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Foreword

I am pleased to make available this report advising members of the
House Judiciary Committee regarding the work being carried on by
its Impeachment Inquiry Staff as of March 1, 1974.

&/

Perer W. Robino, Jr., Chairman.
MaRcH §, 1974 {
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Part A

I. Purprose or REpPoRT

The Judiciary Committee met with Special Counsel John Doar and
Minority Counsel Albe 4 Jenner on Janmiinry 29 and 31, 1974, to discuss
the status of the impeachment inglry. The chairman instructed the
impeachment inqiiry stafl to deliver a status report on the factual
investigation (but not the fucts discovered) as of March 1, 1974.

As outlined in the report of the stafl dated February 5, 1974, the
investigation has been organized into six areas of inquiry. Within ench
aren, further eategorization by subject has been undertaken. ‘The work
on each subject has focused primurily on an identification and analysis
of pertinent testimony and materials from other investigations.

In each subject area, individual staff members have been preparing
working papers bringing together the materials from the other investi-
aations and additional sources—designed to guide the future course of
this inqitiry.

The reports do not contain any conclusions. Similarly, nothing in
this report summarizing the investigation to date shoiild be construed
to réflect coneliisions or judgments by the staff concerning the relative
geavity of any allegations being investigated, the credibility of any
evidence available to the staff, or the existence of any wrongdoing.

These reports are now bheing carefully reviewed by senior staff
members for the purpose of identifying what factual areas to concen-
trate on and what additional facts need to be gathered.

The stafl is also engaged in preparing a nitmber of legal memoranda
for the benefit of the conimittee.

II. Status or THE INQUIRY 1N SPECIFIC FAcTusL ArEas

A. ALLEGATIONS CONCERNING DOMESTIC SURVEILLANCE ACTIVITIES
CONDUCTED BY OR AT THE DIRECTION OF THE WHITE HOUSE

(1) The activitics of John Caulfidld and Anthony Ulasewicz in
carrving out surveillanée and intelligence activities allegedly at the
direction of the White House, including the formation of the plan for
the fire bonibing of the Brookings Institution and the plan to ereate a
private corporitfion with security and intelligence ‘gatlwrihg capibili-
tions called Operation Sandwedge. Not included in this category are
the allegations concerning the use of Mr. Ulasewicz as a condiit for
pavments to the Watergate defendants. [See C (4) p. 4.]

(2) Formation and activities of the Special Investigative Unit (the
“Plumbers”), including the burglary of the office of Dr. Lewis
Fielding. o

(3) The 17 wiretaps instituted in 1969, the wiretaps of various
newsmen and the wiretaps alleged to have been conducted by G.
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Gordon Liddy. This category includes the background, instigation,

~authorization and disposition of the wiretaps, including (he conceal-

ment of the wiretap records and their subsequent recovery:,

(4) The Dita Beard incident, including the allegation that G. Gor-
don Liddy was responsible for Mrs, Beard’s disappearance from Wash-
ington and her seclusion in a Denver hospital, and the report that
E. Howard Huit interviewed her before her public repudiation of the
“Dita Beard Memo.”

(6) The approach to Judge Byrne during the condiiet of the Ellsberg
trial, the events surrounding the eventual disclosure to the court of
the break-in of Dr. Fielding’s office, and the events surrounding the
disclosure of electronic surveillanee of Morton Halperin.

(6) The “Huston Plan”, the Inter-Agency Evaluation Committee
and related activities,

