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$100,000 Gem Received in 1968 g

Humphrey Turns in Glft J ewel

+3. 7
By Maxine Cheshire
Washington Post Staff Writer

* Sen. Hubert H. Humphrey
(D-Minn.) returned to the
State Department yesterday
an eight-carat diamond worth
more than $100,000 which he
was given ih 1968 by Congo
President Joseph Mobutu.

The unset gem was removed
from a safety deposit box in
Minnesota and flown here by
special courier. . Humphrey
then summoned a State De-
partment messenger to Capi-
tol .Hill to return the unset
gem to the Ofiice of Protofol.

The delivery late yesterday
followed two days of inquiries
from The Washington Post on
the whereabouts of the jewel

land a sack of valuable baby

leopard sk.ins, given Hum
phrey’s wife, Muriel, on the
same African trip by an ofﬂ
cial of Somalia.

The 10 leopard skins cannot.
be returned, a spokesman for
the former Vice President’s of-
fice said, because they were

‘| sold in 1970 for $7,500 'and the
‘| money donated to a school for,

the mentally retarded in Mm-
neapolis, Minn, :

.The diamond and the furs
are officially the property of
the U.S. Government under
the Foreign Gifts and Decora-
tions Act, which was amended
in 1966 to bar foreign largesse
to the families of U.S. offi-
cials, as well as officials them-
selves. .

Under the law, such gifts
are to- be turned in to the

‘leopard  skins ‘and the dia-|

statement continqed

§oe

Chief of Protocol : ; cataiog—
ing and disposlﬁnn..- ega]
"Sen. Humphrey," 'lh’ a pre-
pared statement issyed by his
office last night said : “I did
not realize at the time that the
Foreign Gifts and Pecorations
Act covered mem rs of my
family. In the case of both the.|

mond, they were gifts- made fo|
Mrs. Humphrey.' It was as-
sumed that the glt}a helenged
to her. )

“On all foreign trips " the
“1  was
accompanied by a protocol of-
ficer of the State Department
At no time did any officer of
the State Department or any
other agency of government
inform me that the gifts re-
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ceived by me or members of
my family should be placed in
the custody of the depart-
ment.” 3
However, the cﬁamund and
furs. were turned over by a
secretary on Humphrey's staff

to the Chief of Protocol’s  of-
fice.for processing in January,
1968, the same month thecy
were received by, the Hum:
phreys. - v 4 |

They " were ' cataloged and
stored in the custody of the
Protocol Office for a year.

On Jan. 14, 1969, one week
before Humphrey was to end
his term as Vice President, his
office asked the Johnson ad-
ministration's outgoing Chief
of Protpesl to give the gifts
back.

press secretary Betty South
said yesterday, the ' diamond
has: been kept by the Hum-|
phreys In a safety deposit box
located in a bank “somewhere
in Minnegota.”
~The furs were kept in cold
_storage’ at the 'L.A. Rockler
- Co..in Minneapolis, she said,
u.ntll January, 1970,

‘At that time, according to
Mrs, South, Sen.;and ' Mrs.
Humphrey mstructed the fur-
rier; Sheldon Rockler, to-sell
the skir@s and give the money
to the Louise Whitbeck Fraser

Since-that time, Humphrey's

tarded i.n Minneapohs

In his -etatement yesterday,
Humphrey declared that:

“At no- hme ‘has the State
Department or any agency of
govermept; ask,ed. for return
{of the diamond and furs) no:
indicated that they were* not
Mrs. Humphrey's * personal
property On the: contrary. the
department released these
items to us. President Mobutu
of the Congo, now Zaire, made
very clear when the diamona
was presented to Mrs. Hum-
phrey that it was 'not bein
made to a public official or for
a public purpose. °
“Nevertheless, the diamond
has not been mounted or
worn. It is now in the custody
of the State Department. The
gifts were never used for per-
sonal gain. Instead of leaving
the skins to deteriorate at the
State Department, they were
sol_d to aid a npnprofit school
for the education and train-
ing of mentally retarded child:
remn.
" “Neither Mrs. Humphrey
nor I benefited in any way
from the gift of the leopard
skins, The. State Department
has” not raised with me- the
\question -of reimbursement
for'the skins. Should such a

request be made of me, I will

School for the Mentally Re- Iconsider the matter at that
time.” :

