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Probers
C Ialm New
Evidence

Washington

The staff of the Senate
Watergate committee dis-
closed yesterday what it de-
scribed as additional infor-
mation to support the
charge that -Charles G
(Bebe) Rebozo gave or lent
part of a $100,000 ‘‘campaign
contribution” to President
Nixon’s personal secretary
and his two younger broth-
ers.

A draft report by the com-
‘mittee’s staff, made public.
yesterday contradlcted pub-
lic assertions by the Presi-
dent and sworn statements
by Rebozo, his close friend.

that the money was returned -

untouched to its donor last
year.

The' report strongly sug-
gested that part of ﬂle
$100,000 *‘contribution” from
Howard R. Hughes .may
have been included in more
than $50,000 that it said Re-
bozo had spent between 1968
and 1972 for the Pr e51dent 5
personal benefit.

Thaf sum, the statf said,
.included $456?%3 in 1968 con-
tributions to the Florida Nix-
on for President Commiittee
that - had been used to pur-
chase a birthday gift of platv
inum and diamond earrings
from the President. to Mu
Nixon.

(After the report was re—
leased, White House press
secrefardy Ronald L. Ziegler
said, “These unsubstantiat-
ed eharges have been leaked
and releaked ‘and now the
committee is trying to serve
‘them up for the third time
around. It’s. just warmed-
over baloney.” '

(Deputy press secretary |

Gerald L. Warren said he
repeats the President’s as-

Jipped Into Hu

surance that he never in-
structed Mr. Rebozo toraise
andmaintain funds to be ex-
pended on his personal be-

half, nor, so far as he
knows, was this ever
done.”’) )

Among other major ele-
ments,
ment reported the following: -

o That James:0’Connor, &
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Phoenix, Ariz., lawyer, had
submitted a sworn affidavit:
Kalmbach, the President’s |

personal attorney, had told g
him in the sprmg of 1973 of al

conversation in which Rebo-| |
zo conceded having given
part of the Hughes money to’
Rose Mary Woods, Mr. Nix- '

on’s secretary, and the Pres-

ident’s brothers, Donald and-
Edward.

e That more than $50,000,;
including $23,y00 in $100 bills
— the form in ;which the|
Hughes money was deliv-;

ered — was spentbyRebo- ’
70,0r onhisbehalf,for nu-

merous improvements to the -

President’s home on Key|
Biscayne. The report said, -
Rebozo had filed no federal‘
gift tax reportfor the years
1969 through 1972, however
(See Page 10.) .

® That the President’s do- -
mestic adviser, -John D.
Ehrlichman, repeatedly put
pressure on the Internal
Revenue Service to find
something wrong with the
tax returns of Lawrence F.
O’Brien, the Democratic
party chief. The report con-
trasted these alleged efforts
with the treatment given Re-
bozo in an IRS inquiry. (See
Page 11.)

The draft report — de-
scribed by Watergate com-
mittee officials as a biparti-
san effort — contained pre-
viously unknown details
about the handling of, the
Hughes contribution, “about
the concern at the hlghest
levels of the White House
that it eventually generated,
and about Rebozo’s apparent

the 350-page docu- .

Report Charges Reboz

role as an. uneticial Nixon
admlmxstnatlon and cam-
paign fund araiser.

The report also cited testi-

mony. contradicting White

Hougg_ ‘statements that Mr.
Nixon, while a presidential
candidate in 1968, had no
knowledge of any attempt to
solicit a . contrlbutmn from
Hughes, afii that the Presi-
dent had never asked Rebo-
Z0 to raise funds for his per-
sonal Mse. ;

q,fc.o the report,
Richard G. Danner, a Nixon
campaign worker who, as a

Hughes employee, later de- -

liver e .‘y$100 000 to Rebo-
20; tified that 2r Nix-
on and’ Rebozo took partin a
1968 discussion in which he

- was asked to solicit a'cam-

paign donation

Hughes.

