
aes 	coeuo tOrwattey, ilverutto Loworo u.ot 

ThaOko Tory much for tid.o, 	i o, ste. toCewcus. it in very helpful, it doe help OY 
understanding very much Lout in nom moat it doors incronse my knool&ge, can on the 
plans for Bennett, aunt mud Cuddy to buy hullono I regret thn need for the masking, 
particularly because incomo cams, particularly tho firot, redo 2. I sey  how  already put t000tner what oioht bt of intoroot to you. 

Of oonrst, you nay also boort dont.: thn Beno thi000 I don't bolieloo that jazz about 
the hot ntoff on Nuckie Greonspon in elltged to have had and"didn t. I did that wriVono 
too daj 1 tom tut testioony,. ; c  evo the atteropted brow -in that, as I recall it, ono 
exactly a your beforo t.x 	 , was to het t1i Laheu papers on nughos' Lotion 
that ht could by Nom. Emu,* on thin one in my files, old ncompapor clipoin5p. 

The ave; aorta :::eats 	ohich I find myoolf wooderiog why the otaiT was so Nuch 
leso inforootive that  it could how: been. oenators aru too buoy to Ooep up without 
boino informed. Their begins with this first item, the bioaxa!thy„ libich says ouch less 
thon io public about Hunt's aarcor, oarticularl$ whore it in volovaut in his CIA posts. One aspect of this i have not boon able to follow and would like to if you have any 
eugewstlxwao or infor‘itatioa is Lno Oominioao fiaaco of 1965. Theo spurious list of so- 
calloo ow-Law:Leto uoud as a hoolo for the Onitod ;;tutor inoasiou 	intruoion into 
the d000stio affairs of that aolaltry is mouctly the id ad. of thing one could expect 
frookilunt. It was a tragedy for the Dordnioan Hepublio and a disaster for Unite Statos foreign relations. I have a file of old clippioo on this. They nny the forma oppoend 
by th. dotted atatoo woro not COMMiliete• 

This also has to be true about nexico and about domootic intaliooaco, both arms I as followine as best I can. I belior.1 both are relevant to the inquiry road to= ahould 
have cwool in this EitliZainr* 

YO' lotter coocludoo '.iith a kiad orfor of core raslarisl it you havo it. if it is 
not too much trouble, I have opooial into/oats in ifunt, Caddy taw Beunett aua too !sullen agoncy, zo Agin:Ls yoaioUht be able to oravide that is not roproduood in too nearings 
I uouli be oopooiolly hoo,y to hue 3. I feel fairly confident af Lulus ablo to cove up 
with what has not yet been adducod on this. it will take time, hart taken much tizo, but 
I think it will be worth the effort. When I have exymploted this oork, I bolivvo it may 
intorst you oimi Tatar Volcher. 

otot000f now oot CJ Jodi:Iota, 'out -Omit uao a oulloa vice prooidout. owed on 
what 1 bavo frou Denuett la a oivilocuiL; dopooition, page 2 ie wrong in that Bennett 
agys he was hired as proaident borom the purchase, obit% I believo he dodo not nontion in that depedtion. 

Of CO6ISO you should kno.? ouch that I do not. Lowuver, an I row:. page 17 in porti- 
yo 	color I wondered it you have coopared this and other natters with the taunt and Liddy 
00 expense aocountn. Two ports of this itooe soon to have ben rsokrd, ono for mays  I have a story lawhialiGroinellua is quoted go say-hag  the actually was this brook-in. 'obis 

as„' 000s 'Won plan was votood by they  ;hon corpony. bouts Q-17ennopur. lied, nor obody 
did brook in soot left p000f of it. 

Anunber of i1 	on p.Igo 21 WW1 to be inadequate or inoonaiotont with whit is 
publicly available. Iaoompleteneso oontinues to the top of oage 22. Ihio and what Ica-
loes givo au morn interest in the ov-called inert blue:ow-1a lotter, uhioh I Lave not wen. if you con spars a oopy. 

If you :are interooted in thane things and X can help you, ploano let mo know. 
oiot000 for what you have (low mind what you may 444 



11th 	 for Sr. anchor('Coiaut on Senator neichor's 12/12/73 L;nn.C.rosEd-anal itutord 
".:axon Papars Tax Deduction," from Bar°ld ckisberg, 12/22/73 

Chat I su&sated in ny 12/14/73 letter to Senator loicher is supaortod by a hasty 
roadina of thin reprint, received late yesterday. Senator Jeichor's focus is on the 
tax deduction and he hen made a valuable addition to the record on this. Nowever, I an 
more than over convinced that the other posaiblo Nixon interest should no considered. 

The other interest have in nind is a nechanium for suppresaing hie on records. 

Whether or not he had this ia oind, he hue's achieved this, 	reward to all  hie 
pro-Presidential papers. 

As Seitutor aeicher noted, only about a third of those papers are included, in the 
"raLft." But all are cozened by the conveyancoa. This would seem to mean that until 
there is a final. determination of what is included in this "gift," the imposed and 
inherently accepted conditions apaly to all, the third given and the two-third not 
given. Could this be the reason i]xige 2, C.) that 'The 1969 deed has /lover been 
accepted...," because until final determination of what is included it can't be? 
If so and if the Nixon lawyers understood the manor of malciaaa this "d_ft" was 
clouded, I wonder if the ulterior purpose mentioned in the fourth paragraph of my 
letter was important enough to risk clouding the tax credit cJ airman In part Senator 
Weicher boggy to addreoe this on page 3, the paragrp.ph beginning at the bottom of the 
first column and concluding, "It is inposaible to relinquish physical dominion or con-
trol over soaetning if there is no way of physically knowing what that something 
On page 5, U. quotes, "Since Xaazawin• for tha  most ps,rt ate not vet deeded to the  
U'ti'ca Staten..."  Perhaps relevant also is page 6, In, "There is no explanation or 
ream= for the differences in the 1969 deed, ouch an the attempt to use an agent, or 
the absence of a rataliature block for the Caneral Services idminiwtrntion." (,:ould it 
not at nom later data be argued. that without GSA acceptance the whole deal if off? 
Or incoarta how to have the eaten cake. 

Exhibit 1 on page 7, 1., denies access to , Nixon papers as long as he is 
Preaident. So does Exhibit 3, 1. Both also give Nixon "the right and power at any time 
during his lifetime to codify or ronove thin restriction..." I en nest that if the 
mind if not captured by "relieve" and focuses on "acidify", one modification could be to 
ertond the period of total sup.  ronsion. 

If I on correct, Nixon has created a machine for the total. suppression of any of 
his pro-Pronidontial papers he wants suppressed amt for as long as he wants this. I 
believe there are such papers, thona he dean not want seen by anyone who can use than. 
And fron my own experience in C.A. 2569-70 in the federal diotrict court in Washington, 
the federal government will undertake to prose the right to supprose for the donor. In 
that case perjury and subornation of perjury were the ftederal way. Were this precedent 
followed., Nixon would not have to defend the cane hineelf. The attachments in that cane 
say the precedent is tonsorial without deviation. There is always the glib explanation, 
the need to induce such prioeioan alfts that otherwise would not be trade. 

While I want to keep this short, I do ank you to consider why with all the icing 
talent his had and. with the clear intent to one the tax-reducing potential of the law, 
and particularly with the pending end of that capability, there was all this fussiness, 
all the possible jeopardy to the making of an easy half million dollars. I believe it 
can be explained by what I called "ulterior purpose" and that suparosaion is one ptaniose. 

Theo° documents are referred to as "deeds." I aka not a lawyer, but 1 believe they 
are rather contracts. `'buss terns can be extracted from GSA. and they are not valid with- 
out 	signature. Can you think of any good reason for then to be drafted with no 
provinion for GSA aignaturo aside from this? 
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Senate 
NIXON PAPERS TAX DEDUCTION 
Mr. WEICKER Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that certain ma-
terials, which were sent to the Internal 
Revenue Service on December 10, 1973, 
be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rials were ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

COMMIT= ON AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE SCLE.NCES, 

Washington, D.C., December 10, 1973. 
Ron. DONALD C. ALEXANDER, 
Commissioner, Internal Revenue Service, 

Washington, D.C. 
DEAR Mx. CommissioN ER: During the 

course of my investigations as a Member of 
the Select Committee on Presidential Cam- 

paign Activities, certain facts came to my at-
tention relative to an alleged gift of pre-
Presidential papers to the United States by 
Richard M. Nixon in 1969. 

The responsibility for determining the 
validity of the tax deduction which resulted 
from that alleged gift is solely within the 
Jurisdiction of the Internal Revenue Service. 
For that reason, I believe the enclosed 
memorandum of fact and law should be 
brought to your attention. The very nature 
of Its content raises questions requiring a 
response by the appropriate governmental 
authority. 

I have noted that on September 5, 1973, in 
a Presidential News Conference, the Presi-
dent stated: ". . . the IRS has had a full 
field review or audit of my income tax re-
turns for 1971 and 1972.   . ." On Decem-
ber 8, 1973, in his financial disclosure state-
ments, the President stated: "The examina-
tion conducted earlier this year by the 
Internal Revenue Service of President and 
Mrs. Nixon's returns for the years 1971 and 
1972 included a review of the gift." 

My investigation has revealed that neither 
the recipient of the alleged gift, the General 
Services Administration and the National 
Archives, nor the appraiser of the alleged 
gilt. Mr. Ralph Newman, have ever been con-
tacted by the Internal Revenue Service with 
reference to the gift in question. In a gift 
situation involving a donor, donee, and ap-
praiser, for the IRS not to have contacted 
two out of three principal parties clearly 
raises questions about the thoroughness of 
such a review or audit. 

When questions relating to the tax treat-
ment of the President are raised, it is .very 
important to the nation and to public con-
fidence that the matter be resolved in a 
timely and thorough manner. 

As I indicated to you by phone this evening, 
I will make public both this letter and its 
accompanying documents. This so as to avoid 

accusations of "leaks" being attributed to 
either of our offices.  

With kind regards. 
Sincerely. 

LOWELL WEICKER, Jr., 
U.S. Senator. 

MEMORANDUM 

To: Commissioner, Internal Revenue Service. 
From: Senator Lowell Weicker. Jr. 
Re: Income Tax Deduction by Richard M. 

Nixon. 
SUMMARY OF FACTS 

1. In both 1968 and 1969, Richard M. Nixon 
claimed a tax deduction for charitable con-
tributions of his personal papers to the 
United States. This had become common 
practice for individuals in his position. The 
procedure used by Lyndon B. Johnson and 
Mr. Nixon from 1965 to 1968 was to wait 
unit' the end of the year, apparently make 
an estimate of their tax situation, and then 
determine how much of a charitable deduc-
tion would be appropriate. Prior to 1965, this 
technique had not been followed by Presi-
dents or ex-Presidents. who instead donated 
personal papers in lump sums on the oc-
casion of their death or retirement, 

2. Mr. Nixon's first donation of papers to 
the United States, in 1968, followed normal 
procedures. He executed a Chattel Deed, 
dated December 30, 1968 (Exhibit 1.) This 
deed was signed by Mr. Nixon as donor, de-
livered to the General Services Administra-
tion as recipient, and accepted by the sig-
nature of a General Services Administration 
official on December 30. 1968 on the face of 
the deed. 

3. The papers that were the subject of the 
1968 deeded gift were delivered to the Na-
tional Archives, which serves as the reposi-
tory for valuable papers given to the United 
States, on March 20, 1969. (See Exhibit 2.) 

4. March 26 and 27, 1969 are dates of key 
significance. First, a large quantity of Mr. 
Nixon's papers, apparently the remainder of 
his pre-Presidential papers, was transferred 
to the National Archives for storage on those 
days. Second, there is in existence a Chattel 
Deed, dated March 27. 1969 and signed by a 
Deputy Counsel to the President on April 21, 
1069, purporting to deed about one-third of 
those pre-Presidential papers to the United 
States. (Exhibit 3.) 

5. This deed was not delivered to the United 
States or any representative thereof until 
Uri] 10, 1970. (Exhibit 

6. Returning to 1969, from April 6th to 
8th, Mr. Ralph Newman, a professional ap-
praiser, made a preliminary appraisal of the 
papers transferred to the Archives on 
March 26 and 27, 1969. (Exhibit 5.) 

7. On May 12, 1969 the White House an-
nounced that a Richard M. Nixon Foundation 
was being formed, to include a museum and 
library, as a charitable non-profit corpora-
tion. (Exhibit 6.) 
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8. On May 27. 1969, Sherrod East, con-

sultant to the Archives, issued a status re-
port pertaining to the Nixon papers. (Exhibit 
.7.) 

P. On Nevember 3, 17, 18, 19. 20 and Decem-
ber 8, 1969. Mr. Ralph Newman made his 
appraisal of the Nixon papers. (Exhibit 5.) 

10. On March 21, 1970, Mr. Newman mailed 
to the National Archives a completed descrip-
tion of the papers claimed by Mr. Nixon as a 
1989 gift. (Exhibit 8.) 

11. A formal appraisal was drawn up by 
Mr. Newman on April 6, 1970. (Exhibit b.) 
This appraisal was attached to Mr. Nixon's 
tax return for 1969. 

12. On April 10, 1970 the Chattel Deed 
dated March 27, 1969, was delivered to the 
Office .of .'General Counsel of the general 
Services Administration, which administers 
the National Archives. 

13. An additional set of significant facts 
relate to a specific change in the law that 
resulted from the Tax Reform. Act of 1969. 
On April 21, 1469 the Treasury Department 
announced Its proposals for the Tax Reform 
Act of 1989. (Exhibit 9) Included in these 
proposals was a provision that would prohibit 
the treatment of letters, memorandum, or 
similar property as capital assets for pur-
poses of charitable contributions. This pro-
posal would, in effect, eliminate the type of 
gift under discussion here. On May 27. 1969. 
the House Ways and Means Committee, which 
has initial responsibility for tax legislation 
in the Congress, issued a Press Release an-
nouncing that the legislation it was drafting 
would likewise include repeal of that type of 
gift as a deductible item. (Exhibit 10.) The 
May 27, 1969 announcement stated that the 
proposed House bill would recommend re-
peal effective as of the end of 1969. On 
July 25, 1969, the House Bill was reported 
out of the Ways and Means Committee, but 
the Committee Report contained two con-
f eoting proposed effective dates for the pro-
vision In question. (Exhibit LL) One refer-
ence in the Report indicated an effective 
date of December 31, 1969; another reference 
in the Report stated an effective date of 
July 25, 2909. This Committee bill passed the 
full House on August 2, 1969. (Exhibit 11.) 

On November 21, 1969, the Senate Finance 
Committee reported out the Senate version 
of the Tax Reform Act of 1969. including 
repeal of the gift deduction in question, with 
a recommended effective date retroactive to 
December 31, 1968, (Exhibit 12.) This was 
also the first time a retroactive effective date 
had been proposed. It was not until the House 
bill and the Senate -bill went to Conference, 
in December, 1969, that the different effective 
dates were resolved, On December 21, 1969, 
the compromise was announced. (Exhibit 13.) 
The compromise effective date that was 
chosen was July 25, 1969, the date the House 
Ways and Means Committee had announced 
its final hill, 

14. Richard M. Nixon claimed a deductible 
contribution of $578,000 on his tax return for 
tax year 1969, based on a gift of papers in 
1969, and began applying the maximum al-
lowable portion of that deduction against his 
tax liabUity, In 1969, the law permitted a 
deduction up to 30 percent of his adjusted 
gross income, in succeeding years the law 
permitted a deduction up to 50 percent of 
adjusted gross income. Deductions have been 
taken on the basis of those percentages for 
tax years 1969 to 1972. resulting in substan-
tial tax savings to the taxpayer. 

15. In order for the $578,000 deduction to 
be valid, Mr. Nixon would have to have made 
a valid gift by deed or valid gift of $576,000 
worth of personal papers, to the United 

States, prior to July 25, 1989. 
1. THE CHATTEL DIDEU DATED efelicri 27, 1560, 

ABSOLDTE:LT FAILED TO EXECUTE A VALID CHAR-
ITABLE CONTRIBUTION 

1. The essential legal requirements for a 
valid deeded gift are delivery of a deed, 
execution of the deed by the donor (or a leg-
ally authorized agent), acceptance of the 
deed by the recipient, and a legally sufficient 
description of the gift. The transaction in 
question has the additional burden of meet-
ing these legal requirements prior to July 
25, 1969. The March 27, 1969, deed fails on all 
counts. 