Material analyzed and organized in this factual area comes from
12 vohimes of the publie records of the Senate Select Comniittee
(“SSC”), the closed files and interview files of the SSC, and the
weekly compilation of Presidential Documenits; dépositions, pleadings,
briefs and other public records in 10 civil and criminal cases related
to the Watergate break-in orinvolving persons relevant to the inguiry
(Halperin v. Kissinger, Democratic National Commilice v. MeCord,
Ellsberg v. Aitchell, People v. Ehrlichman, United Slates v. Krogh,
United States v. Russo, ¢t al., United Stales v. Segretti, United States v.
Chapin, Common Cause v. Finance Commaittee to RRe-Elect the President,
and United States v. Mitchell); transcripts of hearings before (he
Senate Foreign Relations Commiltee on the nomination of Henry
Kissinger to be Secretary of State; before the Senate Judiciary Com-
mittee on the nominations of Richard Kleindienst to be Attorney
General, and L. Patrick Gray to be Director of the FBI; on the CIA
before the Senate Appropriations Committee, the Senate Armed Serv-
ices Committee, the Senate Foreign Relations Committee, and the
House Armed Services Committee; before the Senate Judiciary Com-
mittee on the Special Prosecutor; and before the Senate Subcommittee
on Investigations of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce on the independence of the SEC; various secondary sources,
including the New York Times Indexr and other news accounts and
summaries. Staff meinbers also have conferred with attorneys in the
Los Angeles District Attorney’s office on the activities of the Plumbers
in connection with the Ficlding break-in.

Organization and analysis of the evidence by task force attorneys
contained in these sources is substantially complete. Requests for
various materials have been made to the Senate Foreign Relations
Committee, the House Armed Services Committee, the Senate Sub-
committee on Administrative Practice and Procedure, the Senate
Permanent Subcommittee on Investigations, and the CIA.

The next stage in thie inquiry in this area is for senior members of
the staff to review the material thus far obtained to determine what
inquiries should be pursued fully, what witnesses need to be inter-
viewed and what tl(l(‘i(imﬁl] documerits in the possession of the White
House or other departméiits of the executive branch need to be
examined. Letters from the chairmiin lave been sent to Secretary of
State Kissinger, Secretary of Defense Schlesinger, and director of the
CIA Colby requesting security clearances required to examine some
of these documents,
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Arrangoments for ifterviewing witnesses have begun. The stafi faces
the usnal problém of toordiniting the interviews. ‘

B. ALLEGATIONS CONCERNING INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES CONDUCTED
BY OR AT THE DIRECTION OF THE WHITE HOUSKE FOR THE PURPOSES
OF THE PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION OF 1972

(1) The employment and stipervision of Donald Segretti, allegations
coneerning campaign “dirty  tricks”, and the rolmi(msirip of Mr,
Segretti to K. Howard Hunt and Dwight Chapin.

(2) Allegations concerning the cover-up of the activities of Donald
Segret ti, ineluding discovery by the press and the FBI of the activities
of Mr. Segretti, and allegations concerning the coneealment of such
aetivities by White Hounse per<onnel.

() The Diem Cables, Allegations that 16, Howard Hunt prepared
forged diplomatic cables tving the Kennedy Administration to the
assassinntion of Pr<ident Diem,

(41 Miscellancons emmpaign intelligence aetivities by the Com-
mittee to Re-Eleet the Prosident, including allegations coneerning
ampairn intelligenes and surveillniee wetivities as well as “dirty
trick<"” allegedly condueted at the instunee of the Committee to Re-
Eleet the President, such s the two “Seedan Chair” operations and
related matters.

Material: examined include the testimony contained in the 12
valumes of the SSC heavings; the closed files and interview files of the
53C; the public doeuments. depositions, briefs and pleadings files in
the cases of Carroll v. [Ekilichmen, Caulfield end Ulasewicz; Demo-
cratic National Commitiee v. MeCord. et al.: United States v. Seqretii:
aned United States v. Chapin; FBI reports of interviews with relevant
witnesses; the Jogs and diaries of Donald Segretti; relevant memo-
randa from or to persons allegedly involved in the activities under
investigation: the confirmation hearings of L. Patrick Gray 111 before
the Senate Judiciary Committee; the weekly compilation of Presi-
dentinl Doctiments, and various mediz accounts and other secondary
sources.

Review of the preliminiiry inquiry reports is un lerway to detcrmine
precizely what additional evidence and witness interviews are needed
:n order to complete these investigntions.

