September 24, 197.3_'_
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‘GZ‘,:: Honorable Glen E. Pommerening
- Acting Assistant Attorney General
for Administration
Department of Justice
Washington, D. C.

Dear Mr. Pdmmereniné:
Your communication of September 17th, with
C enclosures, has been received and I am most grateful for |
b/\__ your comments regarding the work of Special Agents- :
-and— I _know thny join me in appreciation “
for your generous remarks ‘and thoughtfulness in writing. e
Sincere}y yours, | ‘
. eaMjkeley SN
Clarence M. Kelley ) iﬂ
Director V .
_ 1 - Washington Field - Enclosures (4) = .-
b/\c/ gersonal Attention SAC: Bring to the"

1 -
Acvoc. D, 1 - Personnel File
aw.0ks 1 - Personnel File of SA
Admie, .
o afue — mhbinla (7)

Files & Com. __ ('LQLJ
Gon. lav. ____

ldowt. MAILED 4

ot SEP 241973
Leboretery ____
Plon. & Eval. __ A rei
Spec. tav. QJX
Training 1
Legal Covn. _____ % (’, l‘\\. ]
Telephone Rm. __ \ 7 < ..
sy 57 RDObl éﬂ" LETYPE UNIT [:]
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT - : . :
-' Admia. .
Memorandum o
' ' - F,u:. & g%
TO :  Mr. Gebhardt 5{4\4' - DATE: September 27, 1973 :-::o.h:_'____

bIC_ e — -

Ry, - A
v Laboratory o ——
FROM : R, E. Long "}-‘,5 . l - Mr _ Plan. & Evel. —
> 7. Spec. Inv.
. T - Teraining
I ) _ Legal Coun.
SUBJECT: DALE ANDERSON, COUNTY EXECUTIVE . Telephone Rm.
- . BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND - - _ Director Sec'y —

SPIRO T. AGNEW, VICE PRESIDENT ’ T

“UST= INFORMATION CONCERNING
ivision, telephonically advised

he received a telephone call from U. Attorney (USA) George
Beall this date. USA Beall called to advise him he would
not need him to conduct polygraph examinations before the week-.

of 10/9/73. Beall furtner advised SA hat he would be )
conducting several polygraph examinations during the week of -
10/9/73 and he would reconfirm this at a later date. SA

stated he would keép the Bureau advised of this matter. and that-
no communication would be forthcoming at this time.

examiner of our Philadelphia D

\5;\‘ On 9/26/73 Superviso

ACTION For information.
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Memorandum e —

.- Ext. Affolers o

dent,

. laspection
.

Lebereto,
1 - Mr. Jacobson Plon. & Evol.

Files & Com. __

B s e ERp

.

I . . Spec. lave
Q A . Testatng
DALE ANDERSON, COUNTY EXECUTIVE : - ' :.’.'.'..:.'.."&:i

BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND o Dicector Sec’y —

SPIRO T. AGNEW, VICE PRESIDENT - - .
INFORMATION, CONCERNING : -

(/ ' On 9-28-73, Mr.“ a member of the
Drug Enforcement Administration who has .been working for

Mr. Glen E. Pommerening in connection with the investigation

into leaks of captioned matter, c ed Section Chief
oy - o ..
+ Prepared by polygraph

Richard E. Long and Unit Chief

reexamine the s dated 9-12-
examiner SA &of our Philadelphi
This summary 1s in connection with two polygraph examinations

a Office.
conducted by SA at the specific direction of the -
Attorney General ssistant Attorney General Henry E. .
Petersen.

eviewed the document and made some

-Mr
handwritte MOf notes is attached). In additon,

gain signed -an accountability sheet for
g 1s document.

ACTION: For information. QE
—_— -
Attachment :

JDP: aato'ok_
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FBI _
.-_Date_: 10/2/73 .

Transmit the following in

(Type in plaintext or code)

AIRTEL
Via
(Priority)
- T DIRECTOR, FBI ]
FROM: SAC, BALTIMORE (58-483)

SUBJECT: DALE ANDERSON,
COUNTY EXECUTIVE,
BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND;
SPIRO T. AGNEW, VICE-PRESIDENT;
INFORMATION CORCERNING

On 9/27/73, Mr. GEORGE BEALL, United States. Attorne
Baltimore, Maryland, telephonically contacted SAC THGNAS
FARROW and advised that three CBS newsmen were being -
by U. S. Marshal's, Baltimore, at his request since th
some question that the newsmen appeared to be fi
the room where the Special Grand Jury was sitting in the
AGNEW investigation.

Mr. BEALL stated that the newsmen were on the
of the Knickerbocker Bullding which is directly across
street from the U. S. Post Office Building taking pic
of the Grand Jury window. He stated that this was bi
to his attention when jury members as well as a Grand
witness became disturbed over the picture. takings
newsmen. Nr. BEALL stated that if the newsm
filming inside the Grand Jury room this could?
violation of Title 18, Section 1508. He reques
agents of the Baltimore Office contact him at’h
prior to obtaining the film used by the nex
viewing the film he would make a decision‘as

Ce) Bureau (REGISTERED )uIL)
Baltimore’

WMCF geb - ; f.-'- " :3‘
(4) | A

Approved: ' ’ 'A

e E r.-,‘ 7 9%&1‘{ Agent in Charge
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BA (58-483)
WMCF:geb :

f£ilm taken by the newsmen for examination.t=

.The threp'CBS newsmen were:

s V. !'ginia

camera, with an Angenieux Zoom type 1ens,.12
contained color sound f£ilm. Sound on; -
amplifier model A 11 - C made by. Auricon,~
Model Number 804 Shotgun microphone“

“r.

of 16mm color soun

‘The filn ‘was processedﬁat
5800 York" lting ;
f£ilm by SA '
sound of the film~ ‘was that o
and automobile ‘horns.

on 9/28/73, a review was made of:
United States Attorney BEALL. Nr. BEAEL.B

e e B i R R Y T
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0 the newsmen's intent.

.

present a question as.t
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. MR. THOMPS . pATE: 10/4/73
f’{ A/

susject: DOSSIBLE LEAK OF INFORMATION CONCERNING

—

Gia GIN, 282G, w0, 37

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT . -

Memorandum

VICE-PRESIDENT SPIRO T OAGNEW , _-‘ -

IDENTIFICATION MATTER

On 10/3/73 Mr.mho is assigned to Special
Projects in the office of Acting Assis Attorney General of Administrati 3
Glen E. Pommerening, telephonically contacted the writer to request that ¥
certain documents be processed for latent fingerprints in behalf of the Depagt-'-

ment. Mr. elated that in regard to the leaking of information con'i .

Attorney General Petersen's office and they were interested in determining
whether any latents appeared on such documents and if so, if such latents
were identical with the fingerprints ofban employee in

Mr. Petersen's office. :

T PPN ORI WL VL,

a representative of the Latent Fingerprint Section from Mr. |
Room 1117 of Justice on the afternoon of 10/3/73. A search o e civil files —~

of the Identification Division locat the fingerprints o
ne 0 was bo# i ccording
to . this is the e 1ndivi who 18 presently working in the

office o r. Petersen. K 3

The memoranda to be processed for latents were iicked up by

Processing of the memoranda obtained from the Department
revealed no fingerprints of value thereon; however, two latent fingerprints -

of value were found on one cellophane cov e documents. A .. '55_3_: 5
comparison of the fingerprints o ith these latent prifts
disclosed that they were not identical. The results of the processing and 3

comparisgn were telephonically furnished to Mr. 10/4/73. He w ”* ;
1 - Mr. Gebhardt (Mr. Frankenfield, 2244 JB) 3 OCT 141673
(CONTINUED~OWERY/

E“ig;:mZA;“% | /%h
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Memorandum to MR. THOMPSON

RE: Possible Leak of Information Concerning
Vice-President Spiro T. Agnew
Identification Matter

N

not certain as to whether the cellophane covers on the memoranda were placed
thereon shortly before their submission to the Latent Fingerprint Section or
not_ But stated he desired no further comparisons inasmuch as the fingerprints
o*were not identical with these latents but requesteéd that the two memo-
“>~"~ randa be returned to his office. He further related that the results need not

be confirmed in writing. "
RECOMMENDATION:

For information.
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-

D Attorney General : -
[[] Executive Assistant
D. Special Assistants

Deputy Attorney General
Associate Deputy Attorney General (Room 4208)
Associate Deputy Attorney General (Room 4212) Sy
" Executive Assistant to the Deputy Attorney General |
Director, Executive Office for U.S. Attorneyﬁ )

Director, U.S. Marshals Service o 6"’ ) )

9 Solicitor General - ’ _ . ‘ . — _i = -.
- }glséiéﬁm Attorney Gene;'al, A'dmini‘strative DDeputy Assisté.nt Attorney General
: DAesisunt Attorney 'General, Antitrnst X DDeputy Assistant Attorney General
ﬂ DAssistant Attorney General, Civii DDeputy As sietant Attorney General :

| D Assistant Attorney Geni;ral, Civil Rights ,DDeputy Assistant Attorney General
_D.Aesistant Attorney General, criminel DDeputy Assistant Attorney General
. DAssistant Atto_rney General, Le.nds DDeputy Asmstant Attorney General

E]Assista.nt Attorney General, Legal Counsel DDeputy Assistant Attorney General -

1
j
i
1

\t

Rt o R

DAssistant Attorney General, Legislative Affairs DDeputy Assistant Attorney General
DAssxstant Attorney General Tax + DDeputy Assistant Attorney General

Director: Federal Bureau of Investlgatxon ) . *—:‘>~'~
Assistant to the Director (Room 5732)

Assxstant Director (Room 5640) 9113 REC'28 ﬂ" fz /]~ 37 ':

*-- ‘
[ ] Pardon Attorney . o
] Chairman; Board of Parole z OCT 231973
:] Chairman, Board of Immigration Appeals N ' o

Administrator: Law Enforcement A551stance Admmlstratlon

Associate Administrators B
j Public Information Office

[ Bureau of Prisons: D p;rector d%ublic Informaﬁon"éftieter. .

[ tmmigration and Na.turahzatlon- : DComm1ssmner DPubhc Inform;tion Officer
D Community Relations Serv‘u:e. - DDu‘ector DPublic Inforrnation Officer

D Drug Enforcement Adm1n1stration: DDirector DPublic Information Officer
15

DOJ-197388 -




* ctober 10, 1973

TO: All Sub-Cabinet Level Personnel
FROM: Ken Clawson : ,
Deputy Director of Communications for the Executive Branch
. : '—_' e C’ A
SUBJECT: Guidance to Sub-Cabinet Members Regardipg-Agne\v

~

Mr, A;;new met with President Nixon ‘privately yestéfﬁay’
evening in the Oval Office for about 40 minutes. During the meeting,
Mr. Agnew informed the President of his decision. - The-President
expressed to the Vice President his deep sense of personal loss
and he expressed his appreciation for the Vice President's dedicated
service to the Nation over the past four and one-half years and his
respect for the Vice President's decision to put the national interest
above personal considerations in taking this very difficult action,

The 25th Amendment to the Constitution, ratified in 1967,

' pfOVides that whenever there is a vacancy in the Officc of the Vice .-

President, the Presidex_lt shall nominate a Vice President who shall
take office upon confirmation by a majority vote of both Houses of
Congress.

. President Nixo~ will promptly begin consultations with
appropriate national leaders, both within and outside the Administration
with a view to selecting a nominee for the Vice Presidency. President
Nixon intends to move expeditiously in selecting a nominee and he -~
trusts the Congress will then act promptly to consider the nomination. -
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October 10, 1973 .

"

Dear Clarence:

Thought you might be

interested in the attached con-
. s -
cerning the Agnew case.

