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WASHINGTON, July 15—
TH Internal, Revenye Service,
as part of its audit of Presi-

|dent Nixon's tax retwrns, em-
l'ployed independent appra

" Divisive Debate in Sight

The Judiciary Committee is
reported to be headed toward
|a divisive debate over making
|

Experts Called In

There is no regular standing
committee that LR.S. uses to
evaluate historical papers, but
A Democratic member of the| it is standar dpractice for the
{committee  said that he had| Office to cal o noutside experts, |
been told by a Republican| as needed, to help wiih valua.
[mer_nber that Internal Revenue| tion problems |
(would oppose making the re-| The [R.S. art-valuation ¢om-'
port public on the ground that| miftes was established. in. the
|President Nixon, like any tax- early 1960's after many dis.
payer, was ‘entitled to have his| putes arose between the agency
tax return kept confidential. and taxpayers about valuations.

Burke W. Willsey, assistant|of works of art, |
It;Jo ;ﬁtjl:!ec Iﬂéih nfe‘;mglizslggg» Officials of the service said
| s ) » " could not say how
‘ever, that the agency was not : g
gul:ing sides in the d)irspute. He'[ ;:grmranotg;taw:s tLhenl or lstvr:‘i)w‘
said that the LR.S. had con-! Poyer Lo/ claint twice;
‘ It to “pointing to the[ the value that. the agency’s ex-
| fined itself t 77, perts. subsequently established.

| re While Internal Revenue found
I that Mr. Nixon himself had not

|
18]

/the LR.S. audit report public.

The regulafion to which he

isers, said the agency had pointed, . I
Who valued Mr., Nixam’s pre-| section 301.6103 (D)-1, provides e aed, frand % bengting
Presidential papers at less than| that “any relevant or useful e en o eney

half the $576,000 claimed by
the President's own' appraiser.
- This fact' iy

N

which the Ho ¢ . Judici
|Comumittee has copies.. t i
'debating whether to make them
public, -

sources, the audit report algo|

contains other previously l:m-'J

published information concern-,

Ing defecty that the LR.S. found!

in the tax retums, as ori |

::;l for the years 1969 through
2. i

.. The fact that the

agepcy,
tial pa-;
did ot

|

affect the amount of additional
Mr,,

tax thlt.

on the groun dthat it had nof
'been made before Congm
‘changed the law ‘to g

'such deductions: i

The Internal Revenue auditd
reportt, according to a
mittee source, goes into cons
erable detail about the lack
historical value of many of
donated papers,

For example, Mr. Nixon’s apt
praiser, Ralph G. Newman 5‘
Chicago, declmred that theérs
were 15.000 .items relating
the 1959 visit to the Ui
States of Soviet Premier Nikita
|S. Khruschev. The auditorg
found that there only one-tenth !
{that many and that most con-|

“lagaiond. in the|

| Tespect for the Pres

Jj years in office
him a 5 per cen

referred to the spe
tor, Leon Jaw
“sthility that o
s0.

cfal prosecu-
orski, the pos-
thers had done

Among those named by the
agency as possible icipants
in a frandulent mhgnar: on the
President’s behalf were Mr.
Newman, the appraiser, two of
Mr. Nixon's lawyers, Frank De-
Marco Jr. and Herbert W, Kalm-
bach, and two former members

-information™ that has been
properly’ obtained by a. Con-
gressional committee “may . be
submitted by the committee
.Obtaining it to the Senate or
the  House or to both." i

The argument that Mr. Nixon
is ‘entitled to some degree of
privacy fer his tax returns is
nonetheless expected to be
made by some members of the

Judiciary Committee. _of the White House staff, John
Charge Disrespect E!. Ehrlichman and Edward b
Those who take the opposite| Morgan, .
view are expected to argue that|, It had been assumed previ-
Mr. Nixon has fostered dis-|{0Usly that the only issue of

H
the size of his underg?ygents-
and the large number of dif.
ferent items that
allowed. This, in itself, could
be an impeachable offense in
the eyes of committee members
who take a broad view of what
e. -

[

on's gift of papers to the Na-
ional “Archives was actually,
el e e

{+ Although IRS. closed its

i,ﬁhudit on Mr: Nixon's returns
43
i

without finding that he had
vt seh 4 fevs e o, e
iee found that Mr. Nixon und“‘_""@legal_ bar to an attempt by the

i . § prosecutor to bring a
paid his taxes by more than “fraud charge agai the Presi-
$400,000 during his first four ; arge against e

an® ssged ,.dent. This is partieularly true

t penalty for | Commigsioner = Alex-

o i = .- tander, in turning over the case
negligence” in the preparation {to Mr. Jaworski. admitted that
of his tax returns. Under the

T e he had closed the case despite
aX Laws, a negligence penaity unresolved conflicts - in the
is there has

_LBssessed  when testimony of key witnesses.
e & not — =

-

ACY’s action in obtain-:

Hi;ﬁﬂmndent valuatioh of
comy M% pre-Presidential pa-
' il a-fairly standard one,

of e

{

0 .of many items whose,

vaiue £ould be disputed appear
as deductions on
For example, indivi
Worke:of art to museums, uni- ;
versities. or other recipients to!
1 whom

duals givnl

any gift made qualifies’
X deduction, Internal
has a standing com-

.

mitWe of experts whom it con-

isisted of newspaper ciippﬂ; cults §ar an independent opin-
Mr Newman has appraised ien of value of such works
the papers of manv publie fig- | o fart. ) |
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