(. ALLEGATIONS CONCERNING THE WATERGATE BREAK-IN AND RKELATED
ACTIVITIES, INCLUDING ALLEGED EFFORTS BY PERSONS IN THE WHITE
HOUSE AND OTHERS TO “COVERUP” SU ol ACTIVITIES AND OTHERS

(1) The development of the plan to provide the Committee to
Re-Eleet the President with an intelligence eathering capability for the
1972 Presidential Campaign, including the presentation ol various
plans by G. Gordon Liddy.

(2) Destruetion of evidence innmediately following the Watergate
break-in of June 17, 1972,

(3) Allezations concerning the custody, removal and destrection of
the files in E. Howard Hunt’s safe in the Executive Office Building,
und subsequent efforts to coneeal those events,

29-548—74
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(4) Allegations concerning the secret delivery of snbstantial sums of
money to the seven Watergate defendants, their attorneys and their
agents, us well as assurances respeeting exeentive eleniéney allegedly
made to certnin of the defendants, .

(8) Allegations concerning atteiiipts by the White House to involve
the CLA in an attempt to bE)ck or imit the scope of the FBs investi-
gation of the Watergate break-in.

(6) Jeb Magruder's testimony before the granid jury and at the
Watergate (rial, includiig the alleged decision to offer perjnrei
testimony to the Watergate grand jury and at the Watergate trial
and steps taken to impleinént that decision.

(7) 'The alleged attempts by the White House to have the CIA
retrieve materials delivered by it to the Department of Justice follow-
ing the Watergate hreak-in, including a packet of photographs con-
taining evidence of the brenk-in of Dr. Fielding's office.

(8) The Gray Confirmation Hearings. This involves the series of
disclosures made during the Senate Judiciary Committee hearings
on the confirmation of I.. Patrick Gray I11.

(9) Watergate and aftermath, February 25, 1973, to July 18, 1973,
including the response of various individuals to events arising out of the
gradual disclosure during this period of the scope of the Watergate
mcident and related events,

(10) The forntation of the Special Proseeutor’s Office, the ngreements
and understandings with respect to that office, and the breakdown
of those agreements and understandings.

(11) ‘The removal of Specinl Prosecutor Archibld Cox following his
refusal to acquiesce in the White Honse demands that he desist from
further attempts to siibpena tapes and documents from the White
Honse.

(12) White House tapes, incluilitig an analysis of the information
that coild reasonnbly be expected to be contained in the tapes
originally subpenaed by the S{) > and the Special Prosecutor’s Office
and a review of the efforts to obtiin those tapes, their availability and
current status.

(13) The apparent obliteration of 18% minutes of the tape re-
cording of Presidential conversations on June 20, 1972,

The basic sources for the preliiinary phase of this ingitiry are the
12 voliinies of public SSC! testimony, with exhibits; the closed files of
the SSC, including executive session testimony; the three volumes of
testimony given before the House and Senate Judiciary Committees
relating to the Office of the Special Prosecutor; the testimony before
the Senate Judiéiary Comniittee on the nomination of L. Patrick
Gray 111, to be Director of the FBI, Richard Kleindienst to be At-
torney General, and Elliot Richardson to be Attorney General; the
depositions in the Watergate-reldted civil suits; and the testimony and
exhibits in the Watergate-related eriniiiial prosccutions, including pro-
ceedings reluting to tape recordings of Presidential conversations.

The task force charged with investigating this generdl area has
nearly completed the task of examitiing and digesting available testi-
mony and other inforniation in the public domain mid in the closed
files of the SSC and other congressional committees. This inforination
1; cont?‘;lw(l in reports curréntly being reviewed by senior members of
the stafl.



