om
m

issioner 
A

lex
an

d
er h

as testified
 5

5
 tim

es o
n
 

C
apitol H

ill before congressional com
-

m
ittees and com

m
issions. T

he S
ervice 

has been exam
ined by the S

enate Intel-
ligence C

om
m

ittee; the H
ouse Intelli-

gence C
om

m
ittee; -a subcom

m
ittee of 

th
e H

o
u

se G
o

v
ern

m
en

t O
p

eratio
n

s 
.C

o
m

m
ittee; a su

b
co

m
m

ittee o
f th

e 
'H

ouse W
ays and M

eans C
om

m
ittee; the 

Joint C
om

m
ittee on Internal R

evenue 
T

ax
atio

n
; sev

eral o
th

er co
m

m
ittees, 

an
d
 th

e G
en

eral A
cco

u
n
tin

g
 O

ffice. 
T

he IR
S

 has been putting its ow
n house 

in order at the sam
e tim

e—
identifying 

problem
s, developing guidelines, and 

im
posing controls, all w

ith a view
 to en-

su
rin

g
 th

at th
e S

erv
ice is an

 effectiv
e 

ad
m

in
istrato

r an
d
 en

fo
rcer o

f th
e tax

 
la

w
s—

fa
ir a

n
d
 im

p
a
rtia

l—
n
o
t a

 
w

eapon to be w
ielded against the oppo-

nent of the day. 
O

ne w
onders w

here M
r. B

raden has 
been, or w

hat m
otives he has for an at-

tack so w
ide of the m

ark. 