A. For purposes of the deduction claimed 
by Mr. Nixon, the deed was not timely de-
livered. The Tax Reform Act of 1969 elimi-
nated the deduction in question for gifts 
made after July 25, 1969. This would require 
delivery of the deed prior to that date, if the 
deduction were to be claimed on the basis of 
the deed. The deed was not delivered until 
April 10, 1970. (Exhibit 4.) This failure is, 
in and of itself, sufficient grounds to prevent 
any claim of gift based on the deed. 

B. The deed was not signed by the donor. 
It was signed by Edward L. Morgan, Deputy 
Counsel to the President. A document at-
tached to the deed states that Mr. Morgan 
claims he was authorized to sign the deed on 
behalf of Mr. Nixon. That attached docu-
ment is unsigned, but is notarized by Frank 
DeMarco, Jr. (Ex. 3) Mr. Morgan's claim that 
he was authorized to sign the deed has no 
legal significance for the purpose of tax laws 
which would require under Internal Reve-
nue Service Income Tax Regulations section 
1.6061-1(a) and 1,6012-1(a) (5) that such au-
thority be signed by Mr. Nixon. 

Mr. Nixon's property was being disposed 
of and only a clearly evidenced delegation 
of authority by Mr. Nixon himself would be 
legally sufficient to permit Mr. Morgan to 
act in Mr. Nixon's behalf. A second docu-
ment attached to the deed states that all 
the items "specifically" set forth in Schedule 
A of the deed were delivered to the Archives 
on March 27, 1989. This attached document 
only pertains to the issues of delivery and 
identity of the gift and in no way evidences 
Mr. Morgan's authority. 

A comparison with the 1968 deed enhances 
the significance of Mr. Nixon's missing sig-
nature. In 1968, Mr. Nixon not only signed 
the deed personally, but a handwritten nota-
tion alongside his signature indicates that his 
signature was affixed on December 25, 1968. 
The signature block which appears on the 
1969 deed is a duplicate of the 1968 block but 
contains nothing. 

C. The 1969 deed hes never been accepted 
by the recipient. The General Services Ad-
ministration, which administers the National 
Archives, would be the appropriate recipient 
on behalf of the United States. The earlier 
1968 deed had a signature block for the 
General Services Administration and a repre-
sentative of that Agency signed that deed, 
with an accompanying handwritten notation 
of the date on which the signature was af-
fixed, December 30, 1988. Inquiries to the 
General Services Administration have pro- 
duced no explanation for the lack of offi-
cial acceptance, but have confirmed the im-
plication that the Agency does not treat the 
deed as accepted to this day. (Exhibits 4. and 
14.) 

It should be noted that the lack of signed 
acceptance of the deed by the General Serv-
ices Administration is In direct violation 
of their own guidelines. The GSA Handbook 
on Presidential Libraries, promulgated pur-
suant to title 44, United States Code, sec-
tions ,2101-2113 and 2301-2308, containing 
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provisions in Chapter 3, 'paragraph 5 for 
handling the receipt of personal papers. 
Those provisions state: 

"5. Documentation of accessions. The essen-
tial documents in the acquisition process are 
a deed of gift executed between the donor and 
the library and a log of all accessions kept 
for internal control purposes. 

a. Deed of gift..  
(1) The major purpose of the deed of gift 

is to accomplish the legal transfer of the 
papers or other historical materials to the 
library. 

• • 	• 	• 
(5) Deeds of gift should be signed both by 

the donor and by the Archivist of the 'United 
States or his designated representative. Three 
copies should be signed, the original to be 
retained by the library, one copy returned 
to the donor, and one kept by the NI..." 

D. The deed fails to identify what is being 
given away. The body of the 1969 deed itself 
claims only to have given the materials "listed 
and described In Schedule A annexed here-
to . . . ." (emphasis added.) An attached 
document states that there was delivery, for 
gift purposes, only of "those materials spe-
cifically set forth in Schedule A attached 
hereto." The critical fact is that a specific 
description or list of materials constituting 
the alleged gift did not even exist until Mr. 
Ralph Newman completed his appraisal In 
late 1969, and could not have been attached 
as a Schedule A until his description was 
forwarded to the appropriate parties in 19'70. 
At the time the gift, by law, had to be final-
ized, the subject property was not sufficiently 
described so as to identify the actual property 
that constituted the gift. A deed cannot exe-
cute the disposal of something if there is no 
means of determining what it Is that is being 
disposed of. The deed would fall, in this case, 
for vagueness. In addition, reference in the 
body of the deed to a nonexistent list and 
description would render the deed incom-
plete as of July 25, 1969. 
II, NO VALID GIFT OF PERSONAL PAPERS RV 

RICHARD M. NIXON TO THE UNITED STATES 
WAS EXECUTED PRIOR TO JULY 25, 1589 
1. The rules of gift law require, in the ab-

sence of a deed, actual delivery of the gift 
property, an express intent by the donor that 
delivery is for purposes of a gift, and accept-
ance of the property as a gift by the intended 
recipient. In addition, It is necessary that the 
gift exist. The transactions and evidence prior 
to July 25. 1969, failed to meet these rules 
of law on all counts. 

A. The transfer of papers to the Archives 
on March 26 and 27, 1969 did not satisfy the 
necessary legal requirements to constitute 
a complete delivery of a gift. There is no 
question that 1217 cubic feet of papers were 
transferred to the National Archives on 
March 26 and 27. 1969. The critical fact Is 
that the alleged 1969 gift consisted of some 
392 cubic feet of papers, and Richard M. 
Nixon did not relinquish dominion and con-
trol over any specifically identifiable 392 
cubic feet of papers at that time or at any 
time prior to July 25, 1969. Giving up domin-
ion and control is a necessary element of a 
legal delivery. 

At the time of transfer, the papers were 
received In Room 19E-3 of the National 
Archives. The papers were in one group. 
There is no question, then or now, that the 
entire lot was not intended to be relin-
qpished into the dominion and control of the 
Archives. Officials at the Archives, parties in-
volved in the transaction, and the President 
himself in his recent financial disclosure 
message all indicate that 825 cubic feet of 

those papers still belong to the President. 
The essential point Is that until the 392 cubic 
feet constituting the alleged gift were some-
how either separated from the 825 cubic feet 
retained by Mr. Nixon or until the 392 cubic 
feet were capable of being specifically identi- 
fied there was no way of knowing which 
pieces of pbysiosl property Mr. Nixon had 
relinquished control of. There would have 
been no basis for preventing Mr. Nixon from 
entering the collection and reclaiming or 
otherwise disposing of any individual item 
in the collection, including those papers that 
eventually were separated out as an alleged 
gift. It is Impossible to relinquish physical 
dominion or control over something if there 
is no way of physically knowing what that 
something is. 

Mr. Newman, the individual who selected 
and described the items constituting the al- 
leged gift has stated that this selection proc- 
ess did not begin until November. 1969. Only 
when that process began were the 392 cubic 
feet of papers placed In a separate area with- 
in the Archives, adjacent to the main body 
of papers retained by Mr. Nixon. Only when 
that process was completed could the Ar-
chives actually exercise dominion and con-
trol of a Specific piece of property. 

A leading legal text, Brown on Personal 
Property, states: 

"The concept of a complete relinquish-
ment of control as a necessary incident of 
gift is also met with In those situations 
where, in spite of an expressed intent of 
gift and a manual tradition of the subject 
matter, the words or conduct of the parties 
indicate that It was not expected that the 
donor should forego entire dominion and 
control over the thing given, but that the 
intended donee should hold the same as the 
agent or bailee of his assumed benefactor." 
(Brown at 90.) 

The transaction in question Is precisely 
the situation where prior conduct, unrefuted 
by any change in conduct In 1969, would 
indicate that the Archives were a bailee 
until such time as a deed arrived indicat- 
ing that a portion of the property held in 
ball was to be relinquished to the United 
States. 

Brown states further:- 
"Until the donee reduces the subject mat-

ter of the proposed donation to his posses- 
sion, the gift is inchoate and subject to 
revocation by the donor at his pleasure, and 
is ipso facto revoked by his death." (Brown 
at 92.) 

The entire subject matter of the March 
1969 transfer could not be reduced to pos- 
session by the Archives, since It belonged to 
Mr. Nixon. There was no subject matter 
capable of being reduced to possession until 
the separate subject matter of the gift 
existed. In fact, evidence that all the papers 
were in an area of the Archives reserved for 
"courtesy storage" would indicate that they 
were all in storage, possessed by Mr. Nixon. 
Only when the 392 cubic feet of papers were 
taken to a. separate area in the Archives in 
late 1969, an area within the Archives where 
materials were clearly in the Archives' pos-
session, could it be said that the Archives 
were exercising possession. 

Significantly, there is direct evidence that 
the President exercised dominion and con-
trol over the subject matter of the alleged 
gift, the specific 392 cubic feet of papers, 
long after July 25, 1969. The General Serv-
ices Administration has stated: 

"In accordance with paragraph 1 of the 
Chattel Deed dated March 27, 1969, GSA, 
bound by the dictates of section 2107 and 
2108(c) of Title 44, United States Code, 
has withheld general public access to the 
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referenced papers." (Letter from Arthur F. 
Sampson, Administrator of the General Serv-
ices Administration, to Honorable Lowell 
Weickee, dated December 7, 1973,) (Exhibit 
14.) 

The important point is that whereas the 
mere existence of restrictions on a gift, even 
if they are placed pursuant to the donor's 
instructions may not be evidence of con-
tinuing dominion and control, it is quite an-
other matter for GSA to take that action on 
April 10, 1970 at the instructions of Mr. 
Nixon. The Chattel Deed referred to by GSA 
did not arrive at GSA until April 10, 1970. 
If restrictions were placed on the papers in 
accordance with a provision in that deed, 
that constitutes evidence that a form of con-
trol was exercised over the papers by Mr. 
Nixon, by virtue of the placing of restrictions 
on the papers according to his terms or di-
rections. This has nothing to do with the 
validity of the deed. Even if the deed were 
invalid, it still unquestionably operated to 
instruct GSA to take some act controlling 
the papers. The feet that Mr. Nixon was-able 
to exercise this control on April 10, 1970 is 
positive evidence that he had not Irrevocably 
given up all control and dominion prior to 
July 25, 1969. 

H. There is no evidence of intent by the 
donor to make a gift: and, in fact, there is 
evidence to the contrary, 

The General Services Administration has 
stated that "there was no express communi-
cation or indication by President Nixon per-
sonally to GSA or the National Archives be-
tween January 1, 1969 and July 25, 1969, in-
dicating that the transfer of papers was ex-
plicitly for purposes of a gift." The circum-
stances of this alleged gift make the require-
ment of the donor's intent particularly im-
portant. The Archives have consistently 
served as a "warehouse" for Presidents' 
papers. providing what the Archives refer to 
as "courtesy storage." The actual experience 
of the Archives has been that papers so 
transferred during a President's lifetime have 
never been intended as a gift at the time of 
initial transfer. Likewise, mere transfer has 
never constituted a gift, in and of itself. So 
long as the Archives serve a dual function, as 
a warehouse and as a recipient of gifts, some 
expression of intent would have been 'neces-
sary to clarify the transaction. Ordinarily a 
deed would indicate the requisite intent. Ab-
sent a deed there was no way of knowing 
what was intended as a gift and what was 
for storage. 

Words by an agent of the donor, assuming 
the agent can provide proof of express au-
thority as the tax regulations require, may 
well have indicated an intent that something 
within the large mass of papers was to be a 
gift, Nevertheless, until steps had been taken 
to identify the physical existence of that 
something, the intent was merely a promise. 
A promise is a future interest, and future 
Interests are not tax deductible gifts. 

On the contrary, there is evidence tnclicat-
log an intent that the March 26 and 27, 1969 
transfer was not intended as a gift, First, 
contemporaneous correspondence makes no 
reference to the fact that all or a part of 
the transfer was to be an immediate gift. 
Second, on May 12, 1969 the White House-
announced that a Richard Nixon Foundation 
was being formed. This Foundation, to in-
clude a library and a museum, was to be a 
private, Charitable, non-profit corporation. 
That announcement would indicate, if any 
thing, that Mr. Nixon envisioned a private 
library containing his papers. Thus the an-
nouncement of a private library would be 
evidence that the Archives were serving as a  

warehouse. Third, a status report on May 27, 
1969. by the Archives consultant in charge 
of the Nixon papers project, clearly indicates 
the lack of any immediate gift intent. That 
report states in part: 

"Since the papers for the most part are 
not yet deeded to the United States, no ap- 

praisal of the papers for permanent reten-
tion: or elimination of duplicate or extra-
neous material has been attempted 

"As heretofore indicated, further work 
should await some further clarification of 
White House wishes and intentions.. . ."(em-
phasis added_) 

The report was written by an individual, 
Sherood East, in a position to know the 
specific intentions and facts of the transac-
tion. 

Always in the past, some document such 
as a letter, will or deed had served to evi- 
dence the intent of a. President to make a 
gift of papers to the Archives. The absence 
of such a communication would be circum-
stantial evidence that an intent to make a 
gift did not exist prior to July 25, 1969. 

C. The recipient of the alleged gift did not 
exercise acceptance of the gift prior to July 
25. 1969. 

For the same reasons as stated in subsec-
tion A of this section, it would not have been 
possible for the National Archives to exer-
cise possession of the alleged gift until late 
1969. Prior to that time, there was a large 
mass of papers from which the alleged gift 
could eventually be selected. So long as the 
larger mass of papers remained as one entity. 
in an area reserved for storage of the Nixon 
papers, the only constructive acceptance 
that could be inferred was acceptance for 
purposes of storage Acceptance of a valid 
deed adequately identifying the gift would 
have constituted acceptance of the gift, even 
though the physical selection of the papers 
had not taken place. No deed was received 
before July 25, 1969, therefore strict accept-
ance of pessession of the actual property 
became an absolute necessity. Nevertheless. 
prior to July 25, 1969, it would not have been 
possible for an official of the National Ar-
chives to know or indicate which property 
the United States owned and which property 
Mr. Nixon owned. 

D. The corpus of the alleged gift did not 
legally exist prior to July 25, 1960. 

An element that runs throughout the is-
sue of whether the gift was made prior to 
July 25, 1969 is the fact that the gift did 
not take shape until Mr. Ralph Newman de-
scribed or selected the papers in November 
and December 1969. 

What existed on March 27, 1969 were raw 
materials. From those raw materials the 
corpus of a gift would take shape at a future 
time. It is therefore important to trace the 
events that took place in the process of iden-
tifying the alleged gift. 

According to Mr. Newman's own state-
ment, he had been told that Mr. Nixon would 
like to take a 6500,000 deduction from the 
large quantity of papers that had arrived on 
March 26, and 27, 1950. In order to satisfy 
himself that there was sufficient material it 
storage to cover such a gift. Mr. Newman 
made a "ballpark estimate" that the material 
in storage contained at least $500,000 in 
value. He made no physical selection of pa-
pers. Nothing was separated into a different 
area. No specific boxes were designated to 
constituting $500,000 worth of papers. I 
should be noted that the entire 1217 cubic 
feet of papers delivered in March, 1969 con-
tained valuable papers and a 6500,000 deduc- 
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s. 

Vein would be covered by only about one 
third of the papers. Therefore, a definite 
choice of papers was a necessary step in be-
ing able to identify the papers which would 
constitute the actual gift. 

Only when Mr. Newman returned to the 
Archives in November 1969, did he begin the 
process of what he terms "describing" the 
gift. The method Mr. Newman used was to 
separate the papers, beginning in chrono-
logical order. The chronological method Is 
used because it is preferable for a library 
to have a comprehensive series of papers 
covering a continuous period, as opposed to 
bite and pieces from disconnected time 
periods with gaps in the record. 