N

. < e,

Sincerely,

- N

Tom Farrow

s Dir.:

Admin. . _________
Comp. Svst. ..
Ext. Affairs

Inteid. .. . ...— ...
Laboratary o
Plan. & Zval _.
Spee. Inv. _ ... b
e ) Truining
. Legal Cod
b I Telephone
12 \U _ . Directer

H
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rcquirement of any agreement a full disclosure of the surrounding

- the American people fairly judge the justice of the outcome. One

.Octobet 10, 1973, Because this cxposition is complete and detailed,

Octolcr 10, 197,

Statcment »f Attorney General Elliot L. Pichardson delivered in l

Laited States fistrict Couvrt for the District of ‘\!arvl..nd

May it please the Court, 1 am, like cvery other pa..rtxcxpant ic .

theae proceedings, dccply conscious of the cnucd national interests ) ‘
which surround them. The agreement between the parties now bcfore'
the Court is one whxch must be just and honorable, and which-must bc .

perceived to be just and honorable,', not simply'/o the parties but above __

all to the American pe.t'_::ple. ) . : IR !

. =

- From the outset of the negotiations which have culxninated.,i&ihesc

proceedings, the Department of Justice has regarded as an integral

s me s

circumstances, for only ‘with knowledge of these circumstances can

——
e

. - -
critical component of these circumstances is the Government's evidence.

In accordance, therecfore, with the agrecment of counsel, I offer for
the ﬁerr—.ancnt record of these procecdings an exposition of the evidence

accumulated by the investigation against the defendant conducted by the

office of the Umted States Attor':ey for the District of Marylard as of

B e e

ii is sufficient for prescnt purposes simply to state that this evidence

ey Ty

establishes a pattern of substantial cash payments to the defendant

IR

during the peric;d when he served as Covernor of Maryland in return. '!

for engineering contracts with the State of Maryl'and.' Payments by the

e e

ATI




-

prmcxpa.l in one large- eng.m.-cn_.« firm began while the defendunt was .

County " Executzvc{t Baltxmore County jin the early 19605 and conhnued «
into 1971. The evxdence also discloses payments by another engineer

up to and incl\jmg Dccembex-, 1972, None of the Government'c ma;or

wit.nesael has Heen promised unmnmty from prosecution, and each™of ——

-

who would testify to bavmg made direct Payments tQ the =~

tbe witnesaes

~

N

-

Vice President has sxgned a sworn statcment subject to the penaltlel

.....

of perjury,

Government m.ight have jnsieted, ifnpermitted. by the Court to do so, on
Pressing forward with tixe‘ return of an .i-lidictment ehaéging bribery and
-extortion. To have done this; however,- would have been likely to inflict
upon the YaUOr .scnous and permanent scars. It would have been thc
defendant's right to put the prosecution to its proof. The Department of
Justice had co::ccded the power of Congress, once an indxctxnent had bcen
returned, to p oceed by unpcachmcnt. The Congress ‘could well have
elected to e'«:r[xsc thxs constitutional power. If the Congress chose not
to act, the defendant could, while retaining otﬁce. either have insxsted
upon his right to a irial by jury or have contxnued to contest the right
of the Government to try an mcumbeut Vice President. Whichever of
these courses were followed would have consumed not simply months but
years--with potentxal.ly dzsastrous consequences to vital interests of the

United Stateer Confidence in the adequacy of our fundamental i.natitnuons

_:’i'{r“-&.

In the ligit of the serious wrongdoing shown by its evidence, the
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would itself have been put to severe: trial. it is unthinkable that this
* Nation six:)uld have been reqnired to endure the anguish'av_nd 'ﬁqccrtainty ¢
of a prolonged period in.which the man next in line of succession to

the Presidency was fighting the charges brought against him by his own

N

Government. P .

Oa the basis of these considerations, 1 am sitisfied that the public

P

<iihterest is bctter served by thxs Court's acceptance of the defendant's

plea of nolo contendere to a single count Information- charging income

tax evasion.,

There remains the. gues.tion of the Govérnment's_ position toward

" the sentence to be imposed. 'One poss'ibl;\ cc;urae would have been to
avoid this dxfficult and painful issue by declining to make an thrmatxve
) recommendation. It bccame apparent, however, in the course of the

) neg;tiations that without such a rechhmeudation no agrcement could be
achieved. No agreement could have been achieved, morcovcr,‘ if that
reéommcndation did not include an appeal for lcniency'.

I am firmly convinced that in all the circumstances leniency is
justified.- 1 am kcenly aware, fi'rst, of the historic magnitude ;I the
penalties ;nhcrcnt in the Vice Presit.iént'a'.resignation from his high
office and his acceptance of a judgment of conviction for a felony. To

propose that a man who bas suffered these penalties should, in addition,

be incarcerated in a penal institution, however brieﬁy, is more than I,

R

- s - . - - -
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as head of the Government's prosecuting arm, can recommend or wish.

A.lso deserving of consideration is thé public scrncc rendered by
the defendant during more than four and one-half years ‘as the \latxon'
second highest elected official. He has been an _effective spokesmazi .

for the Executive Branch in the councila of State and local government:

He bas knowledgeably and arncuiate.ly reprcsented the United States in

=7 meetings thh the heads- of other gavernments.'-.\ He has participated

-

'liai:tively and construcuvely in the deliberations of the governxnent in a

diverse range of fields. ) ' .

Out of compassion for the m{.n; out of res;;ect for the office he
bas held, and out of apb;eciation for the faci that by. his resignation
.be_ has spared the ANatic;n the prolonged agony that would ha\'re attended
upon his trial, ) urge that the sente‘t.xce imposed on the defendant by

this Court not include confinement, ]

.

o —

. '
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SPIRO T. AQEW

“harges chacs T

IR THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF NAKYLAND

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

(13
r

Ve

CRIMINAL NO. .

(Tax Evasion, T.26, USC §7201)

The United States Attormey.for the District of Marylend -

. —

IR On or sbout the 23rd day of April, 1968, 1n the Districe
of lﬁryhn.d. Spiro T. Agnew, n'resident of Annspolis, Maryland, who during
the calendar year 1967 was married, did wilfully and knowingly attempt to

_evademddefeatalaxgepartoftheincoue.tnxdueandovingbyhinand

m wife to the United States of Anerica for the calendar year 1967, by

) Revenue for the Inteml kzvenue District of Maryland, nt Baltimm.

2.26 USC $7201.

fil.ing and causing to be filed with’ the District Director of Intemal

Maryland, a false and fraudulent joint income tax return on behalf of
llinulf and hig said wvife, vherein ,1t vas stated that their texable incoze
for sald calendar year was the sum of $26,099 and that the smount of tax
due and oving thereon was the sun of $6,416, vhereas, as he' then and there
vell knew, their joint taxable income fot the said calendar year was tb.e
sun of $55,599, upon which gaid taxable income there was owing to the
United States of America an income tax of $19.96.7.’07.

a . -
- . ) United Sghtes Attoruey .- -
.’ ',- .;_.;_ . ‘.b . . - .. Cen ) R ‘:ii’:" o
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mosmox OF THE EVIDEXCE AGAINST SPIRO T. AGNEW
ACCRMULATED BY THE INVESTICATION IN TEE OFFICE OF,

- THE URITED STATES ATTORNTY FOR THE DISTRICT OF .
: HARYLA.'D AS OF CCT03zR 10, 1973 R
P . . . . ‘ & ’
-~ " IRTRODUCTIOR i
P = ' .
The following statement 1s respectfully gsubmitted to the Court .

by the Covernment at the arraignment of' Spiro T. Agnew. It constitutes -
& detailed recitation of the facts and evidence developed by the mnstigation )

- to date, which esublish in part the source of the unreported funds vbich* -

- -~:~.-r-_-fonst1tute the basis of the charge filed today. The presentation of this i

c'tat‘ement in Court today was a material. condition. requested by the~—-._ i
Department of Justice, to the agreement reached between the Govermment and

Mr. Agnev. - ) A i

- - ) . * . sll“&lARi

ationship of Mr. Agnew, I. H. Hammerman, II ind Jerome B. ’

In the spring of 1967, shortly after Mr. Agnew had taken office as
Covernor of Maryland, he advised Hamrerman that 1t was customaty for engineers ‘
to make substantial cash payments 1n return for engineedng contracts with
the State of Haryland. Mr. Agnew instructed Hammerman to contaét Wolff,

then the nevw C.'uiman—bitector of the Marylnnd State Roads Comission, to

e

arrange t‘ot the establishment of an understanding pursuaant to vhich Wolff
wold notify Hammerman as to which engineering firms were in line for state

contracts so that Hammerman could solicit and obtain from those engineering

- ——

" firms cash payments in consideration therefore. - .

‘Bammernan, as instructed, discussed the matter vith Wolff, vho vas
receptive but vho requested that the cash paynent.a to be elicited from the
m. be split in three equal ghares among Agnev Hammerman - t.nd Wolff
Bmemzn informed Mr. Agnew of Wolff's  attitude; Mr. Agnew informed Hameman

. ————— . tmitira s sesae
"

that the split of-the cash monies would be SOZ foz Mr. Agnew; 25% for

O TN

Harmerman and 25% for Wolff. Hammerman carried that message to Kolfi wto

agreed to t'bat split.

’
RN

'..;.':q:}.\. .,»."p',a- Gt e e

N
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The scheme outlined above was then put 1nto operation. Over the

course of the approximately 18 months of Mr. Agnev's remaining tenux‘e as

covernqr of Maryland, Hammerman made contact with approximately 8 engineetins
firms. Informed periodically by Wolff as to which engineering firms were in
line to receive state contracts, Hammerman successfully elicited from 7 .. i
engineeting firms substantial cash paymentc pursuant to understandings ‘between

Hammerman and the various mgineeu to whom he wvas talking that the cubstantm

=S

.,..._cash payments wvere in retutn for the state votk being awvarded to those -

engineering firms. The monies collgcted in that manner by Hammerman were ’
split in accordance with the undersganding earlier reached: S0Z to Mr. Aénev, :
252 to Hammerman and 25X to-Wolff. An eighth enéineet contacted by
Hammerman flatly tefus&_! to -make Payments and, instead, complained — first
_to his attorney and later -tO'.Governor ‘Agnew fximself — about Hammerman's
solicitation.. Wolff, informed of the complaint, reduced the share of work

be!ng avarded to the complaining engineer. but decided not to cut that

i - ¢

engineering firm off completely fron_ state work for fear of further
exacerbating the situétton.

A Wolff, as Chairman-Director of the Maryland: State Roads Comnission,
made initial tentative d'e'cisians' with re.gard to vhich engineering firms :

should be avarded which state contracts. Those tentative decisions would then

+ AR ) - st bt ¢ oAb - ¢

be discugsed by Wolff with Govermor Agnew. Although Governor Agnew accorded
Volff'; tentative decisions great v'eight..the Governor al'vays exercised the
final decisionnaking authority. Often-Wolff would present the Govermor with

& 148t of engineering firms competent in Wolff's judgment for a state job, . ’
. and the Govemot would make the final selection of vhich pu:ciculat firm

would be avarded that Job. ' : '

.Hammerman also successfully solicited, at Covernor Agnev s instmcti&
a cubsuntm cash payment from s finandal mu.tudon in tetutn for that
{nst{tution's being avarded a2 major role in the financing of a large issue of

state bonds, ) . ’ . - i

tmimrar .
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% "indiuted that he would be grateful for such assistance.

1I. ./' 1; .

‘/

W

G .