5

Testimony and oxhibits senled by court order in Watergate-related

litigation have not yet heen obtained.
D. ALLEGATIONS CONCERNING IMPROPRIETIES IN CONNECTION WITH THE
PERSONAL FINANCES OF THE PRESIDENT

Preliitiitry reports have heen completed on the following subjocts:
the President’s @ift of private papers; the sule of the President’s Now
York apartment; and the improvements to the Key Bisenyne and San
Clemente properties. These veports do not inelitde n review of the
matcvial in the files of the Joint Committee on Internal Revenue
Taxation, '

Materinl from congressional sources examined inclitles transeripts
of hearings before the Government Activities Subcommittee of the
House Committee on Government Operations and the Treasury,
Postal Serviee, and General Government. Subeomniittee of the House
Appropriations  Committee. Other material reviewed includes the
Comptroller General’s report entitled “Protection of the President at
Key Bisenyne and San Clemeiite (with Information on Protection of
Past Presidents),” and varioits aceotnts in the news medin.

For several months the Federal income tax affairs of the President
have been the subject of an extensive investigation by the Joint
Committee on Internal Revenue ‘Taxation and its highly qualified
staff. The results of that investigation will become available shortly.
The inquiry staff is prepared to begin inimediitely (o assimilate the
results of the Joint Committee’s investigation, as they become
availuble.

Meanwhile, the inguiry staff is preparing tentutive lists of witnesses
to be interviewed and doctiifients to be sought.

E. ALLEGATIONS CONCERNING EFFORTS BY THE WHITE HOUSE TO USE
AGENCIES OF THE EXECUTIVE BRANCH FOR POLITICAL PURPOSES,
AND ALLEGED WHITE HOUSE INVOLVEMENT WITH ELECTION CAM-
PAIGN CON'I"RIBUTIO.\'S

(1) Allegations that contribtitions to support the President’s re-
election campaign were given for the purpose of purchasing anmibassa-
dorships. .

(2) Allegations of White House-involvemeiit with illegal eamipaign
contribiitions exacted from corporations under pressure of threats of
governmental retaliation or promises of governmental favors.

(3) Allegations concerning illegal campaign contribiitions received
from foroign nationals in exchange for promises of favorable treatment
by Government agencies. i

(4) Allegations that illegnl campaign contributions were received
from labor unions.

(5) Allegations that campaign contzibutions were received from
persons in exchange for business with the Federal Goverrimient.

(6) Allegatiohs that in return for a pledge >f campaign contribiitions
the President orderéd dairy import quotas to be lowered and price
support levels to be raised. |

(7) Allegations that, in retirn for support during the 1972 Presi-
dentinl campaign, the sentences of variows prisoners were conuifiiteil.
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(8) Allegation that the Comptroller of the Currency granted a hank
charter to a Minnesota bank in retwrn-for caripaign contributions,

(9) Allegations that the White House caused }riomls of the President
to he given favored treatment by the Comptroller of the Currency.

(10) Allegations that lawsuits were not prosecuted by the Environ-
mental Proteetion Ageney because of enmpaign conlributions on he-
half of the corporations involved.

(11) Allegations that attempts were made by the White House to
use the Federal Commnttications Conimission to control and retalinte
agninst media criticism.,

(12) Allegations of attenipts to ebtain campaign contributions in
return for promises of assistanee with the Federal Housing Administra-
tion.

(13) Allegntions that attempts were ignde by the White House to
use the Internal Revenue Service to hatass “enemies” of the adminis-
tration and to prevail upon the IRS to be lenient foward friends of
the President and to take positions on tax matters fn vorable to various
entities for political purposes.

(14) Allegations that the Department of Justice failed to proseente
certain lawsuits as a result of eampaign contributions by defendants.

(15) Allegations that administration officinls eavsed the Antitrost
Divicion to permit varions mergers and acquisitions to go unchal-
lenged heenuse the participants made eampaign contribntions to or
liad personal or politieal connections with the President.

(16) Allegntions that the White House attempted to use the
Antitrust Division to control or retaliate against media eriticism.

(17) Allegations that an antitrust =it against  Intemational
Telephone and Telegraph Clorporation was settled in retwre for a
pledge of financial help toward the cost of condueting the 1972
Republican National Convention in San Diego and that perjury
may have been committed by several administration officials during
the Senate hearings on the nomination of Richavd Kleindienst as
Attorney General.