The reason the 8576,000 evaluation figure 
was arrived at was simply that Mr. Newman 
attempts to be conservative in his appraisals. 
V a taxpayer desires a $500,000 deduction. Mr. 
Newman will select a gift with slightly higher 
value to avoid any challenge that the ma-
terials were over-appraised. Be arrived at the 
odd number of $576,000 because as a matter 
of policy he did not want to end his appraisal 
in the middle of some set of documents which 
should be logically kept together, such as 
continuous documents of a trip or other 
event. It is interesting to note that in spite 
of Mr. Newman's attempt to be conservative 
in his appraisal. Mr. Nixon claimed the full 
076,000 deduction. 

When Mr. Newman had completed his ap-
praisal, the papers he had described as worth 
$576,000 were placed in a separate area of 
the Archives. Until this process was com-
plete, there was no way to clearly identify 
a piece of property as being the subject of a 
gift. In fact. there was no way of knowing 
which items were to be irrevocably a gift 
and which would be retained by Mr. Nixon, 

To demonstrate the importance of this 
point, It is interesting to note that in the 
President's financial statement of Decem-
ber 8, 1973, he states: 

"On April 8 and 9, 1969. Mr. Ralph New-
man, a recognized appraiser of documents, 
visited the Archives and designated the pa-
pers." (emphasis added) 

A letter by Mr. Frank Demarco, Jr. to 
Coopers and Lybrand on August 22. 1973, 
states: 

"On or about April 6, 7. and 8, 1969, the 
material constituting the subject matter of 
the gift was examined and segregated from 
other materials by an appraiser duly ap-
pointed by the taxpayer to appraise the 
market value-  of the said papers." (emphasis 
added.) 

Neither of these statements is true, ac-
cording to the version given by the appraiser 
himself, who is the best witness as to what 
happened. Clearly the donor and his tax at-
torney recognize the importance of some 
designation or segregation prior to July 25. 
1960. 

It is interesting to note that a document 
dated March 27, 1969 gave Mr. Newman a 
right of access to the 1968 papers for pur-
poses of appraisal. If the donor had intended 
to have his 1969 papers designated, Mr. New-
man would have had to have similar access 
to the 1969 papers. The right of access docu-
ment was made up the same day the 1969 
papers were delivered. Mr. Newman could 
probably have made a general estimate that 
there were sufficient materials from which to 
select an eventual gift of $500,000 without 
having access to the individual papers. He 
could hardly designate the actual papers 
constituting the gift without such access. 
Nevertheless he was given access only to the 
1968 gift of March 27, 1969. 

Finally. it should be noted that Mr. Nixon 
stated on his 1989 tax return, according to 
the tax regulations for declaring a gift, that 
the date of the gift was March 27, 1969. 
There is no theory that would support the 
contention that the gifts had become iden-
tifiable as of March 27, 1969. 

ADDITIONAL MATTERS 

I. The investigation of the alleged gift of 
papers in 1969 by Richard M. Nixon has re-
vealed a number of related facts. Since it 
may well be negligent not to alert appro-
priate authorities as to these facts, they 
have been set forth as follows: 

A. Mr. Frank DeMarco has stated, through 
his secretary, that he did not keep notary 
records during 1969. This would be in viola-
tion of state law in California, where Mr. 
DeMarco is a notary public. The significance 
of the notary records is that they would be 
the best evidence as to the date that Mr. 
Morgan affixed his signature to a document 
attached to the deed. which document con-
tained sworn statements that the deed was 
prepared on March 27, 1969 and that the 
delivery of papers on that date was pur-
poses of a gift. 

B, Letters between Edward L. Morgan and 
Dr. Daniel J. Reed. Assistant Archivist for 
Presidential Libraries, dated March 13, 
1969, and March 27, 1969, refer to a num-
ber of details related to the transfer of pa-
pers on March 26 and 27, 1969. Nevertheless, 
there is no reference in this correspondence 
to a deed or to a gift. The 1968 Nixon papers 
are referred to as a "gift" in that same corre-
spondence. (Exhibits 2 and 18.) 

C. A status report by Sherrod East, Na-
tional Archives consultant for pre-Presi-
dential papers of Richard M. Nixon, stated: 

"Although these papers the 1968 Nixon 
papers gift) have been separately described 
from the main body of Nixon papers (the 
papers delivered on March 26 and 27, 1989) 
{not pet deeded) they will at a. future time 
have to be integrated. . . ." (emphasis add-
ed.) 

At another point in the report, Mr. East 
stated, with reference to both the 1968 and 
1969 papers: 

"Since the papers for the most part are 
not yet deeded to the United States, no ap-
praisal of the papers for permanent reten-
tion or elimination of duplicate or extrane-
ous material has been attempted. 

"As heretofore indicated, further work 
should await further clarification of White 
House wishes and Intentions. . 	." (em- 
phasis added.) 

Mr. East was in a position to know the facts 
of the transactions. 

D. On March 27, 1969, Edward L. Morgan 
prepared a document entitled "Limited Right 
of Access." It was similar to the Chattel Deed, 
likewise dated March 27, 1969, in the sense 
that it contained a signature block for Rich-
ard M. Nixon, which remained unsigned, 
and a signature block for Mr. Morgan. Mr. 
Morgan's statement that he was authorized 
to sign that document is contained in an at-
tached document. The attached document is 
notarized by John Joseph Ratchford in Wash-
ington. D.C.. on March 27, 1969. A similar 
document attached to the Chattel Deed dated 
March 27. 1969. was not notarized by Mr. 
Ratchford, and was not notarized on March 
27, 1969. Instead the Chattel Deed was nota-
rized on April 21, 1969, was Mr. DeMarco, eyed 
though that document states that the deed 
was drawn up and signed by Mr. Morgan on 
March 27, 1969. 

E. To have anticipated a retroactive change 
in the law some nine months before the 
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change was announced. which would account 
for the existence of a deed dated March 27, 
1969, is an indication of a high degree of 
care and forethought with respect to antici-
pated gifts of Mr. Nixon's papers. There is 
no explanation why lawyers demonstrating 
such care and forethought neglected the ob-
vious step of delivering the deed. 

F. Normal procedure would dictate that a 
deed drawn up on March 27. 1969, would 
duplicate a competent deed drawn up by 
other lawyers some 12 weeks earlier, In late 
December 1968. There Is no explanation or 
reason for the differences in the 1969 deed, 
such as the attempt to use an agent, or the 
absence of a signature block for the General 
Services Administration. 

D. Three significant facts, relating to the 
method chosen by Mr. Nixon for claiming 
the deduction in question, indicate that the 
taxpayer claimed the deduction on the basis 
of the Chattel Deed dated March 27, 1969. 

First, the taxpayer chose $576,000 as the 
amount of his claimed deduction. not the 
$500,000 figure which had been mentioned 
prior to July 25. 1969. That $576,000 figure 
presents no problem, in and of itself, if a 
gift by deed Is used. So long as the deed and 
an attached Schedule sufficiently describe 
the actual property chosen for gift, there is 
nothing to prevent an eventual dollar and 
cents evaluation from being incorporated by 
reference into the original deed. Thus, the 
failure to have a dollar figure prior to July 26, 
1969 would not be fatal. However, if the deed 
is not relied upon, then the entire transac-
tion has to be completed prior to July 25, 

1869, since there is no document or anything 
else capable of receiving a later addition. 
The only gift that could have been intended 
prior to July 25. 1969 was a $500,000 amount. 
The fact that Mr. Nixon chose $576,000 
clearly evidences that he was using the 
Schedule A forwarded by Mr. Newman in 
1970 for attachment to the deed. 

Second, Mr. Nixon reported on his tax 
return that the gift was completed on March 
27, 1969. The only type of gift that could 
possibly have been completed by that date 
would have to have been by deed. No physical 
identity of the alleged gift had even been 
attempted on March 27, 1969. 

No claim of any given dollar value was 
possible at that time. The papers had clearly 
not been reduced to Archives possession on 
that date. A deed would avoid all those 
problems. but to claim a gift by satisfaction 
of the rules of gift law without a deed would 
be absurd. 

Third, the fact that the deed was pre-
sented to the Archives on April 10, 1970, Sve 
days before the 1969 tax return was due, and 
a delivery by the lawyer Involved in this 
aspect of Mr. Nixon's tax return preparation, 
Is circumstantial evidence that the individ-
uals preparing Mr. Nixon's return were re-
lating the deed to the tax return. In addi-
tion, the Schedule A from the deed was the 
document enclosed with Mr. Nixon's tax re-
turn as evidence of the value of the alleged 
gift. Again, this Is circumstantial evidence 
that the deed was intended to be the evi-
dentiary basis for the claimed deduction. 



Eatritert I 
1968 Dego two Sestet:Le Browse er Peenbeare 
(Chattel Deed From Reenard M. Nixon to the 

United States of America, Doled December 
35. 1963) 
The undenegned, BMbard M. Nixon, does 

hereby giro. assign. transfer, set over and de-
liver unto The United States of America all 
of hts right, title and Interest Ill and 	the 
papers. manuscripts and other material. 
!hereinafter collectively referred to an -the 
Materials") which We listed and described In 
Schedule A annexed heron> and hereby rr.ade 
a part hereof. to have and to bold the same 
to The Drilled States of America forever 

This conveyance is made to The United 
States or America without any reservation to 
the undersigned. Richard M. Nixon. of any 
intervening interest or any right to the actual 
pieseseload of the said Materials, It being un-
derstood that the delivery of this Chattel 
Deed to the General Services Alinermenator 
shall convey to The United Stints of Aimee* 
the right and power immediately to take pas-
aemion of the mid Materials and to hold. use 
and (Depose of the same. subject only to the 
following commitments made on behalf of 
The United States of Americo by the Dem-
ent Service Administrator: 

1. The undersigned than have the right of 
Meese IC any and all of the Materiels and 
the right to copy or to have copied any and 
ell of the Materials by any mean, of hie se-
lection. and to take and retain pease:soon of 
any ar en such copies for any purpose what-
soever. During ouch tins as the undersigned 
shall hold the Mem of President of the 
United State. no person or persona shall 
have the right of &mesa to ouch Material, ex-
cept the undersigned and these who may be 
designated In writhe' by the undersigned. 
and In the one of any person or persons on 
deslimated. such right of access shall be 
limited to those Materials as shall be de-
vaibed In the instrument by which he, ebe. 
It or they shall be deeignated and for the 
purposes specified in ouch Instrument: end. 
If such UniSurrient shall so provide, the per-
son or person• designated therein Mall have 
the further right to copy moth of the Ma-
terials as shall be described in such Lnseru-
ment and to take and retain possession of 
such copies for atith purpose. as shall be 
specified In said Lmstrument. The undersigned 
shall have the right and power at any time 
during his lifetime to modify or remove this 
restriction a. to any or all of the Materials 
andLnr to grant LCO055 to any group or pimps 
of persons by nontleatIon in writing to the 
General. Services Administ.-etion or other 
appropriate agency of The United States of 
America. 

2. If a Presidential archival dapoaltory 
shall be established for the housing and 
preeervatIon of the Materials perta.letIng to 
the career of the undersigned in public Serv-
ice, then, as Elan e3 practicable atter the 
establishment of such depositor. the Mate-
rials shall be transferred to and thereafter 
homed and preserved at such Presidenteal 
ereblrol depository. Until the establishment 
of such a depository. the Materials shall be 
bowed and preserved at a place to be m-
imed by tbe General Services Adminiatta-
tor or other appropriate agency of The United 
States of America, 

1. Kane of the foregoing restrictions Is In-
tended to prevent dm Materials from being 
used exclualvely for public purposes, and in 
no event shall any of the said reertrictions be 
so constnnel. 

4. Notwithetandlas the foregoing restriC-
tipple. employee. epeelfiewily designated by 
Us archivist of the National Archives and 
Records Service shall, to the course of per-
formance of their necessary archival duties, 
have ouch amass to the said Matetials as 
than be !Seesaw's,  for normal archival proc-
essing activities. 

By the uspiature of his duly atigrortned 
agent below, the General Services Ads:Male-
Sitter Leapt. this conveyance for and on 
behalf of The United State[ of America, and 
confirma the commitment), made by his 
Melee oo behalf of The United States of 
America, as set forth shove,  

This inetrument is executed In duplicate, 
each of Which is an original, but both of 
which Marna together shall be deemed one 
and the same Lnathumant. 
Dated: 	  , 19— 

c. Raceme M. Naos. 

Bemerman A Arma= ro sea Peer Or Mier-
Cat Dna, Peon Ramie. M. NEON To max 
Usurp !Marne or Assam. Dena Drowse-
Us 30, 1968 

The materiels conveyed by the Chattel 
Deed of which UM Schedule is a part are 10- 
eater in packing mace identified by roman 
numbers I through =D. The column at the 
left identifies each packing case by reference 
td its number, the center column describe 
the materials contained ID such case In gen-
eral terme and the oolunth to the right 
shove the approximate number of Menus con-
tained In such case. 

L Children's Letters; II. Children's Letters; 
M. Chlidrenne Letters-8.000 Items. 

IV. 62nd Congress-2.500 items. 
V. Campaign of 1964-3,000 Items. 
VI. 1905 Appearances, Trips-3,000 Items. 

Plaques and Kay (5) Whittier Year 
Book 1006: 6 pee—I3 Items. 

• 
Extraur I 

1960 rain SIGNEW or Enween L. Mother. 
(Chattel Deed from Richard M. Nixon to The 

United Mates of America, Dated March 27, 
10691 

The undereigned, Richard M. Nixon. does 
hereby give, assign, trawler, set over and 
deliver unto The trotted Starke of America 
all of his right, title and Interest in and to 
the papers. manmcripts and other material. 
(hereinafter collectively referred to as "the 
Materials") which are hated and described to 
Schedule A annexed hereto and hereby made 
a pert hereof, to hove and to hold the came 
to The United States of America forever. 

This conveyance la made to The United 
States ol Amerim without any reservation to 
the undemegned, Richard IL Nixon. of any 
Intervening Interest Or any right to the actual poeseasion of the eahl Materials, It being un-
derstood that the delivery of this Chattel 
Deed to the General Services Achnimessitor 
shall convey to The United Staten of America 
the right and power lmmedimely to take 
possession of the Said Materials and to hold, 
use and diepose of the seine, provided, how-
ever: 

1 The undersigned shall have the right 
of access to any and en of the Materials and 
the right to copy a: to have copied any and 
all of the Materials by any means of hie selec-
tion. and to take and retain powenelon of any 
or all ouch copies for any purpose whatso-
ever. During such time as the undersigned 

I

Shall hold the ore. of Pres:dent of the 
United States. no person or parses shell 
have the right of access to such Materials 
exeept the undersigned and those who may 
be designated in writing by the undersigned.  
and in the case of any person or persons so 
designated, such right of mamma shall be 
limited to those Materials am shell be de-
scribed in the instrument by which he, she, 
It or they shell be deugneted. the for the 
purposes .penned In ouch Inetrument; and. 
If such innrument shall so provide, the per-
son or persons designated therein shall have 
the further right to copy such of the Ma-
terials as Shill be described In Mich =stria-
rnent and to take and retain pomeratori of 
such copies for such purposes as Shall be 
specteed In said instrument. The under-
signed then have the right and power at any 
time Miring his itfetttne to modify or re. 
MoVe NIL restriction as to any or all of the 
Mater16.1t and/Or to grant sceeee to any group 
or groups of persons by natter-et:on In writ-
ing to the General Services Administration 
or other appropriate agency of The United 
States of America. 

2. II a Presidential archival depository then 
beesseablished for the housing and prefers-a-
Lion Of the atetenals pertaining to the career  

of the undersigned In public service. then, Ms 
Seen as practicable after the cesolinunent 
of such depaltory. the Materials thee be 
transferred to and thereafter be housed and 
preserved at such Prealdentlal ...reheats de-
poStory. Until the establishment of such a 
depository, the Materlais shall be housed and 
preserved at a place to be selected by the 
General Services Adenlnistrotor or other ap-
propriate agency of The United States of 
America. 

3. Notwithstanding the foregoing restrle-
tione. employee& spectecelly designated by 
the archivist of the National Archives and 
Records Service shall. In the course of per-
formance of their necessary archival duties. 
have such aeon/ tO the said Materials es 
shell be nee-pessary for normal archival proc-
essing activities. 