Sbole after Mr. Agnew's. election in Kovember, 1966, as Covertor,

of Maryland, he complained to Allem Creen, principal of a large engineering

firm, about th:
as G.ovctnot.
state work and’

be willing t6

e lk-. Agnew vith some financial assistance.

reen respontied by saying’ that his cowpany had bcnefitegl from

- &
e P

financial burdens to be inpocbed upon Mr. Agucw by his role

d been able to generate some cash funds from which hc_vould

Begi’nni.ng shortly thereafter, Green delivered to Mr. Agnev six to

nine times & ;ear an envelope containing between $2,000 and $3,000 1n cash. )

Green's putpo%'.e was to elicit frou_ the Agnew administration as much state work

Afor his enginéering firm as possible.

That purpose vas clutly understood

by Covernor Agneu both because Green occasionally expressed his appreciation

to the GovenTar for state work being receivtd by his conpany and because

Green frequently asked for and often received from the Governor assurances

that his company would get further state work, including specific jobs.

|
Wolff contactied Green. at }Ir. Agnev's insttuction, for' the purpose of pteparing

Beg‘ween Mr. Agnev's election and inauguration as Vice President,

-

£or Mr. Agnev a detailed vrittcn computation of the votk and fees which had

been avarded to Green's company by Governor Agnew's administration. After

assisting Wolff in che preparation of such a compi.lation. Creen subsequently

wmet with Mr. Agnew, who noted that Gtoen‘s compaoy tad received a lot of work

from Covernor Agneu's administration and stated that he vas glad ihat things

H
t
b
.

‘had wvorked out that way., Mr, Agnew then vent on to couplain about the contimxin,

- fiogncial burden vhich would be imposed upon him by hia position as Vicc
Presideat and to express the hope that Gteeo vould not stop his tin.an.cial
mi.tuncc to Hr. Agunew,

To Green's surprise, Mr. Agnew went ca r.o suto

expreuly that he hoped to. be able to be helpfol to Green with respect to the

.-

of Federal engineering contracts to Creea's company. -

¢ sl s mmatar  on s o saeba
¢
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~ 4As a Tesult’ of that conversation. Creen continiied to make cash.

payments to Vlco l’residen: Agnew three or four timu a year up to and includlm :

‘ s
Deoenber, 1972. These paynents vere usually about sz.ooo éach. " The payments NE

vere made botl in Mr. Agnew's Vice Presidential office and at his residence
in the.Sheratj Park Hotel; Washington, D C, Tbe Payments were mot discontinucd

until after t.be hitiadon of :he Balttnore County investigation by the Uu.'S.

Cee Attorney for the Di.strict of uaryland in’ January, 1973.

i ) I_I.I. The elationshi e 1
L : ]

Lester Matz, a principal in .cnothet large engineering firm, began ‘

Hff!l’l‘

making corrupé payments vhile Mr. Agnew wag County Executive of Balticore -
County in the! early 19605. In those days, Matz paid 5Z of his fees from
Baltimore Cou;xty conttacts in cash to Mr. Agoew through one of Mr. Aguev's ‘
close associates.. ' i
) Af7e2 Mr. Agnew became COvemor of Maryland, Matz decided to make ’
- his payments di'tectly to Govetno;r Agnew, lie wmade no payments until the sucnmer
= of 1968 vhen_;he and his partner calculated 'that they owed Mr. Agnew af)proxi:.-.atd:
$20.000 in consideration £0t the ;iotk vhich their firm had already received
from the Covernor's adninlstration. The $20 000 in cash was genérated in an

in Covernor Agnev s office on or about July 16, 1968. In handing the

11legal wanmner and vas given by Matz to Covernor Agnev in z manila envelope i '
i

euvelop‘e to Governor Agnew, Matz expressed his‘ appreciation for the substantial
i
that the eavelope contained the money that Ha‘tz oved to the Governor in !
connection with that work. . ’ . ‘ ‘
¥atz made no further COTTUPt payments to Mr. Agnev-'ontﬂ shortly ,‘
after Mr, Agnev became Vice President. at vhich time Mate calcuhted that he

smounts of state work his company had- been receiving and told the Governor

owed Mr. Agnev approximately $10,000 more from jobs end fees uhich che Macz -

IOV

firm !udl received fton Covernor Asnev's tdninistrat!nn since July, 1968. After
gaeutiog $10, 000 in cash 1n an meg,al wanner, Mats met with Mr. Agnew in
the \'icé Presldenc s office and gave him approximately $10, 000 in czs: = o=

envelope. Matz fnformed the Vice President at that meeting that the envelope

A ENANALI N A AASS - M it L.




N e e

« -

-5

con:ained money still oved to Mr. Agnew in. eonnectlon vith work avarded to Haez? th

fin by Ccvernot Agnevw's edninutution and :hat wore euch wonies would be owed
-4

and paid in the future. Matz did mke several nbsequent ‘Payments to the Vice

President; e believes that he paid in additional $5,000 to Mr. Agnew in cash.

L R P

i ' In or around April, 1971, Matz made & cash paynent to Vice Preatdent

Agnev of $2,500 1n return for the evarding by the ceneral Services

_ .- _Administration of a contract to a small engineering firm in which Hatz had ‘;: -
s ﬁmcial ovnersbip 1ntetest. An htemedhry vas instrumental in the i {
) arrangement for that particular eorrupﬁ Payment. .. SN~ ,
N ©CUFULL Ex?osznou :
I. THE xmnmsa;r OF MR. AGNEW, I. H. HAMMERMAN, IX AND i
° JERO‘IE B. WOLFF )
s . . ’
) .. I. Ko Hamerman, II i{s a highly successful real estate deve.loper and

i

< wmortgage banker, He has entered imto a formal written agreement with the i
Goverament, pursuant to which he has. tendered his complete cooperation to the

Covermment with respect to the present lnvesttgation. ‘Under the terus of this .

’
.
v

agreement Hamemn will plead guilty to a charge of violating a felony
provision of the Internpal Revenue Code. As a result of that plea. Mr.
~ Hacxmerman 9111 be exposed to a naximm sentence of three years in prison. In

L Al a s ot -

retutn. the Coverumenc has agreed not to charge Mr. Hammerman with any other k
cr!ne relating to the subject matter of this investigation and to bring his
‘cooperation to the atteation of the Court at the time of his seatencing.’

. The Govermeut bas uot agreed to nake any specifi.e reeormendation vith respect

to the period of incarcerati.on tf any, to which the Government belicves 1:

‘
- ——— e a1

would be appropdate for xr. Hammerman to be sentenced, and, in pu‘tieular
: thc Ccvumt has made no representation to Kr. Hammerman that 1t will
recomzend to the Court :hm: he be pheed on probation.

Jerome B. Volff is an- engineer and also am atforney. Ee {s the _

President of Greiner Envirounental Systems, Inc. Wolff has tendered his conmplet -

. . ’ | . ' ’ A i
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coopetat:lon to the Covernment in the present investigatlon. The Govern—ent
has not cntered into angy egreement with Wolff as to vhat eonsideration. 1f,
any, ke may expect in return for his cooperation, other than the assurance
.tht bis own truthful disdosurea to the Government will ot be used agaiqst'

hin 1n my crim{nal yrosecution. . —

Ar. the Covernment's tequest. both Hametmn and Volff bavc. _~

executed sworn vrit:ea statements t.hat Tecount: their :eht!oush:lpa vi:h
T UIZAgnew. Theit test!mony, the cortobo:ative testimony of other witnesces, and'
\;arimu cottoborative docunents. woild prove the following: ‘

Hammerman has known Spiro 'T. Agnew for many years: When Mr. Agnew
ran for Baltimore County ke.cut:ivé 1n.-1962. however, Hammerman actively
supported his opponent. The day -aftet the election, Hammerman called to

" congratulate Mr. - -Agnew and asked to see him. They met 1n Hmemn 8 office
and again Bmeman congratulated Mr. Agnew on his victory. . Bammerman told
Agnev that he knew all campaigns had deficits. and he offered Mr. .Agneu a
poat—election coutribution of $10, 000. Mr. Agnew refused, but he told
- Hazmerman that he would expect a contribution three times as l.arge vhen he

.

ran for office agatn, . . -

: Between 1963 and 1966, vhile Mr. Agnev was the Baltimore County

Executive, he aud Hammerman developed a close, personal friendship. During thi:

Period-and continuing up uvatil early 1973, they often discussed Mr, Agnev's
Personal financial sftuation. Mr. Agnew complained about 1, and told
Hamnerman that he had not accunulated sny wealth before ke assumed public

- office, had no hherit.tnce. and as a-public officm received vhat he

. considered a mll salary. Mr, Axnev believed, noreover. that. his- publ!c

posttioa Tequired him to adopt a standard of uving bcyoud his mesns and that _

N

his pol:.ucd nbitions requited him to build e ﬁnanciany ctrou' youtical
orwiuuon. During the period vhen he vu County Eucudve. Hammervian '

- -r..a,.-‘,c-:.—.r—ﬂ'—?'r R

<
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entertained him, incroduced him to cubcunud pouw:a contttbutm, and gave |

him substancial gifts.
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At the outset of the 1966 Maryland gubernatorial ca:xpaigu,
/
Hamnerman fognd hinself in a difficule situation. Scae of his closest =

A avn b
.

business associates wvere 1nvolved in the Democratic candidates'® canpaign. but

Mr. Asnev 1n asted that Hsrmerman choose betvtcn than and him, Bmerun

decided actively to support Mr, Agnew. conttibuted SZS 000, and raised an_ _

even larger aBnount in campaign fundc fot Mr. Agnew, Bmemn vas one of -

Agncv s £ cial chaimen and devoted considerable time, energy, and mnq

- -y cr——

. e

to his cmpaign Aftct he became Governor and later v1ce-Ptesident. Hamzerman
eontinued to ; entertain bhim, travel with him, and provide him with other
financial be'nefits. These ‘benefits were not related to the monies discuss;d
below. I
In the late iéSO's, vhile Wolff wvas Depu.ty Chief Engineer and
- " later Assistant Director of.Public Works for Baltimore Oounty. Mr. Agnew '
-becme ueTbet of the. Baltimre County Board of ZOaing Appeals.. Mr. Agnew
cnd Uolff became acquainted as a result of WOlff'a appearances as & vitness
. = before the Board.
‘L'plff left enployment vith the Coonty appmxmately six months -

. L 4

after Mr. A?nev took off{ce as County Executive. Mr. Agnew and he becanme

.. good ftiendﬁ betveen 1963 and 1967 while Wolff was in business as a consulting

° - engineer, and Wolff became an unofficial advisor to him. Kr.-Agugv arranged
for him to Tecelve contracts from the- County. ilolff greatly adzz;ired Mr.
Agnev, and believed that Mr. Agnew vas sincerely attempting, vith considerable
success, to d;) a good job as County Executive. ’

Friends in the consulting business asked Volff vhile Mr. Agnev

. was County Executive, how.much Volff was paying for the engineedng work that Be
vas receiving from Baltimore County. They seemed to assume that lu vas paying,.
as tt vu vell known in the busi.nesc eomnx:y that engineers 3uxenl1y.
thn -u.ne: engineering flm in patt:icuhr bad to pay in order to obtain
eontrtit- from thé County in those dayc. Only a few of the larger and well -

established fims vere generally cousideted to be 1mme from this requ:.r‘-;....

——— .
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contracts Wolff wanted or had obtained from the Couaty.

I

It 1s Volff'a belief, based upon his experience and his

mderstandix:& of the e.xperience of others, t.hat engineering firms

generally havq to struggle for 10 to 15 years in order to becone

established. ring this perfod, and for some time thercafter, they

generally ma ‘ paynents—sometimes through widdlesen—to public officials .

at various levels of govermment throughout Maryland in order to receive. _

public vork. Sometices they reach a point vhere they are sufﬂc.iently =

csubnshed as qualified engineera that they do not generally have to
ukc illegal payuents in order to obtain a fair share of the public work.
It v;as Wolff's belief that a certain close associate of Mr.