(18) Allegation that the Antitrust Division (lmp‘ped‘nninvoslign(ion
of a corporation because its owner was a friend of the Presiclent.

(19) Allegations that Attorney General Mitehell cnused the Anti-
trust Division to substitute civil for erinminal éharges against a de-
{gmlanl heenuse of a pledge of finaneial assistanee to the Republican

arty.

(20) Allegations that a corporation obtained permission lo increase
prices after one of its principals made a substantial campaign con-
tribution.

(21) Allegations that the White Houge excrted influenee on various
Federnl ageneies to direct their efforts in such a manner as to promote
improperiy the President’s re-election.

(22) Allegations that the White House suppressed eriminal pro-
ceedings against certain recipients of aid from the Small Business
Adminigtration for political reasons, and allegations of favoritism in
the Small Business Administration and loan program for persons who
supported the President’s re-clection cimpaign.

(23) Allegations that the White House participated in the colicita-
tion or receipt of eampaign contributions made by Rohert 1., Vesco,
involved in the pending criminal action in New York against John
Mitehell and Matrice Stans,
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(24) Allegations that preferential treatment was obtained from
the Securities and Exchange Commission, the Department of Justice
and other agencies to certain individuals who had given political
support.

l(85) Allegation that the Department of Commerce failed to put
into effect certain safety standards beeause of contributions by the
industry involved to the President’s re-clection campaign.

(26) Allegation that in exchange for a contribution to the Presi-
dent’s re-clection canipiign the Departmens of the Interior failed to
revoke an import allocation grant to an oil corporation.

With respect to all of these matters the staff has completed a pre-
liminary review of material on the public record and from congres-
sional sources.

As a result of our preliminary inquiry, formal requests for necessary
doctiments and files have been sent by the chairman to the Secretary
of Agriculture, the Secretary of the Interior, the Attorney General
(with respect to antitrust matters only), the Federal Communications
Comniission, the Comptroller of the Currency, the Cost of Living
Council, and the Environmental Protection Agency.

All materials requested from the Coniptroller of the Currency have
been delivered to the staff. Both the Secretary of Agriculture, by
General Counsel to the Department of Agriculture, and the Secretary
of the Interior, by the SoEcitor of the Department of the Interior,
have informed the staff that a response to the commiittee’s request
will come from Mr. James St. Clair, Special Counsel to the President.
Appointments have been or are being made for meetings between
members ol the staff and the Federal Communications Commission,
the Cost of Living Council, and the Environmental Protection Agency
to discuss provision of the material requested to the staff. The Atiorney
General has advised the Special Counsel that he will yespond directly
to the chairmian within several days. He has advised that he has two
concerns: First, that disclosure will not endanger any of the prosecu-
tions or investigations of the Special Prosecutor; second, that dis-
closure will not prejudice any pending or contemplated antitrust
actions.

Further requests will be made this week to various agencies includ-
ing the Small Business Administration, the Federal Ilome Loan Bank,
and the Attorney General (with respect to criminal, pardon and parole
matters). It is also expected that material relating to the 1972 Presi-
dential campaign will be requested from the National Archives.

F. ALLEGATIONS CONCERNING OTHER MISCONDUCT

(1) The bombing of Cambodia. This ecategory involves United
States bombing in Cambodia between March 1969 and August 1973,
and the recording and disclosure of that bombing. A review has been
made of State and Federal litigation in which the legality of executive
action in bombing and conducting alleged acts of war in Cambodia has
been challenged. A summary is being prepared of the legal issues and
doctrines on which these lawsuits turn, the results of the particular
lawsuits, and compliance by the executive branch with judicial orders
resulting from the litigation. The public statements and congressionnl
testimony of executive branch officidls, including those within the
Department of State, Department of Defense, and the Executive
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Office of the President are being reviewed. Classified material pre-
sented to the Senate Foreign Relations Committee and Senate Armed
Services Committee will be reviewed as it becomes availible. Inter-
views of Federal civil and military personnel may he undertaken with
respect. both to the seerecy of the botitbing and to the reporting thereof
as well as past reporting practices concerning possibly analogous
activities,