4. None of the foregoing reettictions is In-
tended to prevent the Marone]s from being 
used excluetveiy for public purposes. and In 
no event shall any of the paid restrictions 
be so construed, nor are they Intended to vest 
in the undersigned any ownership or title 
thereto. 

This instrument may be executed In du-
plicate. or triplicate. each of which shall be 
deemed on engine!. 

Dated: Mere), 27, 1909 
Mons. 51. 

President of the United State, of Americo. 

STATE or CALVOILICIA, Catiterr or Los ANGELES 
On elate, the 21st day of April. 1969, before 

me, the undersigned Notary Public. person-
Lily appeared Edward L. Morgan. ;mown to 
me to be the perm. whose name Is sub-
scribed to the foregoing Instrument. and 
acknowledged to me that be to Deputy 
Counsel to the President of the United Seams 
and that be executed the foregoing 10.6111.1- 
meat on behalf of the President. acting in his 
capacity as such Deputy Counsel, and that, 
as such Deputy Counsel, he is authorised to 
sign ouch document on behalf of the Presi-
dent of the United Stases. 

In witness -whereof. I have hereunto set my 
hand and official seal the day and year trot 
above written. 

Peeerx De Mseco, Jr., 
Notary Public. 

Arriberfr--SrArg Or CM-120117ne. Conirrr or 
Lois ANGELES 

=Ward L. Morgan, being duly sworn, 
depose. and says: 

That he 15 Deputy Counsel to Richard M. 
Nixon, President of the United States of 
America. that he was duly appointed and was 
acting in said capacity as such Deputy 00U35.- 
eel On March 37, 10613; that In mid capacity be 
did, m behalf of. and an Deputy Counsel and 
agent for the said Richard M Nixon. deposit 
at the National Archives Bonding, in the 
City or Weaning:on, Distriet of Columbia, 
pursuant to the express Memnon of the said 
Richard M. Nixon, all of those Materiels 
apecifacally set forth In Schedule A attached 
hereto, being that Schedule A insetted to 
that certain Chattel Deed from Fetclsrel  M. 
Nis= to The United States of America doted 
March 27, 1960. 

In witness, whereof 1 boas hereunto affixed 
my hand thls 21st day of April. 1909. 

Enum.o L. Morioss, 
Deputy Counsel to the President 

SubecrIbed and sworn to before me this 
21sz day of April. 1969. 

Faeroe be Mauro, Jr_ 
Notary Public. 

Eaxnrr 4 
GLInoteL Sitavials AroarNSSMATION, 
Washington, D.C., November 16, 1971. 

Ron. Lowstr. Warclusi. Jo, 
U.S. Senile, 
Wash Myron. D.C.  

DEax SZNACCI Widexsor Thank you for 
your letter of Octobet 31. 1073. regarding 
the transfer of personal paper), by Richard M. 
Nixon to the National Archives In March 
1069. 

I am pleased to reply as follows to each of 
your question', 

On what slate was a deed or gift received by 
GSA or the Neatened Archives? 

The deed one  emceed in ote.  Office of Gen-
eral Counsel on or about April 10, 1970 

What was the date of such deed or gift? 
The deed is cover-diced March 27. 1959, 

and notarised Apes 21, 1969 
Who signed such deed of eft? 
Edward L. Morgan, Deputy Counsel to the 

President. 
If not !signed by the President, what proof 

did GSA demand that the signor was empow-
ered to act for the President,  

GSA did not demand proof chat the signor 
was empowered to set for the President. be• 
cause GSA officials had previously known 
that Mr. Morgan bad response:itty for mat-
ters related to the Preeldent's future Ilbrery, 
including the physical metro: of the Presi-
dent's papers, and had omit previously with 
him In such matters. (See Mtriran's affidavit. 
enclosed.) 

In the case of gifts of papers by prior 
Presidents. COMmenelng With Franklin 
Roosevelt, were deeds of glfte received con-
teir.porareous with the transfer of papers 
to the Archives? 

If not. when were they received? 
Were such prior deede signed by the donor 

Presidents In all cases, 

WM. Per Dan TrIp-3.000 Items 
IX. 1960 Cempalgn-3 000 items 
X. 1959 Speech Piles iCorreapondence and 

copies) —3,000 !teens. 
XI. 1964 Campaign 'Tapes In Chronological 

Order-24 Items. 
XIL. Plaques, Rey, Picture-10 items. 

1900 Campaign ClIppings-1,000 
Items. 

??1, XIV. Si: Crises Manuecript-2,000 Iteme. 
XV. 1860 Appearances. Tripa-1260 Items. 
XVI. 1953 Trip—Par ghat Letters, Notes-

2,000 Items. 
XVI1 1955 Central American Trip-3,000 

ICOM. 1950 Trip—Philippines, Pakistan. 
etc —3,000 Items. 

SILK 1064 Correspondence Prior to Repub-
lican Convention: Young People's Corre-
spondence Book en 1964 Convention-1.250 
items 

IDC 1954 Itineraries. Appearances Foreign 
Dignitaries (met b y  Relle1-1,250 Items. 

XXI. 1064 Campaign Notes (plus 2 Books 
and Premed Plagued-3 items. 

ExaMarr 2 
Meths 27, 1030. 

Mr. EDW.Lan L. aloacese. 
Deputy Counsel to the President, 
The White Howe, 
Washington, D.C. 

Dune Ms, Mothers: The is In reply to your I 
letter of March 13 and to Mr. Stuart's latter 
of March 14. 

The records of President Nixon recently 
In Room 230 and Seethe ground Mier vault of 
Federal Office Building No. 7, together with 
two filing cabinets from ROOM 12, Executive 
Deice Building. were moved into the National 
Archleee. Stack Area 10E. on Wednesday, 
March 25. Our stare asetsted by Mrs. Anne 
Higgins when necessary, will now organize 
them so that they van be made available for 
apprOprlete use. 

The papers which the President gave to 
the Government an December 30, 1968, were 
moved from the Federal Resod, Center in 
New York on hearth 20. They are now In 
Stick Area 14W-4. We have examined them 
and they are ready and available for Mr. 
Ralph Nesemeses evamination. We 50 notified 
his MCC* on March 51. 

Pimae call upon us if we can be of further 
assistance. 

Sincerely. 
Duna}. J. Nam, 

Amine: se  Archivist for Presidennol 
Libraries. 





Allan Nevins, A.oterleat leading hatorinn 
and twice winner ot the Pulitos Prose for 
history, haa chantoterleth NeWMen to "a 
nation. resource." The late Carl Sandberg 
called him a "unique end useful American." 

Since 1950 his work bas conoentreted on 
toe 8310 cd appraisals end he hes bees widely recognised as one Of the most qualified per-
sons in the field. He la a member of the 

-American Society M Apprether• end the Ap-
prat-etre ap Masco'Mica of ArorriCa His arOcier. 
on praisa ls haee appeared 1.r. Many 
=time including the 'Ant1quaran Book-
man." "Manuscripts. American Heritage," and 
the -Assocatten for State and Local fliatot7 
Bn 

Newman to the author Of several works tn-
chuOng "The American Died, Eyewitness, the 
Civil War Dip., Lincoln for the Agee," and 
"999 Questions and Answer. on 50101050 	' 
tory." Ells articles have appeared In the coun-
try's leading publications and he h. been the 
subject of articles In the Saturday Evening 
Post, Reader's Digest, Holiday, and other 
natiotielly known periodicals. He writes a 
weekly column for the Chicago Tribune. -Do 
You Remember?" watch has been a popular 
feature for almost ten yearn. 

At a ceremony in Washington a few years 
ego, when tribute wee paid to Newman. Pr. 
David C. Metros of the Library of Conferees 
referred to him as "Acknowledged authority 
.. preemptor or the past for the enlighten-
ment of the future." 

MOW Whole WHO 1N astrame 
(Volume 35, 1968-60) 

Newman, Rears Geoffrey. bookseller, pub,: 
b. Cbge., NOT. 3. 1911; a. Henry and Dora 
(011Mo:eon' 14.. Litt D., James Milliken O. 
(Lama COLL). 1950, also Knox College; 
LLD- Ia. Wesleyan Coll.; en. Estelle Mailmen, 
Oct. 13. 1934 (die.), children-Maxtne (Mrs. 
Richard O. Brandenburg), Carol inire. El-
wood C. Parry. III). Founder. proprietor 
Abraham Lincoln Book Shop. Cbgo., 
owner Americans. Home, pubs.. WV--; 
pre.. Lincoln's New Salem Enterprises, Inc,. 
Ralph 0. Newman, Inc. Conducts a weakly 
mania Do You Remember, Chicago Tribtuos, 
Chinn. Ill, Seequecentecuslal Common pres. 
Molt Education Council Greeter Chgo. Bd. 
director. Chicago Public Library; member lad of regents bowels Academy of Maas; 
mem. bd. of Mate. Lincoln Mem]. en, Lin-
con Con. Served with CSNR. 1944-45. Re-
cipient diploma of honor LInoom Merril. II.. 
1962, American of Year award. Indepe_ndenoe 
Hall Asa., 1968, Mem. Civil War Round Ta-
ble Chgo. (founder 10401. Royal Arm Soc. 
(London). Abraham Lincoln dun., Olysees 8 Grant Asst. (preen, Am., Ind, Illinois, 
Sthalssippi Valley, 9110., Wl... Tenn.. I... 
Kansas, So. Chgo. hat. soca, Am. Legion, Mn. Booksellers Amu., BIb(lOg. Soc. Am,. 
Royal BO:Moe Soo London. Civil War Cen-
tennial Assn. Mee., treas.). Friend. of the 
Pub. Library of Chgo. (Ale). Lennie   Fel- 
lowehip of So. Cal., Pa., Vise„  Inst. of Human 
Reatione I chmn. adr. board), Phi Alpha 
Theta Clubs: Filson (Loon:vine); into., The 
Players Was York Cloy); The Arta, Caxton, 
The Press (Chicago). Author: (with Otto 
Eisenactecol) The American Iliad, I9171 099 
Questions and Answers on American History, lam Edicts: The Diary of a Pubne Man, 
1946; The Balaplitter. 1990: The Olen War 
(with Otto Ereeneelsiml and a B. Long), 
1256: The Abraham Lincoln Story (radio 
*aria), 1968-501 Lthooln for the Life( 1000; 
Eyeeetn.• (with Otto Ellsenschintli. 1080, 
The corn War Digest I with E. B. Long: 1900: 
Pictorial Autobiography or Abraham Lin-
coln. 1962. Meet*clitoral Inn Call War His-
tory 1965—, Lloorth Herald, term—. Home., 
1500 N. La Salle Parkwy.. Chgo. 50510 Moe: 
18 1. Chestnut St Otago. awn. 

Lunen. 6 
Ten Pansinewr's Frerancat Sraresonsr 

eartehemearcerr or rent reastowtree throne on 
Oil releogist.rossnors. was 19, 11111 

The President and Mr.. Nixon last made 
public their finencial ant. on October 8, 
1556_ Since then they have sold their apart-
ment and purcheard other proem-nee The 
President now 0--lobe. to update that pr./S-
hoe re/NM. Toe President nod Mrs. Nixon 
have: 

(1) Agreed to Dell their New York coopers- 
Ova apartment at 810 Fifth Avenue. Pur-
enes:de are Mr. and Mrs. fatale Lehrman. 
Grass sales price is 0211,000. Eamow closing 
dors '4  10 be May 22, 1980,• was. extended 
by the parties. 

(21 Sold their common stock in Faber's 
Liao& Inc.-.185.1901 shares were sold to the 
corporation in April forge= per stare total-
ing 8371.782. 

(3) Po:dowsed the leo hoes. et 500 and 
516 Bay Lane Key Miswrite, Fla . for e VASA 
price of 1262,1100. The purchases were n-
uanced with convent)onel mortgages. The 
President owns an equity of 671.800. 

(4) Agnes, to purehese a portion of the 
Cotton property at San Clemente. Calif.. in-
cluding the house, OULbUildInge and about 
650 feet of oceanfront. The balance of the 
preperty will be held In trust until a imitable 
future use can la determined. The ?Mel-
dent's portals of the property will be pur-
chased for approximately 0340,000 the exact 
amount to be determined when the total 
area Of the tract is determined by actual 
eons; I He toil pay 9100.000 dowO. [be bal- 

mice over 5 rears The President has imme-
diate possession of the property. closing date 
Is July 15, 1900. 

Thelma net worth etaternent la la follows: 
Statement or net worth 

Cash and receivable,  	6.671. 000 
lAre insuraoce cad. 	 .... 44,000 
Real estate. 

Key Biccayne eamtnt 	 27, 600 
50C and 515 Bay Lane, Key 

Biscayne 	  262.600 
Whittler. California lot 	 75.000 

980,4C0 

iseirrLiTree 
Notes end Mans payable to tan. 

and other. 	  126, 000 
Mortgagee or contracts payable: 

Whitter property 	  54.400 
500-616 Bay Lane, Kay Biscayne- 181,000 
Veoent lots, Key Biscayne, 	 22,100 

Total mortgage 	  257, 600 

Total lability- 	  200,903 
Net worth 	- 806,990 

Total 	  960, 400 

Ermine 7 
OMER. fillariCee Anatteire7rtitow, 

Washington. D.C., May 27. 2089. 
Reply to Atha of: Sherrod East. °easy:tent. 

NL. 
Subject: Pre-Preside_ntal Pismire of Richard 

M. Nixon. 
To: Assistant Archivist. NL. 

On March 25, HMO pursuant to cur tele-
phone conversation the preceding week, I re-
ported to your toffee to advise you concern-
Ing appropriate handling of the President'. 
stared recerds relating to his career before 
January 20, 1909. After tenting with you 
and members of the sten, I proceeded alone 
to the Executive Mae BuildLog to see Terry 
Good and Mts. Anne V. Bloolne who were 
to .how me the records then In storage areas 
In FOB 7. with • Secret Service escort we 
proceeded there to crake a preliminary in-
trp.tion of the records. Mrs. Higgins and the 
50 man returned to their respective Meths 
after a short thee while Good and I worked 
Into the afternoon tosking notes and pans 
on the essuntption that we would have to 
work in the very crowded FOB storage quar-
ter. with more than 500 crates. shipping car-
tons, and some 17 Cie cattiness. 

That some day, however. you and Mr. E. L. 
Morgan of the White House staff arranged 
to have the stored records moved to the Ra-
tan. Archives Bullrliog forthwith The move 
was accomplished by GSA on March 26 and 
27. The records Were ressived In Room 18E-2 
by me. Mr. Percy Berry. and two newly re• 
crafted archival trainees_ Popeeking and 
shelving of the papaw had to begin Mime-
dlately n order to make room for all the 
crates and storage boxes which, nevertheless, 
had to be stacked 4 and 6 /Ugh in no dis-
cernible order. 

It was apparent that our oleo, devised the 
Trot day, for identLfying serlas of records as 
unparatng. retool:n and al:eying proceeded 
apace was essential to achieving initial in-
tellectual and physical control of the papers. 
some of which had been in storage for many 
years. (See tLe inventory worksheet and th-
companying instruction. for Ito execution all 
enclosure 	Nevlog been taught to recog- 
nise a record series, the trainees proceeded 
Met w pare the papers in NA co/stainers 
and prepare temporary labels for each recog-
nisable series. with each container ontlain 
the moles being cumbered in agoence Shelv-
ing was utilised as fast as it could be erected 
in our Champed quarters. At this stage it 
was not passible to predetermine any imp.' 
arrangement of recap on the shelves. Our 
problems were further compUceted by the 
indiscriminate mixing of all kinds of cellce 
property. merriciabula, books, memento., 
eudlovlsoal material.. etc., with the records 
of • long and varied public end private ca- 
reer. 

A further complicating factor In the overall 
project wee presented when our trainee crew 
waa diverted to perform priority arrange-
ment, booing and labeling of .0.010 45 0.,elr 
fort of RMN Paper. which hen been bur-
radly separated from his storage Mes and 
deeded to the Tin. Goventhant before De-
cember 91. 11118. Although these papers have 
been separately deseribed front the malt 
body of Napa papers (not yet deeded) they 
will at a future time have to be Intemated 
with the respective eerie. or as discrete .011.0 
in the moth body of reconis. 

