DOGES BASY IS
THOOPALHY

Curtls and Schneebell Woul I
Leave the Matter in: Hands
of the.Committee’s Staff -

By EILEEN-SHANAHAN.
" Specfal to The New York Times il
WASHINGTON, Dec*9—Two
Republican members “of the
Concressmnal committee that
will. review President, Nixon’s|
tax returns - said- today- that
they thought the matter.was a
relatively simple one that:could
be left largely .to the, commxt—
tee’s! staff. ‘ i JF
© A jthird member
strongly,

confronted w1th some
Ly difficult problems t]
requ;re it to. hear .

",nts There  are 155%5 of
'factx hat are in dispute, mclud-
ing such touchy ones as wheth-
ér dog Thents ‘were dehberately
{back-dated to permit the Presi-
dent fo,qualify for.a tax de-
ductmn that .has: saved him
$235; 000 in Federal income|

taxes! i T
Staif Called Nonpartlsan :

The ‘two members who{saw
the iissues ‘as relatively - sunplem
|were Senator Carl Tw Curtis of!
{Nebraska “and’ Represent'atlve'
Hermian T! °Schneebelts of
Pennsylvania. ‘Both. men fnibted
that'the. staff of- ‘the: joint€om-
mlttee Wwas ‘Wwidely Begarded as
among the. most. professm ally

,eompetent and non rtlsan Ank
) . 3 :Jx

'I‘he committee member"who
‘felt there were dlfflCLlIt fa‘; al :

: ‘f" kmlght seem
DI ng the issues.

; three men. were. the only
ones, ‘among ‘the 10 members
0 joint: - committeg, who

bé ‘reached: -at _home vto-&1
, IR A

ate .Is-an Issue -
ent - Nixon has said’
‘he would abide by what-

largest

‘ tio

in - dollar terms,
‘whether he donated his. pre-
[Presxdentxal ‘papers to the Na-

o

~ Hill
s Thé” first, - ‘and by far the

is

mal Archives before July 25

9

mittee is whether Mr: ‘Nixon |9
shoul ve reported a taxable qif the Nixons are using
capital gain on the sale of land| Washington, D.C., as their resi-

adjacent to his home in- San
: Clemente Calif. HIS audntors,

New: York accounmug firm, ap-
parently believed that a gam|;
of about $233, 000 was.

volved

Arthur’ Blech of - Los Angeles
said there was no taxable gain
and none was reported.

In ‘all, more than $300,000 in
back Federal taxes, plus inter-
est, could be involved.

Among the ‘issues that the|

joint &

determine regarding the gift of
the pa,pers are the following:
gDid .someone acting with

), the effective date of a
change in the law that took
| the tax’advantages out of
guﬁt:s The donated papéts w
valled at $576,000 and; hgve
sa.ved the leons $235 OOOe,m

ﬂ%ﬁdetermme thergswas,po cap1gal
'gain ‘on the sale, in view of the|

sold for a higher per-acre price|

iven to the joint com- than the ‘Nixon’s had paid for

dence for tax purposes, as they|c
have .said they are, can the
San Clemente house be called
their “primary residence?” If it
is not their primary. residence,
do they not then owe a capital
gains tax on the $142,000 gain
they realized from the sale of
their New York’ City coopera-
tive apartment? Such gains are|
tax-exempt only- if - -reinvested
in another “primary reSIdence”’_
‘|within a‘'year.
« Senator Curtis.
thought “it is obvious that the
President acted in accordance
with the law.” W

No View on Correctness

in-
but 'his tax accountant,

that what the .Presi
‘doné: s legal unl" ;
clear fact that the land was|otherwise.” ;

Scott of Pennsylvania,
disclosures
speculation that the President
was involved in any illegal fi-
nancial transaction or :used

gain.”

would begin its work of decid-
ing whether Mr. Nixon owed
more taxes was not clear.

sz;ld he| €

- |boxes 0

proper authority from the Pres-
ident designate, before July 25,
~which of the pre- -Presi-
dential papers that Wwere in the
custodial care of the National
Archives were being glven to
the Archwes"

qIf the papers were desig-
nated -before that date, and,

thus, legally given, why does,

the inventory of the papers con-
stituting the gift conform to a
system:. of numbering of the
the papers that was
ntil October, 1969.
. proper deed of the
er executed and ac-
the Archives?

Qlféétl()n of Capital Gain

As for whether a capital gains
tax is owed on the sale of the
San Clemente property, -some of

: accountant‘ Mr. Blech;|

He said he thought thexje was
really no need to refer the issue
to the joint.committee but that
the President had done so fiagl!
an .extra showing of good‘
faith.”

Representative S‘chne.ebeh
did not express an.opinian ons
the correctness of the Presi-
dent’s - tax returns but merely
said he thought the legal ques-
tions. could be handled by the
committee’s staff. He said he||
felt the committee was: not|

e

h:u

4’1
o

10

The' minority * lead'e
; said-
“should " “end. ‘the

ampaign moneys for: personal

Meeting Not Schedu]ed
When  the joint commnttee

The relevant docu
difi

). Mﬂls, Dem
ansas ‘iridicatec
that he would wait to schedulc
a:meeting -until after §

" Although Mr. Nixdn
hewould abide by any‘deci
that the joint committee make:
gbout his taxes, the committet
has no legal duhorly to requiri
him ,“ anyone ‘else to amen
tax returns.

The committee does have au
thority torexamine any tax. re
turn, and’ there is a SDEC‘fl(
statutory requirement that i
be permitted 30 days.tolook-a
any tax-return involving ‘a re

fund.of $100 000 or more befor¢

the refund-is pakd by the'gov
ernment,

equipped to go into the ques-
‘|tions of evidence on the timeli-
ness of the gift of the papers.
Other Congressional response
to the Pres1dent s financial dis-
closures was' ‘generally favor—
able:
# T ‘Senate: Magomtv leader,
L Milee: ansfield- “of 'Montana,
saxd Te ‘would have to assume