(2) The impoundment of funds. This category is conceined with
impoundiments or refusal of the executive branch to spend funds
appropridted by Congress. The approximately 30 lawsuits in which
impoutidments of funds by the executive branch have been challenged
are being reviewed. A summary is being prepared of the legal issues.
involved in these lawsuits, the resolution of particular lawsuits, and
excetttive branch compliance with court orders and decisions in this
litigntion. Practices in past administrations with respect to impotnd-
ment of funds are also being studied.

(3) The dismaritling of ti!l(! Office of Economic Opportunity. A re-
view has heen made of the pleadings, opinions, and decisions and orders
in Senator Ilarrison A. Willams, Jr., et al. v. Phillips, Local 2816
AFGE, et al. v. Phillips, and related lawsuits concerning Executive
action taken to dismantle the Office of Economice Opportunity, and of
compliiince by the exccutive branch with jiidicial decisions and orders
in these cases.

Within the next 2 weeks senior members of the staff will determine
which matters should be pursued further.

TIT. SvmMmaRry

The special inquiry staff submitted a report to the Judiciary
Committee on February 5, 1974, outlining the method of organization
and operation. That method remains unchanged.

On February 21 the inquiry staff received a list of the recordings,
documents and other materials that the Special Prosecutor has
received from the White House.

On February 25 we requested from Mr. St. Clair certain recordings
of Presideitinl conversations, certuin transcripts of Presidential
conversations, as well as other documents furnished to the Special
Prosecutor by the President.

We alko nsked for a few additional dociiments and things that we
believed were necessary to our inqiiry.

We also asked Mr. St. Clair to outhie generally how White House
files, Presidential papers, and Presidential conversations and memo-
randa were indexed. We had discussed the matter of indexing at our
first. conversation with NMr. St. Clair.
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Wo have not received any of the material requested but have been
advised by letter from Mr. St. Chair that we will receive un answer
to our request on Wednesday of this week. There are additional
speeific items needed from the White House. We are preparing
requests now. We also have requested, it not received, a list of items
sought by the Special Prosecutor, bit not furnished by the White
ouse. This list may be useful in (iotm-mining what additional mate-
rials to include in our requests.

One of the principal aims of the staff during the next 2 weeks
will be to determine which factual categories require further investi-
gation and study. By eliminating those categories that do not appear
to warrant additional inquiry the staff can focus its resourees to give
the more important subjeets the preparation, investigation, and
analysis required.

It is not yet possible to prediet a date when this inquiry will be
completed. ‘



Part B

. SreciaL Inquiry Starr AND Biograrnies or CouNSEL
SPECIAL INQUIRY STAFF'!
Counsel . oo e 43
IV estigalOrs L e 4
Research Assistants:
Organization of central files and chronology ... . ____.___... 9
Acquisition of court transcripts and other doeuments._..__________. 2
Legal research. oo e 1
Cli?pings and dixtribution of newspaper articles and Congressional .
Record. oo 1
Subtotal e 13
Public Information Director_ _______________.______.__ Y 1
Congressionnl Linison . _ __ e 1
Sccurity Director. . e 1
Administeation. . . :
T e T S L L L e 25
Clerks:
Mail. e 4
Assistance with chronologieal file_ . __ . _______ .. __________. 1
N TN - o e e e 2
Messenger, Xerox, legal libeary____ . 3
Subtotal . e 10
Total o e 101
1 The staf!f also includes five part-time clerical employces.
(101