Work bee proceeded rapidly under Tar from 
Ideal conditions, Impreviration has been a 
frequent necessity if not the rule. I have bean 
impressed oltle the ability and Industry of 
all the Prealdrntial Library trances. A dome 
have worked on the project for varyleg pe-
riods, but no one trainee he. been On It 
throughout. The average number available 
at one time wee four. Scheduling of assign-
manta for the tamest Is locums runty menonged 
by Mrs. Leary Walton I4ytttgatoc, who has 
also iefOrrned herself about the project co 
that the can nipervise furore work o.h the 
paper, including bemoan reference service 
with posalble smithance Of teatimes or Terry 
Good from the 8013 staff  

leaf books etenh In Set 1, Book 1. the sheets 
are erranged topically or according W po-
Moons Sold durine 21r. Nithen career up 
M240 he became PreMilent. Within each such 
romping there IS a Chronologlhal breakdown 
as appropriate co so arrangement of series 
from the general to the spreint ;sometimes from the Important to the leas lmporumti. Set D, Book 1. Ls is more or laee strict 
chronological omangemant of another copy 
of each of the series worksheets with some 
topical arrangement of cheats In each of 
several period blocks 

Book 2 In each or the sets contains special 
grouping of stria theeta and specal item 
iota of titles In each category_ For example, • series sheet describing "Auctioviould ma-
terial-Tapee" will be followed by • listing 
of all tapes by title by year. Another sheet 
will describe Wte category -Motion picture 
film" followed by en Item Int of elm 
etc. 
'The arrangement of sheets In these book. 

is expertmentel and It can be filtered to a 
variety of ways su experience or Judgment of 
future custodialns of the peen-e might dic-
tate. We are talking here of Taros copies of 
the tonging/ hand-written inventory vork-
theeta prepared by the trainees aseigned to the protect. The origins) eneete are ermined 
according.  to the names of the persons pre-
paring them. 

It Is recommended that the worksheets 
in Set I. Eookr 1 and 2, be edited for oco.allt-
ency In aryls and tertninology and then 
typed In the present format so that • copy can be sent to the White House for examina-
tion and suggertiona as well sa to allow the 
present level of control we have .tabllahad 
for the records. In due 00111.a. consideration 
can be given to preparetIon of • forma. NA 
style inventory or such additionel special 
lists or Indices as may be required. 

The current labeling project aliould be 
completed. It end when the papers are re-
moved no another stack location they should 
be moved and &Mead in as logical a sequence 
of series as can be devised, presumably chat 
established for the inventory. The inventory 
on the series worksheets will than, have to be corrected of allow new stack, row, and shelf location. 

We emphasize that the work accomplished 
thus far In (amply that preliminary to more 
smiling:cared arrangement and description er, itspo-toof colJection. Mace the papers 
for the most part are not yet deeded to the 
tinned States, no appreleal or the papers for 
permanent retention or elimination of dupil-cote Or crtrancoun materiel has been attempted.  

As nerntofore Indicated, further work 
should await some further clarification of 
White House wishes and Intentions and per-
haps a careful study by selected professional 
staff yet to be designated who will have re-
sponalbility for planning and edminliterIng 
the holdings of a future Richard St Nixon Library. 

I have found this assignment both oxen-
um. and challenging, Thank you and the 
Arohalst for the opportunity to work an 
this am Well ea the project lest fen and winter. 

Maranon S. Ease. 

_Erin:Err g 
Azaansat LINCOLN Boon Some Inc.. 

Chicago, fU., March Ti, 1970. 
Mm. Maar Lxvincerroo, 
Office of Presidential Libre-ire RitiOnal 

Archie. Building,. WashInpron, D.C.  
Drou alas l,icouearove I enclose herewith 

a general description 01 the eleven hundred 
and seventy-six (1176, boxes of manuscript 
material which Were designated u a gift by 
Richard &Whoa Nixon In 1960 

'me la being done to he certain that my 
records correspond with yours and that this 
material la being kept separated from the bal-
ance of the Nixon papers.  

I have completed all of my preliminary 
work on this material, but will he returning 
won to gather some detailed Information I 

be regal:Lag. I ehall mirage you before 
coming LIE 10 that you can expect me ,  

Thank you eosin for your always spendid 
cooperation. 

Sincerely your.. 
Rwr. a NeWlasir 

THe Worn House. 
Weshlegron, D.0 

Ter ParrLS Or Risssele WalliOns Nome,- 
Peer II 

1. General correspondence as Vice Presi-
dent, 1553-1001; Aandabl through Zaleng 
ibexes 13 through 646)--823 box. 

IT. Appearance Me, 1048-1562 /boxes I 
through 1731-179 boxes. 

La. Cm-respoedence re invitations and 
torn-downs; 1954-1661 (58 boots) -55 boost 

reeelfin GIP Mee re Vice President. 
1053-1961 (115 Mixon-116 box. 

V. Visit of Khrualichey to the United 
Stet., 1050 13 bosun -off boxes. 

Total Murder of boxes-1178. 

Au? 0.1 k  14. 





of the Code Accordingly. an individual 110 
longer is to be able to exclude the income 
from property pieced in a trust (to pay the 
income to a charity for a period of at least 

plant) from his tneorne. As a result. a per-
son who establishes a trust will be taxable 
on Its income +mettle, or not the income 
beneacary 1. • charity. where the Lndivid. 
sal has a reversionary Interest which will 
or may be expected to take effect within to 
year. from the time the Income-producing 
property Is transferred to the trust. 	. 

Elective dale—This provision Is to apply 
with respect to transfers in trust made after 
April 22. 1969. 

5 Charitable contributions by estates and 
Musts (see. 311(1) of the bill and f[4, 642(c) 
of the coda) 

• • 

rmenor No 12 
Tlx Peararat Am or 11359i Athos: or two 

Couture. ow Prersace 
Effective data—This provision Is to apply 

with respect to contribution. made In taxable 
years beginning after December 41, 1968. 

3. Charitable Contribution. of Appreci-
ated Property Isar. 201(e) of the bill and sec 
1/0 le I of the cods) 

Present law.—Tinder present law, a tax-
payer who contributes property which km 
appreciated in value to charity generally Is 
allowed a charitable contributions deduction 
for the fair market value of the property and 
no tax a Iniposed on the appreciation to 
value at the property. A special rule Loc. 
170(0)) •pplias. however. to gifts of certain 
property .o that the amount of charitable 
contribution is reduced by the amount of 
gain which would have been treated 53 
Ordinary Income under the recapture rules 
for certain :inning property No. 617), de-
preciable tangible personal property (sec. 
12451 and certain depreciable real property 
(see. 1250), 11 the property contributed had 
been sold at Its fair market value. 

If property Is sold to a charity at a price 
below Its Mar market value—• so-called hay-
pin sale—the proceeds of the sale are con-
sidered to be a return of the coat and are 
not required to be allocated between the coat 
haste Of the "male-  part of the transaction 
and the "gift" part of the transactica. The 
seller is allowed a charitable contributions 
deduction for the difference between the fair 
market value of the property and the salting 
price (often at Isla cost or other bans). 

General reasons for change.—The sum-
What effect. In the case of charitable gala 
of appreciated property, of allowing • charit-
able contributions deduction for the fair 
market value ate-hiding the appreciation) 
and at the same time not taxing the spine-
nation, is to produce tax benefits Mythi-
c...ally greater than those available with 
respect to cash contributions. The tax eas-
ing which rcerults from not taxing the appre-
elation In the case of gifts of capital aseete 
Is the otherwise applicable cantlel gains tax 
which would be paid if the asset were sold_ 
In the cam of gifts or ordinary incense 
property, however, this tax saving is at the 
taxpayer's top marginal income tax rate. In 
either cam, thls tee saving is combined with 
the tax geeing of the charitable deduction 
at the taxpayers Lop marginal rase. 

Thu. In soma cases It actually Is possible 
for s taxpayer to reekre a greater attar-tax 
profit by making a girt of appreciated prop-
erty than by selling the property, paying the 
tax on the gain, and keeping the proceeds. 
This is true in the cam of gilts of appreciated 
property which would result in ordinary In-
nem* it sold, when the taxpayer to at the 
bigb marginal tax brackets and the cost 
heal, for the ordinary income property is  not 
a subataotal percentage of the fair market 
value. Por example, a taxpayer 111 the 70-
percent tax bracket could note a gift of 
5100 of Inventory ($50 cost basb) and sass 
11100 1r: tans CIO percent of the 655 gabs 
If sold, or 636, plus 70 percent of the 5100 
fair market value of the inventory, or 070). 

The committee does not believe that the 
charitable contributions deduction was Ili-
sanded to provide greater—or even nearly as 
great—tax benefits In the case et gifts of 
property than would be method if the prop- 
erty were Wel and the proceeds were retained 
by the taxpayer. In cases where the tax 
easing is as large, it Is not clear how much 
charitable motivating actually remains. It 
appears that the Gervernment, in fact L 
almost the tole cOntribUtot to the charity. 
atorecww, an unwarranted tax benefit Is al-
lowed those taxpayer.. who usually era In the 
vary high income brackets. The committee. 
therefore, =alders It appropriate to narrow 
the application of the tax advantages in the ease of gifts of certain appreciated property. 

Expianarlon of peovution.—The House bill 
takes appredatiom into account for tax pur-
poses in aye types of imitations. The com-mittee amendment., retain two of these pro-visions. 

Both the House bill and the committee 
amendments provide that appreciation is to be-  taken Into account for tax purposes Le the case of gilts to a private fOUntlatiOn, 
Whet than an operating fotiadatiOn. and 
other than a private foUndstlon which with-
in one year distributes an amount equivalent 
to the gift to public charitable Organdationa 
or private operating foundations. In :Addl. 
WM. both the Rouse hill and the committee 

amendment. take appreciation in value into 
account for tax purposes In the CMG of prop-
erty leach as inventory or works of art 
created by the donor) which would give rise 
to ordinary income If mid. 

In the cane where the appreciation IN taken 
into account for tax purposes, the committee 
amendments provide that the charitable de-
duction otherwise available Is to be reduced 
by the amount of appreciation In value is 
the case of assets which if sold would result 
In ordinary income. or In the case o/ assets 
which if sold would result in capital gain. 
by 50 percent (62(t percent for corpora/dome) 
or the amount of this appreciation In value. 
The House bill would hare Khan the tax-
payer the option of reducing his charitable 
deduction to the amount of his cost or other 
basis for the property. or of including the 
appreciation lo value of the property in has 
income (as ordinary lucerne or capital gains 
Income its the case may be) at the time of 
taking the charitable contribution deduction 
and deducting the full fair market value of 
the property as a charitable rentribution. 

Examples of the types of property giving 
rise to ordinary Income where either some, 
or all, of the appreciation la to be taken into 
account without regard to the type of char-
itable recipient are gifts ed Inventory, "Bre-
tton 306 stock" (stock acquired in a non-
taxable transaction which le trotted as ordi-
nary Income it sold). letters, memorandums, 
etc., given by the person who prepared them 
(or by the person for whom they were pre-
pared), and stock held for less than 6 months_ 
Ender the committee amendments, the por-
don of the appreciation taken into account 
in these cues is the amount which would be 
treated as ordinary Income if the property 
were sold This would be all of the apprecia-
tion In the case of gifts of Inventory but in 
the case of Oita of depreciable tangible per-
sonal property used in the trade or business 
of the taxpayer, for example, it would be only 
tics portion of the gain subject to recapture 
;under sac. 12451 since any remaining gain 
above thi, amount would alit be treated as 

capital gain not taken into account by tide 
provision ;Unless the cantributiOri were to 
certain private foundations). Under the 
Home provision. It appears that the full ap-
preciation would have been taken into ac-
count if any of the gain would (If sold) have 
been tared as ordinary income. 

• • 

Exec:err 13 
Tax Ithroase Are Or 1869 

The committee of conference on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses an the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (HR. 
19370) to reform the income tas laws, having 
met, 

 
after full and free conference, bale 

agreed to Moms:tend and do recommend to 
then respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagree-
ment to the amendment of the senate and 
agree to the same with an amendment as 
follows: 

In lieu of the matter proposed to be In-
serted by the Senate amendment insert the 
following: 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. RTC 
(a) Super Ts-rte.—Thu Act may be cited 

no the 'Tex Reform Act of 1989" 
(b) TABLE Or CONTLNTS — 
Tens 1—Tax Eimer" Oecantrarsows 

strarnas A—rierVATT POUNDAT101,21 
Dec 101. private foundatIMus 	' 

eltlerril4 a--01,1131 tAx =Zan, 
01.1147MATIOWS 

nee 121. Tax on unrelated toLlnese In-
come .  

lime 	 Drone-nods 
NelleetTLS A—Cleansisata COWMIZIrormile 
Sec 301 Charitable contributions. 
The conference substitute (sec. 201(si of 

the substitute and section 170(b) of the 
cone) follows the Senate amendment except 
that It province that in the case of contribu-
tions to private scomperating foveae:Ions, 
the coritribution sorts foundations receive 
must be  distributed to public charities or 
private operating foundationa within Vs 
months following the year or receipt 11 the 
00 percent limitation (or the 30 percent lim-
itation as the case may be) is to apply. 

2. Repeal of the intionlied charitable de-
duction (sem 1701b)(/)(C), (/)(61. ond (5) 
of the code) 

The Noose bbl eliminates the unlimited 
charitable contribution deduction for years 
beginning after 1976. During the batertro 
period an increasing limitation ta placed on 
the amount by which the deduction may 
reduce an Individual'. taxable Income. Fur 
taxable years beginning In 1970. the total 
....,teb,4  deduction (for those quislifying 
under thls praelsion) Is not to be allowed 
to reduce the Individual's taxable locOrne 
to less than 20 percent of his adjuated grows 
incocne. 71sta percentage is lothethed by 6 
percentage points a year for the years 1971 
through 1974. Corresponding downward ed- 
nista:eras are made 	the percentage of a 
taxpayer's 1.110011ce which MUSS be given to 
charity (or peel In Income taxes) In 8 out 
of the 10 preceding taxable yeses In order 
to qualify ter the extra charitable deduction 
during the Interim poled. 

The Senate amendment modlEas the House  

bill to provide that two rules are not to 
apply in the case of a person quantylng for 
the extra charitable contribution deduc-
tion: (1) the 30-percent LtMit on gifts Of 
appreciated property and 2) the apprcel-
aced property rule which takes the apprecia-
tion Into account for tax purposes in the 
case of gifts of property which wouid glee 
rise to a long-term capital gain La sold .  

'flue conference substitute (sec. 20115I of 
the substitute and aeon. 1701b) (11 iCi . III 
(13), and Igl of the code) follows the Senate 
amendment. 

3. Charitable conrributtona of appreciated 
property 
	 ith:/caT.eeof charitable 

contributlone of appreciated property takes 
this appreciation into account for La mtn 
pewee 1n eve types of situation. These are 
an follows. 

(1) Appreciation Is taken Into eceoont In 
the case of gift. to • private foundation 
other than an operating foundation and 
within I year distributes an amount equiv-
alent to the total amount of gifts of appre-
ciated property; 

(X) Appreciation a taken tom account In 
the thee of property such as inventory or 
works of art created by the donor) which 
would give rise to ordinary income If sold; 

131 Appreciation Ls taken Into mownt In 
the case of gifts of tangible personal property 
isuch as plantings, art objects, and hooka 
not produced by the donor) which would- re-
sult In capital gain II the property were 
sold_ 

(4) Appreciation IS taken into account In 
the ease of gins of future interests in prop-
erty isuch as a remainder interest in trust) 
which would result in capital gain If the 
property were sold ,  

(6) The cost or other basis of property In 
the case of • so-called bargain 381e to cher-
ity is allocated between the portion of the 
property which Is "sold" to the charity and 
the portion which Is "given" to the charity 
on the basis of the fair market value of each 
portion. 

The Senate amendment deleted categories 
13). (4), and 15) listed above. 

The conference aubstitute (see. 201(al of 
the sulLtItute and sec. 110(e) or the code) 
follows the House bill except that in tie rase 
of category (3), hated above, It does not tete 
appreciation in value Into account In the 
erae of gifts of tangible personal property 
;which would result in capital gain II the 
property Were sold) where the use of the 
property Is related to the exempt function of 
the donee In addition, the conference sub-
stitute does not take appreciation Into as-
Count in dre case of category (4) referred to 
above relating to gifts of future Interests in 
property. 

