q;he “Joint Congressional
‘Committee “on  Internal
~Revenue Taxation and the
‘Internal *Revenue Service
Yraveled in uncharted areas
/6f tax law to arrive at Presi-
fent” Nixow's tax bill of
'$432,787 plus interest. '

. Working together since
last December, the commit-
rtee staff und the IRS 1m-
merued themselves in the
4Iaw of presidential’ propﬂﬂ!h
myhem experts freely admit

e The combined !nrees ‘of .

there are ,no final answers,
and such novel questions as
awhether a President realizes
,;peruonal incorie when  his
~family travels  on personal -
ﬁbuslneu in- government air- |
cra.ft.

> How thé IRS .. reqolved
these and other questions -
uremained a secret last night
Teven - aftér the ' committee
i"staff released its massive Te- |
-‘pont glving its uwn conclu-
vsiuns dgll

It 'was_the. Whlte House. f

not the IRS, that_disclosed |
ythat the IRS had gone along |

“with the committee staff en

/the bulk of the staff’s pro-
;opoaed accounting. The White

"House statement also dis-
#:closed that the IRS had a
ZJeport of its own, which, ac-
a"eording to the utatement

«d‘rebuts any suggestion of

fraud on the part ot ‘the

,Eresident” -

*IRS Commmsioner Donald

rC Alexander: withheld com- |

lnent 1&!\‘. night on the White
House disclosures, including
n e news ‘that, Mr. Nixon
‘yould. pay the amount ull?ad
for hy e IRS, «..vn o
#Thus " it* could not be
-Iearned whether the IRS ac-
Scepted the staff view on a
“hasic sharply, ‘contested, is-
«sue: to what axtent does a,
_public ‘offic unllg own
=0fficial- domln!entn 80 that '
a'ﬁe can -take~a ‘personal ;tax |
s»deduction | when - he ‘givea
“vthem.to the United States?
The staff said it ‘was will-
1ng to aceept the princlple
. personal "ownership be-
'wcause of “its long history. of
.saparenf aeceptance hy gov
,enﬁx:te% t did not.
i a n end the
inquiry into the validity of
the gift of pre-presidential
-papers, 'The: staff found. the
gift defective for tax pur-

poses, chiefly because of the |

‘restrictions . Mr. Nixon put
“on access to the documents
~deposited | in tha Natlnnal
aﬁrchiven.

i Aceardlng to ‘the staff the

“restrictions were /not_¢lear |

Juntil 1970, ‘well “after the
“July, 1969 cutoff for tax de.
ductions  under tax reform
~legislation, - ‘and ‘so the gift
Ywas not ' complete in’ 1 1969

“without the deed that spec- |

l:;'lﬂed the - restrictions: The
“deed “was missing and “the
sburden was on the taxpayer

to produce it, | (



