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The Internal Revenue Serv-
ice refused to comment on the
matter, noting that it is forbid-
den by law to disclose the tax
affairs of anyone. It did con-
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The highly placed spokes-
man, who ded¢lined to be iden-
tl;leﬁ said emphatically that
the re314eﬂt has pald taxes every year since
he has been in the White House.
His comments countered news reports

saying Mr. Nixon may have been
among 111 persons in 1970 and 72 in
1971 who made more than 200,000
but paid no federal income taxes.

The articles were based on
the assumption that if Mr.
Nixon claimed a massive de-
duction for donating his viee
pr sidential papers to the la-
tional Aechives in 1969, that
deduction plus interest vay-
ments and real estate taxes on
his California and Florida homes
would be enough to cancel his
tax liabilities for 1970 and
verhaps 1971.

A public interest tax law
firm here, Tax Analysts and
Advocates, has challenged the
possible use of the gift of the
papers, which have been val-
ued at $570,000, as the basis of a
tax deduction.

When the “resident gave the
papers to the Archives in March, 1969, the law allowed him to count the

value of them against 30 per cent of his income in 1969 and 50 per cent in
subsequent vears.

The 1969 Tax Reform Act was passed forbiddine tax write-offs for such gits
made after July 25, 1969. A White House official told the Washington Post last
June that Mr. Nixon took a deduction from his 1969 income taxes for the zift,

Ira L. Tannenbaum, director of Tax Advocates, sald yesterday that "a reasonable
inference from that admission is that the Presgident carried forward any unused
deduction in subsequent years."