The House bill provides that the amend-
ments relating to charitable contributions 

generally apply to contributions paid after 
December 31. 1989. 

The Senate amendment modthes this ef-
fective date to provide that in the case of 
gift of a letter or memorandum or sunder 
property, the charitable contribution amend-
ments are to apply to contributions paid atter 
December 31, INS. 

The conference suloatItute isee. 2011g) ill 
tB) of the substitute) follows the Senate 
amendment except that It changes the data 
to July 25, 1969. 

4 Two-year theritable trust (sec. 6731b1 of the model 
No substantive change Is made by the 

senate amendment In the House Mu. 
5. Pitte of the use of property (sea 170 

if.113) of the codei 
The Home bill provides that a chariLanie 

deduction le not to be allowed for con-
tributions to charity of less than the tax-
payer's entire Interest In property. 

The Senate amendment moaners the House 
htil by providing that: 

(1) A deduction Ls to be allowed to: con-
tribunan of a remainder interest In real 
property;

er heritable deduction rs to be allowed 12) 
where an outright gift Is made of en un-
divided interest in property: 

(31 The amendments are to apply to gins 
made sitar October D. MD. (the Howe bill 
applies to gLfts made after April 22, 19691 

The conference substitute (sec 2011a1 of 
the substitute and sec 170111131 of the 
code) follows the Senate amendment cacept 
that in the ease or the first madintatIon re. 
!erred to above the chariteble deduction l• 
allowed only for contributions of remainder 
interests In real property consisting or per. 
senal residences or farm. 

The conferees on the port of both Houses 
Instead that Is A gift of an open space ease-
ment In gross Ls to be considered o gift of 
an undivided interest In property where 
the easement is In perpetuity 

6. Charitable contribution by estates and 
trusts (sec. 642)x) of the code) 

The House bill denies nonexempt trusts 
a deduction for the amount of their cur-
rent Income act tulle for charity. The House 
bill also denies this deduction to estates. 

I/ 
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Ocrecam Esam.a 
Washington D.C.. December 1801, 

Hon. _bows.. W.ciss:a. 
Use Senate, 
Washinpaen, D C_ 

Dz. gorAtioa Karatss. Ths131 you for 
your letter. of November 21 and 28, 1972, 
regarding actiaonal questions you nave con-
cerning tam transfer of personal papers of 
Rthead 16. N.= to the National Arch.. 
In March 1960. 

I am pleared to reply as follows to your 
questions: 

Do the formalities contained in paragraph 
5. chapter 3, of the GSA ilandbook on Press-
saattas Lasrarlial require an acceptance of the 
deed by the Archivist? 

No. The formalities that you refer to from 
the G34 Handbook on President.] Libraries 
are merely gualethee issued SO selablatb um-
formay in the procedurea utilized by the sev-
eral Presidential Libranes in the acceptance 
of donated rapers. Prior to the leauence of 
these guidelines, each Library had employed 
'raying methods for the acceptance af do-
nated papers. resulting In some confusion as 
to the statue of certain papers, and creating 
a serious look of coordination of the opera-
tions of a most Important segment of the 
work of the NatiOnial Archives. These guide-
lines were Issued to cad this disparate treat-
ment by the Libraries, and to ea-Calash • 
uniform procedure to be followed at the 
normal operational level of =eh activity. the 
Neonatal& Library. They were never in-
tended to restrict the methods available to 
tics Archivist in amp-lance of gifts. but were 
moat to apply primarily to the Lib:art. 
themselves.  

GSA lsaa the autharity, under chapter 21 
of title 44. United SUM. Code, to Lame these 
guidelines as formal published regulation,. 
having the force and effect of law, However. 
In the Interest of retaining oar options for 
receiveag gifts of papers that are laveltiable 
hr. construttims • documentary history of our 
nation, we have aaliberatery eltosea not to 
issue regulations that might restrict ar hind-
er all patellae Metro of deflation. Ax 
merely internal GSA guidelines they lark 
both the legal statue and the intent to re-
quire the Arcblvist to formally accept a deed 
Ca gift 

On what date did these :enrol procedures 
go into effect? 

That procedures first became effective on 
December 20, 1958. when Lae Handbook on 
Presidential Libreria a. first Issued. From 
1965 to that date, Inform.) attempts to gain 
uniformity loco made in memoranda from 
the OM. of Presidential Libraries at the 
National Archives to the several Libraries .  

Was there soy express communication or 
indicatien by Richard 15. Nixon to GSA or the 
National Archives between January 1. 1989, 
and July 25; 1980, Leda:atlas that the 1969 
transfer of papers was eaplICItly for purismes 
of e gift/ 

There wad no express communication or 
Indention by President Nixon penonally to 
GSA or the National Archives between Jan-
uary 1, 1969. and July 25. 1869, Indicating 
that the trate. of papers was explicitly 
for plasposse of a gift. However, the papers 
were clewed by OSA personnel as having beet 
delivered for gift purposes with a formal deed 
of gift to follow, and actions by GSA person-
nel beginning upon delivery were consistent 
witb this view Them actions continued 
through the remainder of 1969 and Included 
actions to asalm Mr Newman In his appraisal 
work. It should he borne in mind that it was 
not until December of 1969 that July 25. 
1969. 	Ithelly established . the critical 
date. 

On what date did GSA receive • letter 
from retard L. Morgan to Dr. Daniel J Reed. 
dated March 10, 1969? 

March 14, 1069 
TO what papers did the letter refer? 
Mr. Morgan's letter referred to the paper. 

slanted by the deed dated December 30. 1968-  
Wee the public had stern to the pre-Presi-

dential papers transferred to the National 
Archives to March 38 and 27,1969? 

No. in accordance with paragraph I of the 
Chattel Deed dated Much 27, 1989. GSA. 
bound by the dratates of nations 2107 and 
31013(c) of Title 44, United States Code, has 
eittareal general public accea to the 
referenced papers. 

Who has had access-a° thesapepere since 
their teal:Lao to the National Archives? 

Other than OSA personnel who ue  pei- 
matted aeries under the Chattel Deed to 
Perform necessary archival work on  the 
paper., actual scenes hoe been limited to the 
ePPrateers and members of the White Flame 
staff_ 

B. the loternal Revenue Service, between 
January1, 1972, and the present time. con-tacted GSA or the National Archive. and GOI-
lattad •U the relevant details and evidence 
with raiment to the March 26111 and 27th, 1969, 
transfer Of these pew./ 

No. 
AS you requested. I have enclosed a copy et 

the "Limited Right of Amass from Richard 
Nixon to Ralph Newman^. dated March '27. 1059. 

Sincerely. 
Acnto Y. SAIT.P1ON, 

Administrator. 

LIMIT= P.1009 Or Access FROM ltrcaAnn 
Name vo R..en Newsier.' 

IPussuent to Chattel Deed from Richard 
M. Nixon to the United States or America, 
dated December 20, 18681. 

Whereas, the undersigned executed a 
Chattel Deed to The litaterlEtates of America 
dated December 30, 1568, a copy of which 
Is attached hereto as Exhibit 

Now. therefore, pursuant to the restrict one 
Set forth in Paragraph "1". page '1 thereof, the 
undersigned hereby grata to Ralph Newman 
a limited right of a.se to Inspect and 
examine for the purpose of appraisal, but not 
to copy or remove. all of those decumenta set 
forth In Schedule A which In annexed to and 
made a part of eald Chattel Mortgage, U-
tilise. I hereef .  

271L limited right of access shall expire 
April 16. 1969. 

Dated Tisie 27th day 01 Meech, 1869. 
Faces. 'Crean, 

President of the United States of Americo. 
Uwe= L Moraine, 

Deputy Counsel to the President_ 

ler The Core or WASIrrIVOLott, 1:11311111C7 or 
COLUMVIA. as 

On this, the 27th day of march, 1808, be-
fore me, the understgised Notary Peelle. per-
sonally appeared Edward L. Margen, kmown 
to me to be the person whose name is sub-
=abed to the foregoing Instrument, and 
acknowledged to me that he is Deputy Coon-
eel to the President of the United States and 
that he executed the foregoing instrument 
on behalf at the President. acting in his Ca-
pacity as etch Deputy Counsel, and that. we 
such Counsel. he Is authorized to sign such 
document on behalf 01 the President of the 
United States.  

In withess whereof. I hove hereunto net 
my band and official seal the day and year 
first above written. 

Joan learn Eareatroan, 
Notary Public 

My co.umecon expires: May 31, 1973. 

Ferman 15 	 • 
Ismer Taxes: PAZ. M-GanICIAL FUMES 

col Deruourrthe Carats GAINS Arta 
1.000,0 

1221. Capital asset deemed, 
For purposes of this subtitle, the term 

"capital &KW means property held by the 
taxpayer (whether or not connected with halo 
trade or business), but does not include- 

• • 
(31 I copyright. it literary, musical. or ar-

tistle campmate., a letter or memorandum. 
or similar property. held by- 

te.) a taxpayer whose personal efforts cre-
ated such property. 

(B) in the saae of • letter, memorandum, 
or ilothar property, a taxpayer for whom such 
property was prepared or produced. or 

(C) • taxpayer In whose betide the basis 
of such property le determined. for porpeas 
of determining gain from a sale or exchange. 
In whole or part by reference to the hasis of 
such property In the holds of a taxpayer 
described in subparagraph IA) or (131; 

As amended Dec. 30, 2989, Pub. L. 81-172. 
Title V. 1 514(ai, 63 Sat. au. 

 • 
1959 Amendment. Par. (91. Pu b. L. 61-

172 added reference to a letter or memoran-
dum. added subpar- (B) dealing with a letter 
or mernorenchum. and eubstentially redesig-
nated former eubpar_ (El) es subpar, (Cl 

Effective Date of 1068 Amendment. Section 
014)0) ca Pub. L. 81-172 provided that, 'The 
amendments made by this section (amending 
this sateen and sections 941 and 1291 of the 
Lille) shall apply to sales and other disposi-
tions occurring after July 25. 1965." 

Legislative Meters.. For legislate. history 
nod purpose of Pub_ L. 21-172, one 1989 0J3. 
Cale Cong. and Adm. News, pp. 1645, 1800, 
1992. 2233, 5432. 

Supplementary Loom to Note3. Gas 
Trademarks 101.. 

i. correraocaroa 
Crusewhlte v. U.S. 869 Fad 089, math 

volutoe, 177 Ct.C1. 671. 
Capital gains provisions are to be read 

narrowly, Hansebe v. C. L ac., C. A 7. 1072, 
467 Fad 428. 

Thls section cleaning capital asset for cap-
ital roan treatment must be narrowly applied 
and its exclusions interpreted broadly to ef-
fectuate Male congreselonel purpOse. Lewes 
v. 17.S., 1908. 389 Fad 816, 162 Ce.C1. 426. 

Statutes conferring preferred treatment an 
taxpayefa us case of sale of capital nines 
or sale of Certain natural revettratia must be 
Meet. construed. Crosby v U.S.. 13.C.Miss. 
1988. 202 F Sapp. 314, affirmed 414 F. 2d 822 

Provision of thin section defining term 
"ethical eases" is • relief provision and moat 
be strictly construed- Malan v. Riddell. D.C. 
Cal. 1966, 275 ?Sums 368. 

3. Pra000S 
Title section excluding from capital warts 

property held by taxpayer primarily for sale 
to costomere in ordinary course of his trade 
or business was intended to dtfferelltiate be-
tweet profile and losses seising from every-
day operation of business and reallutinn of 
appreciation in value accrued over substan-
tial period of time lauxford sr. US., C.A.Ple. 
1071. 411 Fad 1271. 

Concept of cepa.al asset for tax purposes 
Is to be construed narrowly In accordance 
with purpose of Congress 1.0 afford capital-
gains treatment only in Otuatiens typically 
Involving realization of Appreciation in value 
accrued over substantial period of time. 511- 
verstetu v. US., P.c.m. 1968, 2113 F.Supp. 
1106, aMlined. 419 Fad 999. certiorari denied 
90 BCC. 1362, 397 0.8. 1041. 25 L.E42d 652. 

4. LAW COVICIR3140 

Characterization of taxpayer's manner of 
holding land has Underpinnings of 90001100 
of feet but ultimate Issue of whether nix-
peyer's bolding In not primarily for sale in 
the ordinary course of business Is Inherently 
question of law. U.S. v. Winthrop. C.A._Fla. 
lea, 417 P.2,3 9/16. 

7. CAPITAL TLAILBACTIONS 
Even though important purpose of tax-

payer In keg:airing stock of another corpora-
tion as to canons source of raw meter.ls 
necessary for taxpayer's business, presence 
of substatial thvestmeet purpose In the 
acquisition precluded taxpayer from having 
loss resulting from sale of acquired stock 
treated as Ines •geinst ordinary Inr.ome rather 
than als a. capital leas. Dearborn Co. v. U.S. 
1971, 444 F. ad 1145, 193 Ct. Cl. 219. 

Where taxpueer wholesaler of petroleum 
products- purchased interest in petroleum 
refinery at tame when taxpayer as experi-
encing supply problems. and stock In refin-
ery was sold when first order of purchase wee 
received seven years after shortage ended. 
stock sold by taxpayer sou not a -capital 
asset' and taxpayer as entitled to ordinary 
loss osaluctIon on the sale. FS Services. Inc. 
v. U.S., 1909. 413 P.M 548. 195 Ctn.!. 674. 

Baer requirement for capital gain or loss 
treatment for income to purposes is (bat 
the manzaction giving rim to claimed gain 
or loss must constitute a sale or exchange 
of .raul asset, Jamison r. U.S., D.C.Cal 
11308, 207 F.Supp. 221, affirmed 445 r.3d 1397. 

C. EIIIIMUNCL Or LsAhascTION 
In decermirang whether isle of capital 

1104E08 occurred, court moat look to substance 
of ana effect rather than lust to form of 
transaction for tax purposes. 511verilteln I. 

D.C.131. 1958. 283 F. Sums. 1106, affirmed 
419 F. 2d 999, certiorari denied, 98 B.Ct. 1262, 
397 U.S. 1041, 25 L.Ed. 24 643. 

Exmoor le 
(1970 "Schedule A" to 19139 deed. This 

schedule was substituted for an earlier Sched-
ule A which Is not available.) 
Benzoate A Assam= to AIM PART or ClIACTLI. 

Dam TEO/ RIOLAIlli IS11.310135 Nixon TO rue 
riirriro Stares or Astruca, Males-27, 1969 
The matertala conveyed by the Chattel 

Deed of which this Schedule A Is a part, 
herewith deposited and housed in the Na-
tional Arelairee Building, Washington, D.C., 
constituting alx hundred thousand Individ-
ual Sterna =Malted within 1.176 file boom. 
are more particularly described as folios.: 
r. G111131tAL COSILISPOISDINCL AS lace rermezerr 

Boma "Modish] through Zwieng", Boxes 
18 through 843. lncluslvi-829 Boxes.  

la. ATP...ASCE TILL 1.31-312 
Boxes 1 through 179-17380am 

no. C011atEsPOPOTTICS AL rrrilirerioNs 
36 Boxes. 
IV. TOREISti Mir Tres  AS run: rxesniCKT 
116 Boxes. 
v. earr or ichastmacrir, TO aliTrIco STATis 
2 Boxes. 
Total: 1.176 Boxes 

:Lam. 17 
Paestorrrnst Lreasurs-A GSA HArtalloOK 

CliAPTia. 0. artricaAL 
1. Purpose. This handbook seta torth guide-

line, for the operation of Presidential la 
brarles and provides general guidance on ad-
minietrative. prates:atonal. and technical Mat-
ten. It Is In record with the arm:Salons of law 
(44 'CSC 2101-2113, 23e1-3308). the Regula-
tion, for the Public Use of Records (41 CFR 
105-61 ), and the provisions of the OSA Pa- 

. ley Manual. ADM P 100024_ At the same time 
It recognizes that in some of their actiVitios 
the Libraries mult be guided by local =cum-
Mate. 