Agunew's (refegrred to heieaftet as "the close associate" or “the middleman™)

wvag his ptinclipal middleman in Baltimore County. The close associate
courted engineers, developers, and others and bragged a great deal about
hia telationship vith Mr. Agnev. Although Wolff was 4in 2 favored position
with Hr. Agn%u. on twvo or more occasions while Mr. Agnev was County
Executive, the close associate requested noney from Wolff in return éqr
Volff paid him

i
$1,250 1n cadh in April 1966, and in addition made a payment to another

ik -

associate of IMr. Agnew's, ostensibly as legal fees. Wolff's present :

recolle_cuon’;u that he also made one or two other payuents to the close
uc@te. B ‘

It was Wolff's belief t.bat another individual also acted as a
niddleman for Mr. Agnew. Wolff learned from others that a cc.attain

Baltimore engineer vas paying for work through that other individual.

"It 1s Wolff 's recollection that in his office, Mr. Agnew once remarked to

Wolff that the engineer in question was paying 10Z for the work that he

received from the County. Wolff inferred from Mr. Agneu's comment that

« Agnev vas surptised that that engineetmpayingumha. 102

i.n vicv’of the fact that the going rate vas generany 5Z. Through

-
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. bim the possibility that he might appoint Wolff as Chairman-Direétor of -

......the State Roads Comission 1f Mr. Agnew were elccted Governor.

conversations with sti1ll another engineer, Wolff learned that he al'so
wvag making payu:eﬁts for County work.’ . ;

. During Mr. Agneu's 1966 campaign for Covernor, Wolff gave him
$1,000 4n cash as a campaign contribution. Wolff also wtked in Mr.
Agnev s anpd.gn Wolff knew that he had a potential personsl stake -~
1a Hr, Aguew's candidacy, as Mr. Agnev had sometime earlier indfcated fo

i S,

. Wolff had first become acq'tfa'inted vith Hacmerman-during the
period vhen Wolff had been an assista.nt engineer employed by the Balti-
wore County Public Works Department. Hammerman co;:sidered Wolff to be a
brilliaat engineer, andi Wolff had hand1£d in an efficient manner various
problems that Hammerman had had with County agencies in connmection with
Hammerman's bu.ilding ventures. A close personal friendship had developed
betveen,_then.l. Kametﬁa;: had been so .1mptessed vith Wolff that he had .
advised him that 1if he ever decided .tq leave C&unty_govetnnent. Hammernan
wvould retain him as the engineer for his building projects.- After Wolff
bad left County govermment in 1963 and established his.own engineering
‘business, he had done virtually all of Hammerman's engineering work. 3

After his election as Governor, Mr. Agnew told _Hametuan
that he gtended to appoint Wolff. Chaimn-nirector-of the Maryland
State R;ada Coumission. Hammerman objected strenuously because he
vanted to retain Wolff's engineering services. Mr. Agnev responded,
however, -that Hammerman should not be too upset about Wolff's appoint-

- ment because, Mr. Agnew told Eameruu;. "You won't lose by 1t."
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On or about Hareh 1. 1967, wWolff took office as Governor
Aguev's appointee as the Chaimn-Mrectot of the State Roads Comission.
/
. Governor Agneﬁ‘ had Wolff l:onitot every eonsulting engineertng end con- ¢
struction cont; 4ct that came through the State. It became obvious to

Wolff that, iu‘. view of the provisions of State Roads Coamission legislation,

be. would in effect control the eelectiox'x of engineers and architects for D

nld.nte dect ~

coatracts to awardcd by the State Roads Comnission, subject only to the ==
s n—mald.ng authority of Governor Agnew. ) 2 ~

Shortly after Wolff took office, Covernor Agnev asked Hammerman
to come to hisroffice in Annapolis, Maryland. At this meeting, Goverumor
Agnew advised ,Hameman that there was in Maryland a long-standing system.
as he called It. under vhich engineers made substantial “cash conttibutions“
in return for State contracts avarded thtough the State Roads Commission. .
._ - Governor Agnew referred to the substantial political financial demands
that would beiuade on both himself and !!hmeman. and said, in effect,
tlmt those vho were benefitting (the engineers) should do their share.._
Governor Agneu said that Harmerman could belp him by collecting cash
- payments fromi the engineers, and told him to meet with Kolff to set things
up. . o .
Enmelmn subsequently met with Wolff and told him of the dis-
cussion he had had vith Governor Agnew.. Wolff Teadily agreed to garticipate.
and suggested that the Payments be equally divide;i' anong the Govermor,
Bammerman, and Wolff. Hammerman then met again with the Covernor and told
him of the suggested division of the payuenta. Governor Aguev at first
replied that he did not see vhy Wolff should reeeive any share of the uoney.
But e agreed to a divi.sioa a8 long as he received Sox of the total. pqunta.
He told Eenemaa that he didn't care what Harmerman did wvith his" -bate. .
_ Ememn wentbaektoﬂolffendtoubhthat Hr.AgnnclndstetL- :
on 502 of.' the mney and tlmt Harmerman and Wolff ehnuu equny divide the
Test bet\reen themscives. Wolff agreed. A

-
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. Over the course ot’ the subsequeat 18 or 20 months that Mr. Agnew
served ;s Goveyt,of'mrylaad the schene agreed/:; Mr. Asnev. Hamemn.
and Wolff was \fuuy implemented. Wolff kept Hamnerman hfomed as to s‘hich‘engi—
neers were to yeceive state contracts and Hammerman kept Vol.tf informed as to .
vhich enginee ‘ vere making cash payments. It vas soon generally understood K
among engineers that Hammerman was the petson to see in connection vith_Stata_
Roads engineer conttacts. As a tesult Hammerman soon found himself neeting
vith individ tepresentatives of certain engineeting firms. They vould infora
‘Hamemn of their interest in obtaining state work, and B.amemn vould reply |
that he would see what he could do. In some. cases an engineer would specify
the partic : vork in which he was interested; in most ca-ses. the engincet
would got spe%ify any yatticular Job: There was no need for Harmerman to make
coarse demands or to 1ssue threats because the engineers clearly indicated thae !

they knew what vas expected of them. The discussions were generally about

"political co}:tributions. but the conversations left ro doubt that the eagineer:s

understoo& exactly how the system worked—that is, that cash payments to the
Governor through Hammerman, were necessary in order for their companies to receiu
substantial s‘tate contracts., The conttibutions were alx:ost always in cash, 1‘
and many of 1en vere made ‘vhen thete was 0o caopaign in progress. Altlwugb 3
Wolff had told Hammermaa that “contributions” should average betveen 3X and 52
of thc coutract amount, Hammerman did not spec.Lfy a.ny exact munt to be paid,

and accepted any reasonable sum. Smtinea the conttibuuon was made wvhen. the

contract was awatded sometimes as the engineer received payments on the conttact
Sometimes the "contribution” was made in ome paynent. sometimes in several. Wher
aeonttaccmabout to be avarded tomof theengi.neet-vbomkuovntobe

_willing to uake paynents, Wolff would advise Haommerman that the engineu: had beer

selected for a certain job. Hammerman would then contact the eng:lneer tnxl d

1.

eongutuhte bim. These congratulations were intended as signal. that a cash
[ :
oontributi.on vas due, and the engineer would then weet with Hammerman and bring

the noney. _ .«

;
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% Pursuant to his understanding with Mr. Agnev and Wolff, Harmerman re-

uined 25X of the payments and delivered to Wolff his 25% sbare. aaquemn

generally held Mr, Agnev's SOX share in a safe-deposit box. -unedl Mr. Agnev called-

o for 1t. Froa tize to time Mr. Agnew would call Hammerman and ask hov uuy
i papets Hammerman had for him., It was understood betvecn Mr. Agnew and L

Hametuan thae the term “paper™ rgfetred to $1, 000 in cesh. Bameman would-

ufe-deposit box and personally deliver 1t to Mr. Agnev in bis office~dn _
Annayolis or in Baltimore or wherever else Mr. Agnew would designate.
The cash which Wolff rece:l:ved frfm Hammerman was initially kept in
Wolff's home. It was tli:en transferred to two, and hter, three safe-depostit
boxes, two in Baltimore, and one in Washington. Most of the money was spent
on ordinary pert:oul expenses over a period of more than four yeats. A small
portion of it was used by Wolff to make paywments to other public officlals
in ‘order to obtain work for the two consulting fims -which he had sold before
. be bad becose Chatrman of the State Roads Comission. but 1n which he st{ll had
. a financhl Anterest. Wolff l:ept detailed _contemporaneous documengs on which
he recotded the dates. amounts, and engineering firm sources of the monies that
he teceived from Haomerman as his shate of the proceeds of the scheme. These
records u'e uloug & large volume of corroborative documents that Wolff has

tutned over to the United States Attorney's Office,

« . PP, ltailig SOTTE EmTT e T T T T

.. tell Mr. Agnew how vany * “papers™ he had and Mr. Agoew would ask Hammerman-* —

EEEER S SabP ¥ SR

wemblos .

e
R F I R PPN



- - =

- .
-

- =

- The sel(tion procesa for state roads coatracts generally

worked 1n the fol'loving manner: usuauy, based upon previous

discnuicu wvith ernor Agnev, Wolff would nake prenniuxy decisions - -1

vith regard to thé coansulting engineering and atchitectural firns .

to be cvu:ded con racts. He would tbea obtain the approval of the State- =
Boads Comateston. | Governor Aguew vould thea make the final decisfon. . -
Durigg Mr. Agnev's tenure as Governor of Marylsnd, W..')l'ff,

met vith him trou': time to time to diszuss. the status of various projects

and the decl.sion; which had to be nadg wvith respect to engineering, .
management, and i!some.dmes. :.architectural contracts. Wolff generally T

prepared agem!as| for these meétings in advance. Covernor Agnew

appeared to have confidence in Wolff's technical ability and generally

aitaa

o

sccorded g.xbsta tlal wveight to Hoi.ff '>s preliminary decisions as to which
consulting fimz
Holf‘fl 's selecti;on. ‘k'here important or unique projects were involved, -
Wolff would present Governor'Agnev 1;r1th a list of severa} possible . .
firms froa vhlc!h %ve@r A’gne"r would select the fiem to be awarded
the contuct. ernoxr Agn'ev always had and from time to time exercised
the povet to uke all final decisfons.
) " Several factors influenced Holff 1n his. -ova decisi.ou-mking

i.n the selection process outlined sbove: A

1) It wvas a basic premise of Wolff's selection prt;cesa that
an engineering fimm had to be competent to do the work befote it could
even be counsidered for a contract. Any engineering fi:n vhich, ia Uol.tt'q

judgnen:, was competent to perform a certain assignment might bo givm -

should be awarded ;:ontracts. ‘generally concutrﬁg vith A ?

"
", 100 AR

e ad

"

T Yoo —

consideration. . ) e ._,.‘.

X

. oy

.
ALY YO




LR

e

._ -

° \" ‘\\
o - Y ’1 . - . ' -

k)

- 2) Both Covernor Agnew: and Harmerman would from tine to tine

ask Wolff to sive special consideutiou to a particular engineering * !

firm, vhich uight or might not be making cash payments, and be would

then try to do so. He remembers, for example, that the Covernor on C -

one. or more occasious asked him to give work to two specific engineeti.ti—._g'—

tim. Hamperman also recommended to Wolff p:esuﬁably because of Hamg;nn!;“—
. -

...friendship with one or more particular engineers, that work be given - -

to at least one coupany thae, nccotdinz to Uolff 's undersunding. *'f*'
. \-...._,_
had not made any cash paymenta.