1 ‘“"/
Sen.. Humphrey’s records

‘|are incomplete on detaxls of

'the furs transactien and so0 are
those of the school. But Rock
ler's. files show that ' ‘the 10
pelts were sold in May, 19'70
through the firm ef D.H Mar-
tonelli, Ine., in New York Clty
for $750 each sy

Neither company i.nvolved
took a commission on the sale,
Rockler said, and the entire

amount of $7,500 was g1ven to ;

the school.

*The check was made out di-
rectly to the school, Rockler
said, thus eliminating any .ne-
cessity for the Humphreys to
declare the $7,500 on their in-
come. Humphrey’s press secre-
tary. said yesterday that the
Humphreys claimed no tax de
duction for -the $7,500 aa a
charitable eontribqtion.

Under the law, the Chief of
Protocol is supposed to desig-|
nate whéther a gift will be
sent to storage, be returned to
the recipient for “official use”
until he leaves office, be dis-
patched to another govern-

ment agency or a public re-|’

pository such as a museum, or
be sold as surplus. - .

The law, State Department
officials claimed earlier this
week, is “weak, vague” and

without teeth, It puts the re-

turning in gift.swlth the re-
cipient and leaves the Chief

of Protocol—Congress's desig-
nated, watchdog — little more
than a clerk, powerless te en-
sure compliance.

Humphrey’s office declined
to supply any.details on the
diamond, as to its size or
value. But four retired State
Department employees who
handled the gift when it was
registered remembered an ap-
praisal made at that time. -
A reputable New York jew-
eler said yesterday that a 7.9
carat gem of fine quality
would currently be worth “be-
tween $20,000 and $23,000 a
carat” .

Following inquiries by a re-
porter, State Department of-
ficials tried vainly for two
days to- locate files on the
diamond and the furs. Mitchell
Miller, a senior attorney in
the - legal administration sec-
tion of the State Department
in early 1969 who helped draft
the 1966 law, says the file dis-
appeared from his office short-

turned back to Humphrey.

“We were going to look into
the Chief of Protocol’s reasons
for giving the gifts back to
Mrs. Humphrey,” Miller. says.
“But. we. discovered we didn’t

have a file any longer.”,

sponsibility for disclosing and|:

ly after the two items were |
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may have been Betty South,
- The Humphreys wanted to
get custody, of their diamond
and the leopard skins, he says.
i “Frankly;” ' Abell says, “I
assume that they were acting
before Nixon took over and
while there was still someone
there that they knew who had
the flexibility to give them a

fair hearing and interpret reg-|

ulations their way.”

He had a “long talk” with
i pe in the State Depart-

s legal advisory office
about “the matter, but he does
not remember the name of
the lawyer he consulted.

“But from what said,” Abell
recalls, “I finally - concluded
that T could go ahead and let
tll NVice Presldent have his

ﬂfgs "

11, who is a laww-r hum-
ae]i said he would “never have
‘violated" the 1966 law ‘“even
fgr an old friend.”

'He assumed that the Hum-
hre'ya intended to turn the'.
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There “are no "
phrey gifts:
with the Chief of Protocol's
office except the’ ‘diamond and
the furs. Mrs. South said that
a list, dating back to 1966, is
currently being prepared.:
It will be turned over within
a few days, she said, to repre-
sentatives 'of the Geneml Ac-
counting Office. -
Disclosure ‘of the existence
of the diamond and furs fol-
lows recent  stories 'in The
Washington Post on gifts of
valuable jewels that have been

given over  the past three
years by ‘other foreign lead-‘.

ers to the wives of President
Nixpn, former Vice President
Spiro T. Agnew, former Sec-
retary ~ of State Wilkirm B,
Rogers and Sen. J. Wm;lam
Fulbright (D-Ark.). o
The

chluun Tribune New York
News ocate

) 1974 The Washington Post . land -
Dally
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