2. Dejinitione. For ease of preparation and 
reeding, the titles and terms hated below 
are cited in short form througbout this BM: 

a. "President" means the President of the 
United Staten (or s former President) whose 
papers are or will be deposited is a Presiden-
tial library operated by the General Services 
Admmtstration 

b. "Director" means the Director of a Press. 
dentiel Library.  

e. "Reaulanons" refer to "Public Use of 
Records." Donated Historical Materiels. ad 
Pullin. In the National Archives and Rac-
emes Service" 41 CFR 104-61. or GSA Order 
ADM 16002A. 

el WA means the Executive Director, NABS.  
e. NAP mew. the Director, Planning and 

Matagement Programs Divalon. 
ItAFB means the Budget and Repor. 

Branch. 
g. NAPS,  meats the Manpower Branch 

NAT means the Director. Techtlea: 
Services Division. 

I. NATE Mean. the Chief, Document Re-
preduCtIon and Prescreen= Braman. 

( 



   

 

 

 

  

J. NI. meant the Mal-Want Archivist to Pres-
Mantled Libraries. 

3. Applicability. The nemesia:La of this 
handbook am applicable to all Presidential 
libraries; there la operatine and Mom being 
plumed. 

4. Responeibilitiee. It Le the responsibility 
of NL through the library Directont, to me 
that each library in operation minim out 
the functions wit forth In the  GSA organLea-
tion Manual. OFA P 5440.1, and the  Delega- 
flone of Authority Manual, ADM P 545089 
and NAR 5460.1. Planning for future librarian 
le primarily the reepocalbilty of Nle  In co-
operation with the designated representatives 
of the Presidential administration Invoiced. 

6. Background and oryonlaation. The not 
Presidential library was the Frank nn D. ROCA-
evelt Library. authorlead by special legiale-
bon pawed in 1939. and completed at Hyde 
Park, N. Y.. In 1940. it grew out of President 
Roosevelt.. concern for the preservetion of 
the many papers end gifts that were accum-
ulating in the White House and for their 
manual mailability.  to ,cholera and Mean= 
visitors. The Roosevelt Library wee placed 
under the direct supertIslon of the Archivist 
of the Dotted State.. After the formation of 
the General Services Administration. the 
Pmaidenuel Libraries Act of 1936 wee paseed, 
authorizing the Administrator to acquire the 
historical materiale of any President If they 
were offered to the Government, Mang with 
related materials obtained elsewbere. and to 
administer them m a Presidential library. 
Under that legislation the Harry S. Truman 
Library was eetablithe4 at Independence, Mo.. 
In 1961; the Dwight D. Eleenhower Library at 
Abilene. Nene . and the Herbert Hoover LI-
brery It West Branch, Iowa. were both ea-
teens/eel in 1962. The Directors of the first 
two libraries were under the direct oupervi-
slon of the Arthiviat of the Coned Staten 
The addition of the Sleenbower and Hoover 
ilbrarlei required additional Centre/ Office 
support. and the Office of Presidential Li-
Marie. wee established ars a 000rdixtating volt 
In 1964. The added burdens of planning for 
the John P Kennedy and the Lyndon B. 
Johnson libraries led to an increase in the 
reeponelbilicy.  of NL. and be wee designated 
aa the supervisor of the Directors of all the 
Ilbraries to 1068. 

6 Meru 3_ Withdrawn by CHOI 3. 
g_ Prospective donors should be told that 

apprateale lee tee deductions are appropriate. 
Library Malt members do riot make the ap-
preisal.; the Interns] Revenue Service pro-
hibits the making of appraleals by recipient 
fornitatioas because they are not qualified 
to judge velne, then would bold on the mar-
ket for sale of documents. The library may 
properly, however, give the donor the rumen 
of appraisers preferably more than OZ. 

h Oacrealorally gifts Of papers, or other hes-
learleal materials are offered received without 
eolieltatiolt If they are not pertinent to the 
library's rand of interest and if It can be done 
Without offending a donor. ouch materials 
should be transferred to ea Institution where 
they would be more useful_ 

1 In addition to personal papers the li-
braries may receive from the National Ar-
chives the offloial recorde of boards, ommain-
awns, and committees that were established 
by and reported to one President. the records 
Of which were not taken over by a encemeor 
agency. If the records are Likely to Le sought 
by scholars In both pietism microfilm copies 
may be sent to the library. The National 
Arellives may at times transfer to a library 
recceda cleanly related to the Presidential 
paper*. 

4 Shipment end receipt, 
a. Shipment of paper. to a library should 

Mwaya he arranged without coat of Moon-
'Mueslice to the donor. Poe email quantities 
this may be done by sanding several sale-
addreseed franked iabeJa for the donor's. nee 
in malting the impure. In the Weeninaloo, 
D.C., area representatives of NL will pick up 
papern from donor. and ship them fro the 
library. In other parts of the omultry bale 
aerrice can be performed by represent/steno 
of the nearest MARS Regional Directors of-
floe. ablpmeni should be made at the experee 
of the library, charged to the illerareea ea-
mooting code.  

b. Upon receipt of =lanais a: the library 
the Direotor will me that proper diatribe-
Ma is =de of pubilahed Items. autthaviathil 
atetertale, and museum objects that are 
with the paean andesearnent special needl-
ing. 

5. Doenmentarion of accessions The men- Llal 	In the acquleltion process are 
a deed of 5111 executed between the donor 
and the library and a log of all mceralom 
kept for internal control purpose.. 

a. Deed of gilt, 
(1) The eas)Or purpose of the deed of gift 

le to meomplish the legal transit-Me of the 
papere or other historieal materiel, to the 
library. The deed usually epPlial both to the 
material. Lethally aanaferred and to any 
Ult.,. map be cent to the library laser. Tffile 
makes it pounde to open the drat Metal- 
moot for research, 	the donor a WIMag, 
before all his papers have been.  aerial:ed. 

121 The deed of gift generally used' by the 
libraries follows a pattern approved by the 
General Connie! of GSA; but minor mcdileca-
tIons may be made to cult the donor, and 
some options axe available_ The content of 

this document should be agreed upon with 
tn. donor. and be should sign It at the time 
the papers are transferred to the library or 
ebortly thereafter. Papers should not be el-
lowed to remain In the pbyelcal custody of 
the library, or of a trummitteng agency, 
without a !signed deed of gut, 

(3) The deed of gift should give the donor 
assurance that his papers will be kept intact; 
stipulate sny restrireons an ,case that the 
donor =peeler; allow library staff members 
on official bunnies. to handle the papers; and 
state whether or not the literary property 
righta in the papers are Mans:erred. 

4) It is beat from the viewpoint of re-
!waren use to receive papers with no limita-
tions on access. For recent, periods In which 
many of the participants are still living, 
however, It Ls frequently necessary to accept 
restrictions imposed by the donor in order 
to obtain the papers. The library should 
Levine to the ansh of the donor in this mat-
ter, after explaining the poseibilitiee to him. 
Reatrietiorus are best stated to 	of 
categorlea of papers. with the provision that 
library start member, will review them and 
eagregate those that are to be Wooed at the 
discretion of the Director and to be opened 
when circumstances permit. ThM provIalor 
more satiafactory than the artabliehment of 

-committees for review. The stipulation of 
periods of yeah for which pit;4ta are to be 
closed in unduly rigid. se It doe. not take into 
amount the fact that circumstance. may 
change. 

15) Deeds of gift should be signed both by 
the donor and by the Archivist of the United 
State* or hie designated representation. 
Three topics ameid be signed. the original to 
be retained by the library, one copy returned 
to the donor. and one kept by NL. 

it Accessions lop. Each library should 
maintain as a basic control a log. or register. 
of arcesaloas of papers and related hi-stories] 
material. Entries should be Made throwelogle 
ashy an materiela are received. each unit or 
entry normally being the paper. of an Jodi-
vIduel donor or orgentration. Eamesa tea 
numbered In sequence as material. are re-
ceived and Mount include the date of re-
ceive, idintleication of the material., their 
Inca:Mee dates, and the volume. Small ac-
cretions to easeselona are entered under the 
nave member.. Deem-M[1one of the rnmeriale 
that are prepared sitter accesnionIng are re-
ferred to in this manual In thee 5. Finding 
Aid.. 

reamer la 
Tem Warm Hove 

Washington, March 13, 1969. 
Da. Demist J. Rem. 
4.-netent Archivist for Presidential Libraries, 

National Archives and Records Service, 
Washington, D.C. 

Dem Da. Resin Tine will merely confirm 
our diseumion of the other clay In which. I 
requested that someone from your organisa-
tion double check and be certain that you 
hem now received all of the Vice Presidential 
papers that were Sett to the Archives from 
the President'. former law firm In New York. 
and secondly that the indexing and Catalog-
log of the Vice Presidential papers that were 
given to e gift to the Axone/es will he com-
plete by April 1 In order that Mr. Neuman 
may complete his app.-aim] for tea purposes. 

Should you have any queationa at ell In 
this regent, Meese feel free to call either me 
or Bud Krogh In our once. 

Thank you very much. 
Sincerely. 

Enwrap L. Mouses,. 
Denary counsel to the Pr40irient. 

Exmerr ID 
°crone 31.1079. 

Mr. Aermra P. SlltrSOR. 
Administrator, General Services Administra-

tion, General Seine.  Building, Wash- 
Mete D.C. 	 • 

Dean Ma, SalorPSON: With reference tie the 
ensnarer of personal papers by Richard M. 
Nixon to the National Archival in March 
1989, I would appreciate the following factual 
Information: 

On what date was a deed of gift received 
by GSA or the National -Archives? 

What ens the date of such deed of gift? 
Who signed such deed of gilt? 
If not signed by the President, what proof 

did GSA demand that the signor seas em-
powered to art for the President? 

In the cam of gifts by prior Presidents. 
commencing with Franklin flooseeelt. were 
deeds of gLfte received contemporaneous with 
the transfer of paper, to the Archness? 

If not, when were they reserved? 
Were even prior deeds signed by the donor 

Preeldenta In all cruses? 
When was the playelcal transfer of papers 

to GSA? 
Wm there any documentary or other me-- 

dente aubmltted by the donor. Richard M. 
Nixon, indicating that such trensfer was a 
gift and not for purposee of temporary mar-
age by the Archivu? 

On whet dare did the National Archives 
become aware Of the apeclfic Willie of toe 
alleged VW? 

Max there been official mceptanoe of the 
alleged gift by GSA, and if not, why bee there 
been no such acceptance? 

Was °MUM acceptance given for prior Prem. 
Mantis' Otte? 

/3 

Flame detail all communications from 
June, 1912 to date between OSA and the 
President and/or his agentts relative to the 
aforesaid gift.  

If there are any questions es to these In-
quiries. please feel free to contact me My 
thanks for your time 111 reeponding to this 
request. 

With kind regards. 
Sincerely, 

Lewin Waicaut Jr.. 
Senator 

Meetotteneum roe Rod! Lem...no Gmeseive, 
Comecon no THE Penman 

Scrrstratiali, 27, 1979. 
The General Services Administration has 

rscantly initiated a factual Inquiry ddn the 
history of certain papers of the Preeldent. 
created prior to January 20, 1960. that were 
donated to the United States of America and 
were deposited at the National Archnes on 
March 28 and 27, 1969. Our inquiry his let 
unanswered several Important questions con-
cerning the "Chattel Deed of Gift" that cor-
responds to them papers It Is our hope that 
White House records and/or former or pres-
ent White WM.* personnel may be able 
to help us lie these gaps. 

The inforrnetlern we ham been ante to 
gather so far leaos us to the following ten-
tative coneluaions aa to the physical history 
of the deed of gift: sometime around the 
begioning of April 1970. an original deed of 
gift corresponding to these papers wee de-
livered to the GSA Office of Genera/ Counsel 
iprobably to Hart T. Mackin, then General 
Counseli; the metrument was ugned. as we 
as accompecytng affidavn. by Edward 1. 
Deputy Celerisel to the President. and no-
tarized by Frank DaMarco. Jr., the signa-
tures dated April 21. 1960. although the 
instrument will cover-dated March 27. 1069: 
on or about September 12, 1071. the original 
deed of gift was turned over co Mr. Dapray 
Muir. an attorney lo the Office of Counsel to 
the President; sometime in April or May 
10711. a duplicate original ixeroxed, but with 
original signatures) was discovered to the 
Inca of the Office of Proudential Libreries, 
National Archives and Records SemMe and 
was immediately paced in an appropriate 
vault In the National Archives Building 
where It Milan. today. 

Our questions are as follows: 
I. Where was the deed in the period be-

tween April 1905, and April 1070, 
2. Wbo transmitted the original deed at 

Mr. Mankin land how); 
3_ Were any duplicate originals transmitted 

at that time, 
4 Who transmitted the duplicate original 

Le the Office of Pre:edam-nal Libraries and 
where had it been; and 

5. Where te the original deed of gift now? 
We would beamed appreciative 01 any :LS-

airman= you can provide. SO that our own 
Inquiry can be satedmtorlly completed_ 

Witmem E. CASSICLISAN 
General Counael. 

Erman' 20 
Tote WELITE Hoes,. 

Wathinpion, November 16, 1573. 
Memorandum for William E. Ceaselmen, 

General Counsel. 
General Services Administration .  

From Douglas M. Parker, 
Subject -  Deed of Gift. 

response to your memorandum to 
Leonard Garment, dated September 27, 1073, 
I can advise you as follow.: 

The deed of gift was executed with a 
ribbon copy and a duplicate oelginal leterox 
but with original sesnaturesi . Both the rib-
bon copy and the duplicate eriginel remained 
in the office of Frank DeMarco until Aprli 
1970, In April 1970, Mr. DeMareo mailed the 
duplicate original to Edward L. Morgan. 
Deputy Conroe) to the Pmaident. who, we 
believe, delivered It to Hart T. Muddle. Gen-
eral Counsel of OSA. The ribbon copy re-
manned en Mr. Dalgarcoei office until Ottober 
10, 1973. when It was transmitted to the 
Office of the Oatmeal to the President where 
It pre ently remain. 

The duplicate origins] was turned over by 
GSA to Mr. Dismay Muir, en attorney In the 
Office of Counsel to the President on or 
about September 13, 1971. Subsequently. Mr. 
Roy 6 Kinsey of that office turned the deed 
over to John Nesbitt who is in charge of the 
NetInnal Archives Dines located In the Ex-
ecutive Office Building. Mr. Nesbitt In turn 
returned the deed to the National Archives, 
Office of Presidemtal Lthemies under a cover 
mermarandum dated January 19, 1973. 

Elmore 21 
U S. Severe 

Comeermen off COSSYLISICE, 
Washington, D.C. Noreen err 21, 1973. 

Mr. ART.. F. SAMPSON. 

Administrator, General Serencet Admmistra-
r1011. Genera! Services Building, tenth-
My, D.C. 

Dear Ma Sesensoen Thank you for your 
letter of November 18. 1873. respond trig to 
my Inqintlea aa to the transfer of certain 
mons by Richard M. NIx011 to the National 
Archive, 

The Information you provided wars most 
helpful and complete. Nevertheless. there are 
• few addtional queatione to which I would 
appreciate your response 

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

   

 

 

 



,■111,17tilM11-11.Mi.- -deineeMner.AMICMIEINIMISLINEL.-7,MS,A, 

On page 4 or your November 18 nwly, you 

noted Mat one of the reasons there bed been 
no Wilted encepuome by GSA at the 1999 
deed Irma the "Maumee of any GSA regula-

tion rem:Orem mime manner of formal uw 
cepuoce of donated paper." My reaearea 
Indicate. the following information in Pere-
graph 5, Chapter 3, of the GSA Handbook on 
Prendential tibrarlea 

"5 Documentation of accessions. The ea-
saritial documents In the acquisition process 
errs deed of gift executed between the donor 
and the library and the !Weary and • log of 
W acacesions kept for Internal control pur-
pose., 

• Deed 01 AM 111 The major purpose of 
the deed of gift is to accomplish the legal 
Menefee or the papers or other historical 
materials to the literary 

• • 	• 
i61 Deeds of gift should be signed both 

by the donor and by the Archivist of the 
'United Mates or his designated representa-
Uve. Three copies ahould be signed, the 
original to be retained by the Blue.-y, one 
cops returned to the donor. and one kept by 
the lett". 