3) Wolff's decisfon-making (and he recalls that this was a

" matter that he discussed‘.vith Hammerman in particular) was iatended to

avoid substantial and noticeable deviations from general fairness—that

h, he tried to avo!.d a. situation in which any firm received more or

_less work than could be justified on a purely legitimate basis. Wolff

alvays viewed the process as one of accouplishing competent public work
for the State of Haryiand very similar to that vhich would have been
accowplished 1f all the selections had been made strictly ou their
tnetits, while at the same time serving the mutual ends of Mr. Agnew, s
Bammerman, and himself. ’ .

Wolff believed it was important not to devﬁte too obviozj:sly
from the.appearance of fairuness and even-bandednesg in his celectiox;s
of engineers. For exﬁgle. he became aware-—he believes initfally as a
Tesult of a couversation he had with Governor. Agnew-—that Hammerman had °
imreatly lx;proached a certain engineer .to solicit .cash psyments in
connection with potential scate uork. and that the engineet had conphined
to Governor Agnew that state coatracts should cot be awvarded on thiu*—

basis. m Governor was very upset, as Wolff understood 1it, becaucm et
o W ~ . s
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Hammerman had agp_éxehtfy been especially heavy-banded with the engineer,
and apparent_}y ‘?aecause the Governor felt that the engineer aight qua‘ .
his complaint p:xblic. For these reasons, éolff qonqinued thereafter
to give the ens‘ neer's firm some work. )

. The {nvestigation has glso.es.tablished that the same
enginee.r also cdmplained to his attormey, .a close personal friend

~

...of Mr. Aguev's, hbout naninemn'a solicitation. Shortly after the -f,_.

R Sy

- engineer had complained to his attorney, and several nonths befote the
engineer complained directly to Mr. Agnew, the attorney met with Mr.
Agnev and gavelhin a detailed account of Hammerman's solicitation and

of his client' ls outrage.'. He warned ‘Mr. Agnew that Hammerman's activities
could undermine all that the~ attorney believed Governor Agnew was
attempting to ac’co:nl;lisha Although he indicated that he would

look i;:to_ the 'Latter. Mr. Agnew never re;;o:ted back to the attorney. He

did several months later meet personally with the engineer, at the attqrney's

insistence, but the investigation has established that Mr. Agnew d1d

nothing vhateY'er to stop Mr. Hammerman's continuing solicitations of

cash payuents \from engineers in return for state work and that he (Mr. Agnew)

continued for x‘several yéars thereafter to accept his 50X share of those
cash paynents. A

' §) The fact that a cettain firm vas making cash payuments
vas & definite factot in that firm's favor. It was, therefore, accorded
special consideration in the decisioﬁ—making.procéss. Wolff believes
tlmt a comparison of the amounts of work given to certain firms before.
during and ;ftet Covernor Agnev's Admintstration vould confirm this. " .

On the other hand, there were times vhen a firm vas ulected""

fof 'l cpecific Job vithout regard to whether or not that firm was nkin:

mh pcynenu Scme local Maryland fim bad outstanding expertise in
certain ttdds of enginzeting. This made thea obvious chofces for

-
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certain jobs. vhether or not they were making cash pajyreats. Evean such

firms, hovever, could never be completely sure tha: such consl.derations

would be decisive 1n the dectsion-uakins process, so that even soue

{
of those compamLu were vulnerable to eolicitatio,ns'fot cash
payments. - . . ’ : ’ -
- . .- _"‘ -
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5) Varfous other factors worksd for or sgaiast particular -

fim or individuals in the selection procesn. For exanple, Wolff defi-

nitely favored Lester Matz and Auen Green, a.nd their coqaniu. not only

because he underatood they vere waking cash payments directly to the

Governor,

but also because wolff vas receiving noney from certain iuegal

dea].ings that he had vith Matz and Green that did not fnvolve Governor__

Agnev.

Conversely, one engineering firu was disfavored by Wolff because

- in his viev that firm had takeu positions contrary to the best interests

.-
“ G —f"ﬂ

2 .'3.'-«o£ the Comiasion. SR o E L st

meatary, establishes that Himmerman obtained, and split with Mr. Agnew

The

evidence acomulated to date, both testimontal and docu-

. end Wolff, cash payments from seven. different engineering firms in return

for State engineering co‘nfr'acu. and from one financial fnstitution in

Teturn for a lucrative arrangement with the State involving the financing

of certain State bonds. Those seven engineering firms and the one financinl

institntion will vot be named in this statement in order to avoid possible’

prejudice to several preseatly anticipa:ed prosecutions. It is vorth

noting, however, that Haomerman _specifically recalls d¢ scussing vith Mz,

Agnev vhether or not the particular financial institution would be avarded

the lucrative State bond businesn. and that during that discussion Mr.

Agnev comnted that the principals at the particulai financial institution

. in questiocn vere "a cheap bunch" wh.o_ "don't give you any money.” Mr. Agnew

fnformed Hammerman that he did not intend to avard that institutfon the bond

bosimc in question unless a cubstantinl conrribntion were nnde.

Bmemn carried that message to the appropriate person' a substantial

Bmuan

= - &. h"b'

"cash ® eonttibution wvas made; the i.nstitntion got the bond bnsine.n.-‘
Hammerzan 8130 remembers that, while Hr. Agnew wvag Gaveruor... 3

observcd that Allen Creen and Leater Mate, two enzimert vho-&

he hld knovn for some tin.e. were receiving very suba:andal amunu of

. ) St&te Roads wvork. JHarmerman wentioned that fact to Volff and, since he

had not received any n:onéy fron Green nnn Matz, asked Walff 1f he should

cpyronch thena.

.

Both Green and Macz had indicated to Wolff that they were

1
-1
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making their payceats directly to the Governor.-

Wolff therefore told

"Bammermaa that both Creen and Matz were making "contributions” and that o,

~

%,

. ————

Hamerman should."stay away.” Hammerman did so.
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It 1s Wolff'se understanding and belfef that both Greea and Matz .
continued to rake cash paynents direcdy to Mr. Agnew aftet he had beco:e

Vice—l’resident. Wolff bases this conclusion on eonversations that he has had i

vith both Creen and Hatz since Januaty. 1969, 1n which each of then has

indicated to ‘Wolff that he had ude paywents directly to the vzce-President. o

A: & certain point, which Wolff believes was after Mr. Agnev 8

election as VicePtes!.dent in Novanber, 1968, but prior to his 1nauguration as

v1ce-President on January 20, 1969, Mr. Agnew asked Wolff to determine the

oL ~'details of payuena that had beea made by the State Roads Comnoicn under his |

administration to the engineering coupany owned and operated by Allen Creen. 1 )

Wolff then discussed this request with Green, who subsequently prepared a list

that he subnmitted to Wolff, Wolff then prepared a final 11ist, a copy or

- ——an s b s e

duplicate of which he gave to Mr. Agnew. When Wolff handed Mr. Agnev the list,

.they d1d not discuss it to any extent, according to Wolff's pPresent recollection .
L . ) H

Mr. Agnew jast put it avay. . ) }

. . Wolff would testify that wuch of hia -understanding concerning Mr.
. _Agnev's actions and reactions to specific situ;tions. wvas inferentfal, since ﬁe
and Mr. Agnev did not discu;s Wolff's trelationship with Harmerman or others or
the fa_ct that he and Mr. Agnew were acting, eitb& j.oi‘ntly or usiw{idyxally.
in a corrupt wanner. Wolff believeg his relationship with Mr. Agnew K
flourished because of their mutual sensitivity to their own positfons and their 3
l;mtual ~ré;pect for one another. He dpea recall, however, an occasion on wvhich

be was in the Govermor's office in the State House. Covemor Agnev and he

.

were standing in front of the fireplace after a meeting, and the Governor
"sa1d to Volff in substance: “Look after yourself but be careful.” !

!
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II. The Relatfonship Betveen ¥r. Arnev and Allen Creen .

- . . o
’ -

Allen Creen 1s ‘the President snd ome of the principal .owners

of Creen Afsociatea. Inc., a Maryland engineering coupa.ny vhich has, over

the years, performed various types of engineering work. -~

. under vhich ke hag agreed to plead guilty to a cri.ninai felony violation

; ‘:!f',lll

of thtee years in prison. Ke bas given the Government his complete~__ _
cooperacion in this 1nvestigation. In return, the Government has pronised
him that he will not be pProsecutéed _for any offense related to this investi-
gation other than the ene to vhich he will plead guilty, and that at his
'sentencins the Govemnent 9111 bring his cooperadon to the attention of the
Court. The Covernment has expressly refused to promise Creen that it w111
recomead to the Court at his sentencing that he be placed on probation.

. At the Coverm:ent s tequest. Green has executed 2 sworn written
statement detailing his relationship with Mr. Agnew., Green's testicony,
the corroborative testimony of other vitnesses, and various corroborative
documents wvould prove the’ follow:lng.

Green has been an engineer in Maryland for 21 years. . During this
period, be has often made cash Payments on behalf of his company in return
for various State and local consulting contracts and 1n order to remain
eligible for further Ccentracts. He used cash for the simple teason that
chech eould have been traced and might have led to the discovery of these

_111:&31 payments. These payments fotned a pattern- ‘over Che yeau and
Teflected hig understanding, based upon experience, of the cysta 1n vhich
‘a firm such as his had to parucipate in order to insure its survival lnd
grouth 13 the Su:e of Haryhnd m- cysten lud developed long ego ln
Uaryhnd_ and 1n other States as vell. Engineer!ng. contracts have

ROt been avarded ‘on  the basis

e e+ LV i e el ie dmalan v—ar

e e e e e —

creen has signed a t‘oma]. vritten -agreement with the Covet'm;:nt -

cavme, domad e
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- 'Bf substantial public vork vithout effective recourse, and one who paye

of public bids in P.aryland. /Instead the selection of engineers for State
Roads contrtctsrhas t:Sted exelusively in the diseretion of public oft'icials
—in Haryhnd ‘ the Governor and the nenbere of the State lotds Counission.
They ‘have had : tually absolute control. There are many enaineering
companies seek contracts, but price conpetition wvas not allowed under
th'e ethical standards of ¢hyg profession.until October of 1971. theref_gf_ef_____
engineers are very vulnerable to pressure from public officials for both

legal and megal payueuta An engineer vho refuses to pay can be deprived

can safely exp’ect that he will be revarded.

' l A few companies developed in time a size, expertise, and
stature that insulated them to some 'extent from this system. One or two
developed an expertise, for exenple. in lorge bridge design, that other local
companies could not match. Ooe’ or two grew so large and had been awarded
60 many substantial contract; that the State could not do without their
services unless out-of-state consultants were erployed. In these ways, a
few coapaniea.‘ in effect “graduated™ in tine from the system to a position
of lesser vuigrability. and-. they could afford .to resist and pethfps in
some instanc ‘
own company \rea in receat years in th_e process of moving into this class.

It vas seldom necessary, in Green'_s experience, for‘ there
to be any express prior agreenment betveen an engineer and a oublie official
in Maryland. Under this system, which each State administration petpetuated.
the connection betveen payments and contracts tested on a largely tacit under-
eunding under vhich engineers knew that if they did not pay, they would not
receive very magy contracts and that it they 414 pay, they would reeeive
favored trestneat. therefore, vhen a politician requested a peyuent ot
vbea n engineer offered ocune, 1t vu not necessary for anyoue expmelf( -
to refe to the connection betveen payments end contracts because everyone
tmderstood the systen. and could rely upoun it vithoot ectually talking abc-..t

1c. ) , i -
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S, refuse to participate. In fact, Creen believed that his 3
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.'-. Green came to know Spiro T. Agaev in nid-1963 vhen Mr. Agncw
vas the County Executive for Balti:mte County, Maryland. ‘Although his
company received scue engineering contracts from the County,- cx.'een' does
unot recall making any cash Payments to Mr. Agnev or to anfone in his
adainistration during these years. Green cultivated his rehtionship vith™

Mr. Agnev and occasionally had lynch. wvich hia, By 1966, they had developed :

a closer relatfonship, k ) ==

o .