-
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COUNSEL—43

Fred Altshuler R. L. Smith McKeithen
Thomas Bell Robert Murphy
William Paul Bishop Bernard W. Nussbaum, Senior
Robert Brown Associate Special Counsel
Richard Cates, Senior .lssociate James B. F. Oliphant
Siwcial Counsel Richard H. Porter
Michael Conway George Rayborn
Rufus Cormier - James Reum
_Edward Lee Dale Hillary Rodhiam
John B, Davidson Robert Sack
Evan Davis Stephen Sharp
John Doar, Special Counsel Robert Shelton
Samuel Garrison III, Deputy Mi- Jared Stamell
norily Counsel Roscoe Starck
Constantine Gekas Gary Sutton
Richard Gill Edward Szukelewicz
Dagmar Hamilton Theodore Robert Tetzlaff !
David Hanes Robert Trainor
Albert E. Jenner, Jr.,, Special Jean Traylor
Minority Counsel .Ben A, Wallis, Jr!
John Kennalian : William Weld
Terry Rhodes Kirkpatrick ! William White
John Labovitz Joseph A. Woods, Jr., Senior
- Lawrence Lucchino ! Associate Special Counsel

1 The résumés of the four counsels employed since February 5, 1974, follow,

TerrY RuopEs KIRKPATRICK

Residence: 23 Nottingham Road, Little Rock, Arkansas 72201

Born: Alexandria, Virginia, November 29, 1947

Family status: Married to Rafael Guzman. No children

Education: University of Oklahoma, Norman, Oklahoma, B.A., 1969;
University of Arkansas Law School, Fayetteville, Arkansas, J.D.,
1972

Former employment: 1973-Present, Special Assistant, Criminal Mat-
ters, Arkansas. Supreme Court, Little Rock, Arkansas. 1972-73,
Partner, White & Kirkpatrick, Fayetteville, Arkansas. 1972, Assist-
ant Public Defender, Sebastian County Public Defender’s Office,
Fort Smith, Arkansas

Admitted to bar: 1972, Arkansas

Lawgrexce LuccHINO

Residence: 519 Susanna Court, Pittshurgh, Pennsylvania 15207

Born: Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, September 6, 1945

Family status: Single v ‘

Education: Princeton University, A.B., 1967; Yale Law School, J.D.,
1972

Former employment: 1972, Associate, McCutchen, Doyle, Brown and
Enersen, San Francisco, California .

Admitted to bar: 1973, California; 1973, Pennsylvania
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Tueopoite RoOBERT TETZLAFF

Residence: 2020 N. Lincoln Park West, Chicago, Illinois 60614

Born: Milwaukee, Wisconsin, February 27, 1944

Family status: Single

Education: Princeton University, A.B., 1966; Yale Law School,
LL.B., 1969

Former cemployment: 1973-Present, Associate, Jenner & Block,
Chieago, IElini‘)is (on leave of absence). 1972-73, Associate Director
(Acting), Office of Economic Opp‘ortnni(y and Director of tho
Federal Office of Legal Services, Washington, D.C., 1971, Consult-
ant and Special Assistant. to the Director, Federal Office of Legal
Services, Washington, D.C., 1970, lLegisintive Assistant, The
Honorable John Brademas, U.S, House of Representatives, Wash-
ington, D.C. 1970, Executive Director, National Conference on
Police  Community Relations, l.os Angeles, California. 1969,
%}quiq'nld Heber Smith Community Lawyer Fellowship, Chicago,

inois
Admitted to bar: 1969, Indiana; 1969, District of Clolumbia

BeEx A. WaLuis, Jr.

Residence: 9734 Shadydale Lane, Dallas, Texas

Born: Llano County, Texas, April 27, 1936

Family status: Married to Margaret Wallis; no children

Education: University of Texas, Austin, Texas, BB.A., 1961 Uni-
versity of Texas Scflool of Law, J.D., 1966

Former employment: 1973-Present, Vice President of Development,
Club Corporation of America, Dallas, Texas. 1970-72, Private
practice, Dallas, Texas. 1968-70, Investigator-Prosecutor, State
Securities Board, Austin and Dallas, Texas. 1966-68, Private

ractice, Llano, Texas
Admitted to bar: 1966, Texas

O

5 e
’EST Copy AVAILABLE