My question is whether the above require-
ments would neceseitat• en acceptence of 
the deed by the Archivist. and if not, why 
not? 

I note that on page 2. In response to my 
inquiry into the procedural followed by prier 
Frasolenta, you indicate that either • letter 
or trio:afar of title by will were the methods 
used Until 1985. 1 further note that the 
require's:ante referred to above. from the 
Reodhook on PresidenUal Libraries, are dated 
December 20. 1968. My question is whether 
GSA procedures CM required a data of gift 
no of 1966. or 1968, and If not, when were 
the procedures referred to ea.. Bret 
promulgated? 

Or. page 3. In response to my request for 
evidence submitted by the donor. Richard 
M. Nixon, Indicating that the treader of 
papers sou intended to be a gilt, when re-
ferred to the 1008 end 1969 aped.. and 
May 12, 1.969 Presidential onnoonroonent 
relative to the Richard Nixon Founcletien. 
TO clarify my question, with reference only 
to the 1960 transfer wee there any express 
communication or Indication by Richard M. 
Slime to GSA or the National Arcedvea be-
tween January I. 1969 and July 25, 1969 In-
dicating that the 1969 transfer of papers 
was explicitly for purposes of a gat? 

Is GSA In receipt of a letter from Edward 
L. Morgan to Dr. Daniel J Reed, dated Marsh 
13. 11169. and If so, on what dime was that 
letter manually received by Dr. Rend or the 
Mittens] Archie..? Purthese can you oneeirm 
whether the papers referred to In that letter 
are the 1908 gat reeelved by GSA on March 
20, 1989. or the March 213 end 27, 11160, trans-
fer of papers? 

A letter dated March 27, 1969, from Daniel 
I. Reed CO Edward 1. Morgan contain, • 
handwritten PS. which makes reference to . 
"the document: .Limited Right of Access' 
Irtina Witte to Ralph Newman. dated March 
37. 1e69". If you could forward a copy of 
this document. It would be helpful to our 
investigatkm. 

Finally, from March 16, 1969 to the present 
time has the public had Woe. Ln limited 
or unlimited form, to the papers transferred 
en March 26 and 27, 1009? If scow has been 
limited. who epecalcally bee had mono dur-
ing that period of time? 

I would hope your response to three gela-
tin. would satisfy my Inqttlrles, and again 
my thanks for your time in this matter. 

With kind regards. 
Stecerely, 

Lower.. Womack Jr 
U.S, Senator. 
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IITATMAENT ON LitakATIVE Goma 
Tyre Pazemervr. Ladle. and gel:mermen. be-

fore gang to your questions. f bare a brief 
announcement that I think will he Of inter-

act not ooly to our incenses ou but 

Liao to the Congrese 
The Canute* is returning today from ita 

August reeem. as I am, and so I look over the 
record of eccomplishooent tide year, I and It 
Is very dmappotnting In terms of the Ad-

ministration inittativa. thaw :Initiatives 
that I believe are biplartlean in eharseter and 
of vital importaruie to all of the AinerIcan 
people. 

Consequently, I will be !analog what ie 
rdlem new Suite of the Union roc...togs one 
Which w111 Concentrate on the measures pres-
ently before the Congress which have not 
been acted upon end which I consider urgent 
to be acted upon before the end of this year.  

I am not trying to present to the Congress 
an imposeitoe Mak; oonlettneritly, I Will not 
cover the whole waterfront, but It Is impor-
tant that to several areas that action be tak-
en. or It will be too late to act for the Inter-
ests of the people. 

In my moment today, I will weer four 
or five AMU that will be included In that 
message, which will be distributed to you 
cur Sunday night and delivered to the Can-
al-VA Monday at the tiros of the opening of 
huethese. 

TOO varemariera twarrerrea AND Mermen 
Q. Mr. FTeeldent, there have been some con- 

• c reports about your real mute deal-
ings m California, end I would like to ask 
about that. Settend different 0001000 have 
been released by the White Douse. both as to 
your own personal financial involvement and 
De to the Government's aspendItunes in San 
Clemente and at Key BLeasyne. end your au-
ditors. I underetand from news reports. my  
thst the entire audit has not been released 
on your financial dealings out there. 

I would Ilk. to ask why we have had no 
many conflieting reports to mart with. arid 
second. one of the questions that is raised 
by the only partial release of the audit In 
hove you paid the taxes on the gain realized 
In the sale of the lend to Reborn and Ab-
planalp at Sea Clemente? 

Tn. Paimmerer. Any other questions You 
went to go Into? 

Of course, whatever a President dote In the 
field of his property is public knowledge, and 
queen°tss of that mat I do not resent at ail. 
I do re-sent, I might eay. the Implications. 
however. lira. that Whether at Rey Biscayne 
or in San Clemente top mbrate property wee 
enriched because of what the Government 
di d. 

Asa matter of fact. 'whet the Government 
did at San Clemente reduced the value of the 
property, if you see three Secret Service 
gazebos and If you see some of the other 
fences that block out the rather beautiful 
view to the hills end the mountain. that I 
ince, you would realise that what I sav is 
quite true: it reduces Ste value as far as a 
residential property is concerned. 

The second point is Mts. At rather consid-
erable expense. and a great deal of time on my 
part, I ordered no audit. an audit by a firm 
highly respected, Coopers & Lybrand of New 
York. That audit has been completed. It 
covered at my request not Dimply the last 
year. but It covered the years 1980,1970, 1071. 
and 1073. 

The audit has been completed, and the 
sixth gave the tie to the reports that were 
carried usually ineight-column nestle In 
most of the papers or this country—and, In-
oldentally, the retraction. ended up back 
with the corset acts for the most part—hut 
on the other hand. it gave the Ile to the 
charge that there Was 61 mIllon worth of 
CaniplIgn funds, that that ts how I acquired 
the property in Ban Clemente. 

It also gave the Ile to any other charges 
that, as far im my acquieltione in Florida are 
concerned, or in California, that there was 
any money there except my owes. 

Now, I would make two or three other 
points briefly Spent It that I think all lay-

men could undetstand. I borrowed the 
money to acquire the property, and I still 
owe It. I own no stocks and no bonde—I 
think I am the first President In this office 
stove Harry Trunsen—I don't own a stock 
or a bond. I sold everything before I came 
into oMce 

All that I have are the two pieces of prop-
erty in Florida which adjoin each other. the 
piece of property In San Clemente with 
which you ere familiar. and a house on 
Whittler Boulevard In 'which my mother once 
Lived_ I have no other property, and I owe 
money on all of them. 

Third, as far as the capital gain matter, 
which la a technical mutter that you have 
mentioned. I should point out—end maybe 
this Le prod or people who wonder 
If Presidents are exempt from what the LEIS 
dons—tho IRS has had a full held review 
or audit of my mousse tax return. for 1971 
and 1972, and Included In Re audit the trans-
ocUon which you refer to, In wblob some 
argue there was a capital gain and some 
argue that there was not. It is a matter of 
difference between &ecotone... 

The IRS, after Its audit, did not order any 
change. If It had. I would bales paid the tax. 
It did not order a change 

Now. with regard to the audlt Itaell 
concerned, the reeulte of that audit insofar 
aa the acquisition of the property have been 
put out_ That Is all that la going to be put 
out because I think that Ma Tull litecloeure. 

I would simply say. finally, that In this 
particular came I realice•that naturally there 
le a 3u-widen that a President, because he 
has the great power of thee office and become 
• s the benefit' of Secret Service, GSA, 
end all the rest to protect him, that he loam 
say or other la going to profit from ell at 
that minority that Is provided for him. 

AB I pointed out In my press conference 2 
weeks ago, I'd far leas rather hove the secu-
rity than have my privacy, but that just 
can't be done. 
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Tritammo ' 
RALPH G. Kammer:, 
President, Abraham Lincoln Book Shop, Inc., 
Chomeo,111. 

I would appreciate your response to the 
following Inqulrtee: 

Has the IRS ever contacted you with re-
spect to Mr. Nthona alleged gift of paper* 
to the United States in 19611? 

On what date did you complete your de-
scription of that alleged gift? 

Whet is your understanding of the pepsin 
delivered on March 26 and 21, 1060, that were 
not included in the gift descelptton? 

What wee the selection criteria, and were 
the unIncluded paper. of the same quality as 
those In the alleged grit? 

Lowcm. Wexcx.lot. Jr., 
U.S. Senator 

Extuar 20 

U S SEICAM, 
Coat Wrier Me ArPONACMCAl. 

AND SPACE SCIENCM, 
Washington. D.C.. November 28, 1873. 

Mr. .5005101 F. Se armee. 
adrernietrittar, General Seratees Administra-

tion Washington, D .C. 
Liam Me. SAMPSON. I would appreciate your 

responding to one additionli matter with 
respect to the Veneer of persons.] paper. 
to the Arch lees by Richard M Nixon in 1e69. 

Has the Internal Revenue Service, between 
January 1. 1972 and the present time. con-
tacted GSA or the National Archtves and 
collected all the reley•nt details and evi-
denim wail respect to the March 26th and 
27th, 1989 transfer of thew papme? 

Thank you again for your time and amen-
tiers In responding to my inquiries 

With kind regards. 
Sincerely. 

LO WELL Wetmore. Jr., 
11.S. Senator. 

'Emmert 20 
KAILLEACIS DtMeaco, RNLI? 

Clin-tisciraltirt, 
Coe Angeles, Calif.. AureAS 22, 11173 

Coors= Arra LTIMAIM, 
tine Fork. N.Y. 

Clertmestrxr 	connection with your en- 
gagement to examine and report on the state-
ment of mama end Itch Ultlec as of May 31. 
1073 of our clients Richard M. Nixon end 
PatrIcla R. Nixon, you have requested Eta 
McMinn respecting the gift of certain pre-
Preeelential private paper. of Richard M. 
Nixon to the United States of America on 
March 27, 1969 and the treatment of tomb 
contributton as a deductible Item for income 
tax purposes as claimed on the Federal In-
come tax returns Med by the Oaths for the 
years 1969 through 1972. 

In connection therewith. we have made • 
teethe] examination of the circumstances of 
the transaction, the law applicable thereto 
acd tiuell other and futher matters as we 
have deemed pertinent to the inquiry and 
to the delivering of this opinion, and barred 
upon such examination and the applicable 
law, It Is our opinton that on ?Larch 27, 1650, 
the client made a valid gift to the United 
States of America of certain of his personal 
private papers having at the date of such 
gift a fair market value of 8511.000. that 
deductions claimed by the said taxpayer on 
his Federal Income tax returns for the 
calendar year 11169 were in all respects proper 
and sand: that the facts sod eircumatances 
of the gift were fully discloaed in the 1969 
return as tied: that subsequent deduettona 
for thorn allocable portions of the market 
value of the gat claimed by the taxpayer In 
subsequent federal Income tax returns flied 
for the calendar years 1970, 1971 and 1972 
were awl are proper and valid deductions 
against income .  

Our examination of the foots end circum-
stances of the transaction above that Immedi-
meta prtor to _March 27, 1969, the taxpayer 
declared an Intention to make a Oft of the 
subject private papers to the people of the 
United States and that at his direction, Ma 
pamonel connect ledward L. Nlegen. directed 
and eucetvised the removal of such private 
papers from the taxisaverb pensonal dominion 
and control at the Executive Office Building, 
Waalsingion. D.C., and caused the same to be 
delivered to the National Archives In Wash-
ington. D.C. on mid date where sold materiels 
have remained for an uninterrupted period. 
At all times subsequent to March 27. 1060. 
the materials constituting the wobleci mat-
ter of the gtft were under tnd exelluelse 
dominion and control of the Notional Ar-
eltres On or *boot April 0, 7, end 8. 1909. 
the material constituting the subject matter 
of the gift was eaaenlned and segregated from 
other materials by an appricaer duly ap-
pointed by the taxpayer to appraise the mar-
ket value of the said paper% and the same 
thmerater were maintained, cataloged, mere-
gated carted and identified by members at 
the staff of the National Archives In accord-
ance with filing and cataloging procedures 
established by the National Archives 1110 as 
to which the taxpayer had no element of con-
trol. The materials constituting the gift 
thereafter were. after a period of time extend-
ing from April 6, 1989 through March 27. 
1970. individually Itemized and mspratied by 
the appraiser, and as a result of said ap-
praisal, the market value ascribed to the gift 
was certified to by no a.M.davit executed by 
said appraiser on April 6. 1970 

While. In our opinion. the law LI clear that 
on Instrument of deed is not a necessary 
remitslte to a gift of personal property. the 
dolt appointed and constituted attorney-In-
Scot and regent of the taxpayer did on April 
21, 1909 execute an instrument ed gift recit-
ing and declaring the Intent of the donor 
to make such gat: that sold gift bad in fact 

lq. 



been made on March 27. 1804 emit the subject 
matter thereof delivered to the National 
Archives. The instrument contained e chsuse 

reseretes to the donor only a right of &COWS 
to himeolr in teepees and copy the re-Merle'. 
In our epinion. the law is clear that the res-
ereation of such right of access for tnspect1on 
and copying by tne donor did not constitute a 
ouillicleat retention of ownerahlp in the mate-
rial to anyway vitiate the gift _  

Very truly 
90000 Dr hiseco, Jr. 

Rumors'- 20 
PX.51.1.1.7.7 FIS.tear.,  Ducl.86ur0E IgramelAGT- 

DECIMID121 8. 1913 	• 
GDR OP nine 

In 1989, President Nixon directed his law-
earn to take all ime.meary steps to =Use a gift 
of part of his papers to the United States of 
America through the National Archives. Crn 
Meech 27, 10011. large etatee of his papers 
yam delivered to the Archives. Included were 
Pt large volume of paper, books and other 
nomillabilie of his easter prior to becoming 
President. Including many of hle Vice Presi-
dential papers On April El and 9, 1089, Mr. 
nalpb Newman. s recognized seers-Leer of 
documents, melted the Archives end desig-
nated the papaya, Re bloc panted out the 
Name he believed the President should re-
tina. Mr. Newman returned lister to the 
Archhiee and mskl,s a final appraisal of a fair 
market value of the papers corepriellog the 
gift. setting the value M 8978,020. 

It malting the gift, Presedent Nixon was 
following the tradition of AIL six predeces-
sore—Noover, Roosevelt. Truman, Mien-
haieee. Stalle:1y and Johneon--ell of whom 
made a girt of their papers to the United 
Ware*. 

A gistelUon bob arisen In the seas of P.M-
dent Rams. however. bemuse in rlecenlbar, 
1989. an amendment was passed retroactive  

• duly 35. 1009. disallowing curb deductions 
and some critics question whether technical 
requirements relating to the intended gift 
Were gut9ee:1111y completed before the expira-
tion date. 

President Nixon was and to advised by hie 
attorneys that the gift met the deductibility 
requirements of the law. Accordingly. in the 
tax years 1989-1972, be has taken deductions 
totaling approximately 1482,019. As the gift 
is valued at 9510,000, ha is still entitled to 
additional deductions of 649.081. 

The examination conducted earlier this 
year by the Internal Revenue Service of 
President and Mra. Nixon's return for the 
years 1971 end 1212 included a teelew of the 
gilt. Upon completing this review, the 1108 
reised 00 1:11.0SE10118 100W the deductions 
taken. Nevertheless. because queations hate 
been reseed about the procedures followed in 
making the gift of the papers to the Vatted 
• . the President la asking the Joint Com- 
mittee on Internal Revenue Taxation to re-
view those procedures and to peas upon the 
validity of his tee deductions The President 
will abide by the decision ol that Committee. 

Additional delelle relating to the gift 
[moment:in can be found la thr following 
documents being released today: 

Appraisal by Ralph G. Newman. President 
of Atrahem Lincoln honk Shop of Chicago. 
▪ of pipers of Richard Milhous Rican, 
conataring isf 600.009 trams, as of March 27, 
1999 at a valuation of 11570,1390. supported by 
Newman amdavit end statement or his quali-
fications se en authority to the field of such 
&pommels 

'Uttar from Kalmbach. DeMeece. Knapp & 
Ch1.111nmeorth to Coopers & Lybrand stating 
their opinion regarding the cledtlettbilit.y for 
tax purposes of the president's gift of pre-
Presidential papers. 