N " In counection with Mr: Agnew's successful 1966 campaign for
' Goternor, Creen gave hinm approximately -$8,000 to $10,000 {n campaign
countributions. He did so in‘part because he genuinely admiv..'ed Hr.. Agnew
and believed that he would make an excellent Governor. He also knew,
hovever, that Mr. Agnew vould be grateful for his support, and he antici{-
pated that Mr. Agnev would express his gratitude by giving the Green »
eompany State work if he were eleeted
-. After the 1nauguration. Cteen met vir.h Covernor Agnev on

several occasions {n his new offiees, usually 1n Baltimore, but sometimes

in Annapolis. At one of these teetings Governor Agnew expressed his concern

about the substantial financfal obligatiocns and requirements imposed upon
hin by virtue of his new p.osition.’ He told Creen that as the titular leader
of the Republican Party in Maryland, he would need substantial funds in
order to support his own political organization. In addition, he believed
that he vould be called upon to provide finaneial assistance to other
kepublicaa candidates around the State. Furthermore, he eoupl.ained that
;t was extremely difficult for a persoa in his lim{ted financial situad;on
to bear the perscnal expenses of high pubue office, in the sense that his
nev position vould tequire him, ke beneved to adopt and maintain a 1{fe
stylé that was beyond his means. He said that he had served as County
!neeud.ve at eubauutial finauncial sacxiﬂ.ee beuuse of the small" uhry
and tlnt, dthough the Govermor's sah:y represented an increase in income,
it would st1l1l be lmufficient to meet the adate tional de=ands that ke
believed his new position would itpose upon hinm. This \R;l neither the

-
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first nor the last occasion _upon vhich ¥r. Agnev neationed to Creen his
‘concerm. about his personal Financtal dift!.culdes. He had voiced sinfilar
complaints vhil( County’ Executive,’ and he coatinued from dne to ting to
nendcn his pt‘arsml finaneiel diffiuxltiee thereafter. .

Gre ' inferred from what Mr. Agnew said, the magner in vhich
he safd 1t, anll their tespective positions th.at he vas being invited {a -~

& subtle but cf.ear vay to make payuen:c. He, therefore, replied that be - )
recognized Mr, tAgneu's financm problem and realized he vas noc a uealthy

mn Gteen told hinm that his company had experiencd successful growth end”

’ vould probably continue to benefit frem public work under the Agnew Admin-

PRSP

utration. He, t!:erefo:;e, ?ffeted to make periodic cash payments to °
Covernor Agnew, who replied that he would appreciate such assistance very
much.
. On the basis of Creen s experience. he had developed a policy
that, wvhere equited he would uake payueutz in amounta that did not exceed
an average oj one per-cent of the fees that his company received on public
engineering %outfacts. This informal calculatfon included legitimate’
polritical contributions as well as cash paymente. He knew that many
politicians Believed that engineets vere vealthy end often deranded pay-
ments in nuch greater amo\;nts. frequeatly five per cent and sonetimes higher.
Although he believed that some engineers made payments in these amounts, he
knew that such percentages vere unrealist:lc. given the econoaics of the
eng(neeri.n,g industry. An .engineering- firm could not, in his judgment.

make a profit on public work 4f paynents in these excessive percentages

vere made. He had cone to the couclusion that his company could not afford
topeymmncuyetcentnd hamsuherememdemnded. helwl

cinply refued to pay and had sought work elaevhete. el
'.J Had
; l'be:efore, Greean calcula:ed hrgel,y in his bead. that 1t would

becp s tefothintonakeq: oxim:ely : dxpaynentaeyear
toHr.Agnevinmmuofszooo $2,500, ot$3000eaeh. The exact amount

of each payrtent to'_}' - Agaew depended upon the acount of cash avsil:xle
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vhich t.h.h subject ha&'ﬂ.rst been discussed Creen scheduled appointneau
,‘r_;;"*",?:‘%;,'—z..;';-"— '_.‘,..-,,\.-,, R PR 4

< deh Cove u“'] id lnmmtely stx tinés & year: ‘At the. firar such"' 0

ed tn eavelope to Govetno: Aguev t!nt eontaineé betveea

i f.l-.\“-

1u cuh. creen told tb.e Covernor thac he vas svare of hil

sz.ooo l.nd 33
fi.t_m:d(al prob. and vished to be of usiscance to him, Governor Agnev —_—

accepl:ed the e elope, placed it in eithet his desk drauer or his coat wkee

and expressed gratitude. Over the next two years, :hey g:aduany ..

e Ieu and less- to each othet about each payment; Green would nerely hnnd him

an envelope AnJ Covernor Agnew voddphce it in either his desk dtaver or
his coat pocke vith uttle or no discussfon about it.

" During these meetings. Green and Govemor Agnew would discuss

a mumber of uttera, but’ Gteen almoste aluays cade it a point to discuss )

State Roads contracu vi:h hinm, Indeed Creen s principal purpose in neeting

vith him vas lways to inctease the amount of work that his company received

ftou the State. They would discuss State contracts 1n general, and ft"equently.

specific upoouing road and btidge contracts in particulat. Green would .

. _express his desite that his coupany receive consideration for proposed wvork:
and vould occisionauy ask- for specific contracts that he knew were .scheduled
to be awvarded’ by the State Roads Comission. Grean knew from experfence and
fron what he learned frem Wolff that Governor Agnew played & gubstan-
tial rolé i the selection of engineers -for State Roads Commission work.
Governor Agm vould often tell him fn these lneetings that his company could

e upeet to reoe:lve substantial work genetally. and'on occasioan, he proui:ed"-'v -

"3 Greem specific contracts. On other occasions, hovevet. Govexnor Agnev vouldi
uu Creen that a conttact had already been or wvas to be committed th—

r _ Greea mmm:u.pumimpurpoum ) .
& e e i
paynenu to Governot Agnev vns ‘to 1n£1uence hin to select the creen Coupany
_’~.-,..l\

;'.‘fot as Inny Sute Rudl coatueu u ;m“ﬂ;l.e.v Beoed upoa hu aauy yurs-w‘
“of experienee. 1: vas his belief that such pa}'x:enu vould probably be B
necegsary and cettunly helpful in obtunlng subsmuu amounts of sute oy

to cteen for mh yutposes lt the tinme of the payuent. Aftet the ceeti;ié ac -
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With one exception (to be related later ia tth statezent),

Agnev never expressly stated to Creem that there wvas aay connection
between the Payuents and the selection of the Green coupuxy for Sute
contracts. According to Creen, the understanding wvas a tacit one, based,
upon their respective posfitions and their nutual recognition of the -
realities of the system; their telationship was.such that it wvas unnecessaxy

for them to discuss openly the understanding under vhich these paynents =

" .
..vere giveu and received The circumstances vere that Creen gave Govex‘not -

L m e

Agnev cash payuents in substantial amounts and asked for conttacts. and

from tive to time, Governor Agnew told hizm that contracts would be awarded

to the Creen company.

Green paid Governor Aguev approximately $11, 000 in each of the
yeart he served as Covemor of Hazyland (1967 and 1968). Green generated
.the necessary .cash to make these payments thtough his campany by various
weans that violated the Internal Reyénue Code and that were designed to
obscure the purpose for which the cash wvas used. .

C‘;'cen also recalls that duri..ng the early ];at: of the Agnew
Administration, the Governor occasionally asked hin to;eva‘luate Ehe
competency of certain engfneering conpanies which he was considering f'.;a.r
State Roads Commission work. On at least ome ocusion, the Goveruor also
asked him 1f certain companies could be counted upon to prmride financh.l
usistance 1f State work were received. . '

Under the Agnev Administration, the Creen company ;received _ _
substantial work from the Maryland State Roads Comission. It was mfded.
apptox!m:e.ly 10 contracts, with fees spproximating $3,000,000 to $4,000,000.

Oa a few occasions during these years, Gteen vas asked by Jeroue
B. Ronf t! he was taking care of his “obligations™ wich respect to thov
cubstanthl State vork that the Creen coupuxy wvas teceiving and Gx‘cen.--—
npuea‘ that he was. - ’ -

” Green saw nttle or nothing of Ccvezmt Agnev betveen hh
acaination as the Republican candldate for Vice Presideut 1n the su—or
of 1968 and Etl'w. election in November. He made some campaign contributious

by check to the Nixon-Agnew ticket in the 1968 election.
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In Koveober or Decenber 1968, after Mr. Agney’ vas elected
Vice Presideur. but before hie inauguration, Wolff came to ‘Green with a
" 148t that he had prepared of the contracts that the Creen conpany had
received from tbe State Roads Commissfon under the Agnew Muoinistration,
Holff told Creen that Governor Agnew had asked hin to prepare the 1list, _ -
and Greea concluded that the 1fs¢ had beeu tequested and could possibly
be used as & means of uesessing vhat he owed to Covemor Agnew in ‘retura N
Il for those contracts. Wolff and Green discussed the contracts and fees.
and, in effect, bargained about the mitter, creen argued that scme of
the coatracts that appeared on the list had 1n fact been awarded to his
company under the Tawes Administration and that the Agnev Adminfistration
was simply 1mp1enenting‘-a‘ conrract f-or vhich the selection had been made
previously. Wolff,. however, re;gxinded hiru that-the Agnew Adninistration
c;mld have cancelled at least some-_o{ the contracts, or could have avarded
portions of rhe contracts to other _fin-ns. Subsequently, Green prepared a '
revised 1ist of his own and subnitted-!_.t—to Wolff,
- Souetice thereafter. but still before the inauguracion. Creen
‘met wvith the Vlce Pres:ldent-elect in his Baltinore Covernor 8 ott’ice.
He gave Mr. Agnev a payment during the meeting l‘(r. Agnew began the-
conversation by making scme reference to the list and indicated that the .
Creen company had received a lot of work from the State Roads Commissioa.

- Agnev said that he was glad that things had vorked out that vay. He
then reiterated that he had been unable to mprove his financial situvation
during his two years as Governor and that although his salary as Vice

N Pred.dent vould be higher than his salary as Ccvetnor, he expected that
the social end other denands of the ofﬁce would eubstantially incruu-
his perconal expen.see. For these reasona. he said he hoped that Creen

would be’eble to continue the financial assistance that he had been providing
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‘to bin over tl&pteceding two years. and. Mr, Asnev continued he hoped ...

[ B e P L - e e

hc coul.& bc hélpful to Green 9itlx tespect to }'edernl vorl:. - This vas the.. .

.ou.ly oe_cuion vhich Green can now recall that Mr. Agnev made any -

such express ghatement to hin about the conne'ction betwveen payrents and -

fc‘vm. Greenlldid not believe that it vas necessary expressly to refer

to specific fagors in teturn for payments. Indeed, throughout Mr. Agnew' s

‘,..,_gnbemtuti.al enure, it had never been necessary to state expressly that

CGreen vould te_ceive anything fa return for the payments that he had nade,
because a tacft understanding on this matter was more than sufficient to
satisfy Creen! and to accomplish his purposes.