The report said that part
of the Hughes money deliv-
ered by Danner to Rebozo

j'fI‘lOm

.may have come from the

Sands Hotel in Las) Vegas,
owned by Hughe’s Summa
Corp. If so, the money would
Tepresent acorporate contri-
bution prohibited by the fed-
eral Corrupt Practices Act

At' another point the r@port
noted that information pro-
vided by the Federal Re-

serye Board on the origin of
the 1001 $100 bills, which Re- B

bozo testified were the ones
he. ‘received from Danner,
supported Rebozo’s revised
testimony that the money
had . been
mid-1970 — but not his initial
assertion, later amended,
that the first payment had
been made in 1969.

On - another point relating
to the contribution, the re-
port said that an IRS investi-
gation checking the owner-
ship of the $100,000 for tax
purposes had been delayed
for ten months by top IRS
and Treasury Department
officials, and that “advance
notice” of the investigation
had been given to Rebozo
and the President.

‘The staff said that its ef-

forts had been% “frustrated”
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by the refusal or RKenozo,
Donald and Edward Nixon
and others to comply with
subpoenas for their financial
records.
+ Miss Woods and the Nixon
brothers have denied under
oath, however, receiving
any of the Hughes funds
from Eebozo. ;
Last October, the Presi-
dent declared ina news con-
that Rebozo had
“turned back” the Hughes
money ‘“‘in exactly the form
it was received,” and did
“not touch it.”

Rebozo has maintained

- that the money was in the

vault of his Key Biscayne
bank from the time he re-

ceived it until he returned it
to .a representative of
Hughes in June of Iast year.

Although the ev1dence pro-
vided " by the Fede.fra1 Re-
serve on the origini of the
blllS Rebozo handed back

“raises a question: whethe1
Rebozo maintained.the two
deliveries intact,” the’ report
said, the only hard evidence
that it did not lie fallow for
at least three years is Kalm-
bach’s testimony, supported
by two corroboratxnng state-
ments.

Kalmbach told the com.
mittee that on April 30, 1973,
he was suummoned to Wash-
ington by Rebozo, whom he

. met at the White House

Rebozo the 1awye1 testi-
fied, “‘said the Pr es1dent had
asked him to spedk to me
about this problem,:and not
Maurice Stans,” who had
headed the Nixon . cam-
paign’s fund-1a151ng arm’in
1972.

“He said that ’the"IRS had
sc’heduled a meeting: with
“on the disposition of
the Hughes money,”. Kalm-
bach’ said, “which would be
held in two or three weeks.”

“He said that he hag dis-
persed part of the funds to
Rose Woods, to Don Nixon,
to Ed Nixon and to unnamecb
others during. the interven-
ing years, and that he .was
now asking for my counsel



on how to handle the proh-
lgm,” Kalmbach was quoted
§s sgying. .
. Kalmbach said he recom-
mended making a full -dis-
closure of what had hap-
pened to the IRS, but that
Rebozo hag replied that
‘This touches the President
and the President’s family,
and I just can’t do anything
to add to his problems at
this time, Herb.” = _
Kalmbach told the Water-
gate committee that he hag
received Rebozo’s approval
to discuss the Hughes mat-
ter in “hypothetical* terms
with Stan}g:y Ebner; thep
general counsel of the Office
of Management'and Budget.
Ebner’s records show that
he saw Kalmbagh on; April
30, Ebner has! confirmed
that he had g “h}&pobhgtical”
discussion of a potential tax
problem with Kalmbach that
day. \
Rebozo requested a second
meeting with Kalmbach ear-
ly 'this year. according - {o
the report, and the two men
talked at San Clemente on
Jan. 7, 1974.

- Kalmbach testified that
Rebozo told him then: “Un--
doubtedly, Herb, I Have not
told ‘you that after youandI.
talked last spring regarding
the Hughes money, I found
that I (had) not, in fact dis-
bursed any of the Hughes
cash to the several people I

named g4l ‘
127'When I went into the safe
jand - so thatywas cclear .that
1o part of this money had
been used during the sec-
eral years it was in my hox.”
New York Times