Gre. n rcplied by telling Mr. Agnev that he would l:e villing
to continue to be of financial assistance, but that he was not certain
thnc he could goatinue to make " payments in amounts as great as those he-
had made durfdng- the previocus two years. Green knew that contracts

svatded by the Agnew Aduinistration would gemerate “ncome to his company

. .
over the next several years, and that therefore he could continue to make

psynents for 'several years. . Green also hoped that his: cocpany’seFederal "

work might ic‘crease in anount as a result of Vice President Agunew' s.
efforts on his ‘bebalf. He did tell Mr. Agnev of one important concern:
that the new adninisttation in Annapolis aight take credit fot. and

possibly denand paynentn in connection vith. projects that had actually

been avarded to the Green company by the Agoew Administration. Mr. Agnev,

however, confidently .indiclted that he did not believe that would bappen.
) Green contfinued to make cash payments to Mr. Agnew after he _
beune Vicc Ptcsidcnt. Ptyneuts vere made: three or four times s yes: ‘and

- ,‘.—v{q,\

B T

. ‘4
vere personnlly denvered to Mr. Agncv by Creen’ eithet {n the Vice Presi-

dent'roffice in the Executive Office Building in Washington, or at hic

Il ll
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apattnent in the Sheraton Park Hotel 1in Vashington. Greea rada his last
pay'nent during the Christnas season in Decenmber of 1972, As Creen recalls
ic, these paml{invariably amounted to $2,000 each. As before, the noncy
was alvays in a plain envelope, and the two men vere alvays elone vhen the

payment was made.

Teen particularly recalls the first occasion upon vhich h:e'paid

~ .

money to Mr. Aginev in his offices 1n"'.the Executive Office Building. Greea

. T i S . ST
wvas quite 1mpteLsed vith-Mr. Agneu's office and positéon and felt very* =

.::-;coufortable. about the 'transact'ion that was about to occur. In addition,

Creen had gome, concern that the conversation between him and Vice President

A,gnev might bel overheard or even taped. For all of these reasons, Green -
d1id not belfeve that 1t was appropriate or wise to continue to speak of
personal financial assistaace. I‘herefo;e; he stated to the Vice President
that this money wvas pati of his continuing and unfulfilled commitment - to

Mr. Aguew with Tespect to “political cou'tr'ibutions." i’hereafter, Green
usually wade a s;inilar statexent ;.'hcn he deii_veted'uoney to Mr, Agnew in

his Executive Office Building offices. Green recalls that on the first

occasion he u;ade such a statexnent to Mr. Agnew, Grecn raised his eyes to

" the c‘eiung order silently to suggest to Mr. Agnew the reason for the

unusual and fnaccurate statenment.

3
.t

In 1969 and 1970, Green paid Mr. Agnew $8,000 a year, four

payments of $2,000 each in both years. _In 1971 and 1972, he paid Mr. Agnew

$6,000 & year, three payments of $2,000 each in both years. .

) 1In Green's meetings with Vice President Agnew, he t'tequently
asked about Federal engineering coatracts for his company, am.l Mr. Asnev
-generally indicated to him that he vas ettempting to be as helpful as he
eou].d Gteen soon realized however, that the Vice P:esideut did not '

exemehe u.ny substantial control oder Federal work, and, 4in fact. tt.e Gteen
& .,v ' K_ - e T
cowpany Teceived only one Federal job during this period.

The ,peymta were dhcoutinued after December. 1972. becme

. of the ‘in-:estigation conducted by the. Uniced States Attorney's Of‘ice 1:'.:0
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corruption in Baltimore County, Maryland.

Over the six year perfiod between 1966 and 1972, Crecn's cash

payments to Hx‘. Aguew- tOt-llle:d approximately $50,000.- “7FF 0 o T -
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III. ~ Thc Relationship Betveen Vr. Acrev and Lester Matz

.

" Lester Hatz hag been an engineer in Maryland fot cpproxinately e
24 years. Re is the President of Matz, Childs and Assochtes. Inc., nnd
Hatz, Cbilds and Assod.ateg of Rockville, Inc., two Maryland engineer!ng. ot

conpaniu.. Jobn C..Childs is his principal busimess associate in these )

-~

two coqlnies. Matz has tendered his complete cooperation to thc Covern—

meat in this investigauon. The Government has not ‘entered into u:yr

Iagreenent vith hin as to vhat consideration. 1f any, he may expee:*in tetutn
fc;r his coope:ation. other than the 4ssurance that his own truthful disclosum
to the Govermment will not be used against hin in any criminal prosecution.
At the Covernment's requesc, .Hatz has executed 2 svorn written statement
that recounts his relationship with Mr. Agnev. His testimony, the
torrodborative testimony of Childs- and other witnesses, and varfous corrobor-
ative docment;. would prove the following: .

" Between 1956 aund 1963, .}ﬁ;z and Childs supplied various engi:-
n;ering services to private developers, -principally In the metropolitan
Baltinore area. Although théy vanted to do as much public work as possible

for the Baltimte County Governnment, they found 1t extremely difficult to

~

Teceive any substantial amoun: of county vork. They observed that a rela-
tively small number of engineering companies received cost cf the substantfial
county engineering work dut-ing thése_ years, and that most, 1f not all, of
these companies were close]; as_soclat;d vith County Administration or public

officials. They simply could not break inmto this group, despite tl.:eir_'

-Tepeated efforts to do so.

-

They, therefore, welcomed Mr. Agnev's’ candidacy for Btltim.
County Eucutive in 1962 because they believed that his election vould

Present théir company with an opportunity to be one of the few engineering
coupu;'::: chac; they belfeved, would. 1nevitably form around his administra-
ti.on and receive most of the subsunthl county engineering vork.- Hatz had
known }tr. Agneu casually fo: possibly two years, and durj.ng the 1962 ca=-

paign, he and Childs made a $500 cash contribution ditec:ly to Mr. Agnew,

~a
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Prior to the 1962 elecdou. Macz had also uorked profcssiouany

vir.h oue of Mr. Agnev 8 close associates. ludeed, by tbls tice the three

of then (N.r. Agnev. Matz and the close associate) had already begun Eo s

4¢V¢1°P Vbat would 1n the mext four years becone ‘a close person.nl friend- .

ship. Very shortly after Mr. Agnev ascumed oft’icg as County Executive o

e

‘fo_r Baltimre County, Matz was oontacted by the close associate. During — j

P v

this conversation the close assoctate told Matz that the tvo of them were

) l,l I

= going to nake a lot of noney uuder the Agnev admidstration. Altbough he did

"ot elaborate on this comment, Matz inferred from vhat he said during this

conversation that under the Agnew 8dn1nistratiou. the two of then cm'~
. expect substantial favors from the Ba'ltinote County Government. ,
Shottly theréafter Matz vas invited by the close associate to meet .

vith Mr. Agnew. At this meeting thete was no specific discussion about

Payments for county work, but Mr. Agnew told Matz thathe had a lot of "coanft-~

N
. .
dence" ia his close associate, Ha:z inferred from what Mr. Agnew sai during i

i
thic neeting that he should work through the close associate and make any pay- :‘
1

wents through hin : - t

After Mr. Agnew became Couaty Executive, the close associate con-

tacted Matz and asked hinm. to Prepare ‘a chart which would set forth the amounts | |,

smme

of noney that could reasonably be .expected from engineers on the various kinds
" and gizes of consulting contracts that the county generauy avarded. Matz

calculated the profits that could generally be anticipated under the various -

types of contucta, and he determined that, on the average, 35X of the fee was

8ot unreasonable, altbough the perceatage varfed depending on the size and nacute 1

of the contract. He gave a copy of the chart to thg c:l.ose nuocute. The

chart showed the expected profit on each type of contract and th. pcrce.nuge that
cnuneetc could reasonably afford to pay on {t. Matz later shoved Ms ;etatned
copy of this schedule to Mr. Agnew 1n hig office and told him tbat he lnd giveu .
& copy to thg close usocute. Hr. Agnew loohed at the chart and thank.ed Matz
for his effort on the matter. Hatz cannot recan today vhether Mr. Agnew returne

the copy to hi=,

RN
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"+ When Matz gave a copy of this schedule to the close associate, he was

told that he would bo‘expected to make paymen-u to the close assocfiate for " 1

cour:ty eonttacts. l'he close associate said that ag Matz's conpany recei.ved

fees frou the County, Payments were to be made to bln in the approprute per-
centages, 5 on engineering contracts and 2-1/2Z on surveying contracts+ Be—
led H.ntz to believe that this money would be given to Mr. Agnev. These payz

ments vere not described’ by the close associate as "political contributions"'

they vere paymeats uade in return for contracts.

. Tbereafter. Matz discussed this proposition with Childs. \I'Fey wvere i
not surprised that payments would be necessary because it vas generally under-
stood that engineers hagi been nak.ing such payments for consulting work in a

number of Harylam_i juris'dictions.. They agreed that this would be a satisfactory -

arrangemeat. In fact, they were delighted chat they would be among the small

he patd in installmeats rather than in one toul Payment in advance. Matz and

group of englneers vho would be close to the Aghev administration and that they
would, therefore. receive their share of the substanrial county engineering
consulting work. Although the 5Z paynents vere not tnsubstantial the cocpany
could aiford to make then, and Hatz and Childs both belle‘red that the Fay=ents
would nake 2 substantlal difference in the amount of work that 'helr company 1
would receive frow the county. - :
‘ During the balance of Mr. Agnew'sg ienure a3 County Executive, Matz I
and Childs would find out what contraers vere coming up in the couniy, am;l Hacz

would thea contact the close associate to ask hin for as many of these contracts

-

a8 possible. The close ‘assocfate 8lvays seemed well avare of the s‘ork to be

let. 4ud from time to time, he vould advise Matz rlut his company had been '
mrded a4 particular contract. Hatz then knew that. under their mangeaent. tbe
necessary payueuu were due, and he would therefore deliver the required cash

pPayments perconally to the close assod.ate ia the Latter's ofﬁ.cc» Ou noot

a Ya o

occasiou Matz placed the necessary cash-in plain white .eavelopes. Usually

e et b
o | Amadiat b,

Childs believed that even 1f they had refused to take thkese p«y‘ents thols

cmnpany would have received soze county contracts, but that, as bef.ore, the com- ?"
pany would not’ have received any substantfal gmount of vork. In shore, they ‘
{

€

belfieved that che payments nade a great difference 1n the amount of wvork they

Teceived,
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. nake these payments. M the size of the varfious cash payuents they were uakins

’ « At first Hacz and Childs personally _generated the necessary cash to

¢
i
i

R}
.3
1
»

ineressed. however, they found "1t necessary to employ otber methods by vhicb ’
to geneute these cash funds in cheii company. These nethods violated the

Internal Reveaue Code and were designed to obscure the purpose for vbich the

“cash vas used.

4

. During the first year or two of the Agnew adniniscration in ﬁaltii;—ore

-

A_;Qiunty. the‘conpany's county wvork incteased. Matz, however, was not satisfied

. because he belfeved that his conpany vas entitled to an even largeNlu:te of the '
4

county s work due to his teliability in making payments. He told the close

. associate that he wvas dissatisfied .and the close associate arranged a meeting

with Mr. Agnew. The thre_e men met at Mr. Agnew's house. At this meeting,
).htz complained that his company had not received enough connty work. Both ;
« Agnev and the close associate pronmised that they would help the company to ‘
receive pore county work, and in particular, Mr. Agnevw told him that he would l
speak on Matz's behalf to the appointed county officials who were nominally
responsible for the selection of engineers for county coasulting coantracts.

Io the 1966 gubcrnatorfal campaign, Matz and Cb.ilds nade campaign
contributions to Mr, A.gnev.- in Patt because they believed that Mr. Agnev would *
mke an excellent Covernot. They also. _howvever, had another substantial reason
for nuppotting Mr. Agnew. Under Governor Taves's adninistration, their company ‘
had not received any substantial amount of work from the Maryland State Roads ‘
Comnission. They realfzed that their {nability to secure any substantial anmount ‘é
of State vot.k vas the result of the fact that they were not among the snnll ‘
group of ‘engineering firoms thnt vere cioseiy associated with the Tawves administrc - :
tion and that had teceived most of the State votk avarded by t!nt adninistratio:._;
Both men were therefore excited about Mr. Agncv 8 candidacy because they be.lievec'"
thae if he were to be elected Govez'nor, their company could begin: to receive i
substantial amounts of work from the State Roads Commission by continuing to make {

PaTTents to Vr. Agnev thtongh his agents,
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Several months after the Agnev adninistration took office, the State

Roads’ Counission bcsan to ggnetate nev projects and to avard new coutracts. and

‘

=

Matz's conpany began to . teceive substantial amounts of State work. On

M

several ocusi‘ions during the cpring and sucner. of 1967, the close usociate caue]

Matz and attempted to perpetuate the arrangement under vhich payuents had been f

nade for cont ‘ cts in the past. " Matz vas telnctant. bwever, to continue this s

arrangenent, fdr several reasons. First. he knew that {f he paid Covetnér

- Agnew through a niddleuan, the credit to vh.ich he was entitled by virtue of

these payments would be mevhat diluted because the niddlmn hinself vould

T “rece.ive a substantial portion of the credit. Second, he suspected that tbe
close associat’e had, without Mr. Agnew's knowledge, retained for hinself some

of the money Lhat had. been paid to him by Hatz between 1963 and 1966. Third,

A - - (L.,

|
he knew that Mr. Agnew ~believed that the close assocfate had given hinm poor

advice on certain mattets that had resulted in bad publicity and embarrassmeat |
. !
to Mr. Agnev. - ) ) ) -

+ ovtate gt s

Smletime early im Governor Agx;ev's administration, Matz met with

Governor Agnev alone in his offices. During this conversation Matz tqld Mr. Ag-

e

nev that he believed that the close associate lacked tle aiscretion necessary
safely to teétesent Mr. Asnew & interests and that sooner or later he would
lead the two {of them iato trouble. Iherefote. rather than continuing to pay =
through the close _asso'ciate, Matz suggested that his company establish a savings .
account into vhich he would depotit the money ttu-at he owed on State contracts.
After Mr. Agnev left office, Matz coulci pay hin the money accumulated fa this
account, perhaps under the-guise& legal fees. Govermor Agnew liked the idea,
and at a later neeti:;g he referred to the idéa again with approval.

. ‘l'hesa factors and, in particular, these convetsaticns vith Mr. Agunev,
S led Matz to conclude that he could. dispense with the close lssoeiate lnd pay

- Agnev ditectly. He therefore told the close associ.ate tlmt lu uculd take
ute ot hic obligations dixectlyt_ Subsequently. hovevet, he nbtndow tha

Rk

uvingalcccount 1dea because he feared that it would involve too uny ‘records

[pRpop—

of paycents and thereby lead to the disclosures of the scheme. Iastead, te
decided to make his cash payments to:&x;.' Agnew directly. -

f1e watas
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The agount of work that Matz's co:pany received from the State Roads
Commission continued to 1nctease substantlally, and, on at least one occasion,
Ha_:z vas asked by Wolff {f he was taking care of his ”obliggtion;" v;.th respect i

to his contracts. . Matz told Wolff thathe was taking care of his obligations

N4

“directly.”

+
-

Although Matz's company received _several substantial State Lontracts

.in 1967, he made no payments that yeéar. On the basis of his experience, hg;

assumed that he would héve to;ay 5Z of the fees that his cowpany :eceived fron
f:v:“the State on these coutracts. The conttacts and fees that their com \Ef§? was
receivtng from the State noads Coumission were much more substancial than those
: it had ever received before, and -Matz and Childs therefore decided that they
. vould defer making paygén;s until gkter they had received fees from the State.
‘ No payment UaﬁAmadeAuntil the sumner of 1968,.by which time Matz knew

that he vas behind fn his obligations. He was anxious to fulfill them because

) 1

A . g

he vanted to mafntain his reputation as a man who could be trusted to fulffll H

his obligations. in order to ensure that he would Eontinue to receive substancia:-

amounts of work from the State Roads Coumission. Although his company was in 3
financial postion to make the large payment that was due, he knew that 1: would
be extremely difficult to gencrate safely the substantial amount';f necessary :
cash, partfcularly 1f he continued to rely exclusively upon his usual methods

for generating the money with vhich ‘to make cash payments.

e e e
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) Sol:etine in late June or early July, 1968, }.atz calculated
'tlu: he oved Governor Agnew approximately $20,000 on the- basn of ST ¢ i
’ of the fees tbat his company had already recefved froa the wtate. He - { ‘ -
revieved this calculation vith Childs, vho agreed vith ft. They d1d - - T
* - 0ot believe that they could safely generate this amount of cash o
from vithin the company and. therefoz"e. decided to g0 outside the
- T company._. natz approached an old client. and friend of his who was Lok - J
- -in c i::x:i’nﬁess in vhich he customarily dealt in large sums of ct'-si;.~—‘? T :
. Since Matz knew that he vould be receiving substantial fees from the
. state within the mext sevetal moaths, on which he would owe Governot
Aguev approximately an additional §10,000, he told his friend that he
needed $30,000 i{n cash':in the very near future. He did not disclose
to his friend uhy he needed this noney.' They agreed upon the following

scheme: Matz's company would by corporate check "lend“ _his friend

-
it W ) ——

$30 000; his friend would then generate $30,000 in cash through his

owa company vhich he would return to Matz. The "loan" would be !
-. - repaid to Matz's company by $1,700 quarterly checks for principal

and interest; and Matz would return thcse "loan repaynments" to hi§ friend

{n cash. This scheme was satisfactory to Matz because his regulax:

Al A

e e R

v

procedures vere adequate to generate $1 700 in cash on a quatterly basis,
The friend reluctantly agreed to assist Matz in this manner.

He imediately geuetated $20, 000 in cash, vhich he delivered to Matz,

R

Matz showed this $20,000 in cash to Childs before he delivered 1: to
‘Governor Agnew. l'he friend promised that he vould-supply Matz with th;
-additional’$10,000 in cash zs soon as he could generate it, and- he d.td
€0 within the following several mnths ‘rheteaftet. the "loan

tepayneut scheme was mplemented.
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-

. -,.A.Imc a vety short one and very llttle clse wvas said,

_to make this payment, even though Mr. Agoew no longer controlled the -

Matz then called covernot Agnevu's office and set up an

appointment with the Ccvemor. Thc  neeting occurred in n:ld-July. 1968. .

. s — o

Matz met with the Govcrnor alone 1in his offfce and banded hin & manila
eavelope that contained $20,000 1n cash. Matr expressed his appreciation
- for the substantial state contracts that his cowpany had Teceived and__ .
told the Covernor that the enveldpe tontained the noncy that hia
compmy Yowed" in connectlon vith these contracts. The ueetins e
- To the best of Hatz 8 present recollection, he made no
further payments for state work tb Mr. Agnew ‘vhue he was Governor
of Maryland. During the 1968 national campaign, however, Matz'sg
firm contributed to Mr. Agnev s campaign. He also acted as a fund
raiser for Mr. Aguev in 1968.: Matz ‘also recalls that at some point

1n 1967, Governor Agnew called him and asked him to contribute

ST TTR I A e sene,

$5,000 €o Nelson Rockefeller's cacpaign for the Reﬁublg.can Presidential
nomination, a campaign which Mr. Agnev was then publ:ically supporting.

Matz asked 1f he wanted cash or a check, and Mr. Agnew asked for a-_

check vhich Matz subsequc:gcly sent to him. When Rockefeller late;'. ’ o
wvithdrew, Mr. Agnew -returncd the money to Matz with a‘lcttcr.

A couple of ponths after Mr. Agnew had assumed the cfficc of

[P T e E

Vice President, Matz decided that it was time for his conpany to make B
another payment in connection with con:iacts that had been awarded by

the State of Maryland under the Agnev administration. He was willing

contracte svarded by the Maryland State Roads Commission, because he

vanted t.o waintain bis reputation as a man who would neet his obligatit;ns

A
. bl . bim AL

in ozdcx to 1nf1ucuce v:.ce President Agnew to assist hin in securin.g
fedcral cnginec:i.ng contracts for his company. .
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Hatz called the Vice President s office in Washington and .
- set up an appointment to meet vith Mr. Agnev, On a piece of yellow
legal-size paper, Matz calculated the sum then owed to Mr. Agnew
for work received by Matz's company from the State ef Maryland.
He took this plece of p.apet vith him vhen he weat to the Vice President’s

office. . He met with Mr. Agnew, s‘fxove'd him the talcul.ations. and .

. '-._eoutaining approximately $10 000 in eash. Matz told him that the _

- en;elope contained the noney that his.ooupany "owed" 1in connection

vith the State Roads Commissfon contracts that had .been awvarded

under Mr. Agnev's administration in .Annapolis. Mr, Agnev‘ placed

- this eavelope in his des;k'drauer. Katz also told the Vice President

- that the company might “owe" him more money in the future as these
contracts continued to generate fees, and that he would fulf1ll these
obligati&hs. They agreced that Matz v.;as to call .Hr. Agnevw's secretary
vhen he was ready to make the next paywent and to tell her that he
had -zore “inforcation" for }tr. Agnew. This vas to be a signal to Mr..
Agoev that Matz had more money for him. A—fter this ueeting, Matz ‘teturned
to Baltirore and told Childs of the payment. He also told Childs that
. he vag shaken by his own actions because he had just made a pay-off

- to the Vice President of the United States. Matz also told _‘-‘olff,

vho was then working or about to begin working on the Vice President's

staff, that be had made a di;ect payuent to tl;e Vice President.

' A.lthough Matz belleves that he mde several additional cash

paynents totalling approximtely $S, 000 to the Vice President. he

uever completely fulfilled his obligations to Mr. Agnew with respect-jw'z_
to the State Boads Comission contracts, in part because Mr. Agm ht& -
*'. R
. very little, 1if any influence with respect ta federal engineering oontracts.
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Sometime in late 1970 or early 1971, Matz reteived a telephone:
ca].l from the close associate who told him that there was an upconin.g
federal pxoject and that some or all of the engineering contracts
could be controlled by the Vice President. He told Matz that, as °

‘usual, he would be expected to make g payment ia order to receive —_
a contract. At first, Matz resisted on the ground that he was -
'entitled to this job vitbout a payment by virtue of his ptiot
‘f,”.'rpayncnts, but the close associate insisted and Matz agreed to a
payment .of $2,500.00. Matz asked that the contract be avarded to
a certain small company in which.Matz, Childs and Associates had
an interest, and that small company' was later ewarded the coantract.
Thereafter Matz recefved another telepbonc call from the close

associate, duting which they agreed that the payment would be made '
in the Vice President's office. )

. " Matz contacted the president of the small company and
explained that g Payment was necessary in connection vith the
contract. The man at first balked and refused to make any such
payument, but he subsequently agreéd to participate. An appointnent.
was then wade for Matz to meet vith Vice President Agnew in the
latter's office 1n Hashington. ‘l'his. meeting occurred in the spting of
1971. The evidence is somevhat contradictory as to whether or rot
the close associate vag ptesent at the meeting. Matz placed an
envelope containing the $2,500 cash on the Vice President's desk
.lnd stated that the envelope contained the money réquired for the
coutract. Hhen he left the meetiug. the envelope had not been removed
from the desk, but moments later Matz reeatered the office an.d noticed .

that the envelope vas gone. Matz recefved $1,000 froam the president
of the mu company as his contr!.bution to this payuent.,
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In the spring of 1972,. the close associate called Matz and
3 asked hia for'$10,000 for the 1972 luxon-Agnew caopaign. “Maez L.
; " declined. Ahen the close assoctate continued to press him,. Matz. “ ' o -
; -oouphined about these solicitations to Mr. Agnev who told lhtz *
i .
‘! “to say that he gave at the office. " . v
) " Respectfilly submitted, _ R
R s .. T w - P / '- ° {
s L ey Arir(
- . . : Ceorge Beall _
. ' « United Scates Attomeh/ =i, . : _
o : : rnet n. "Skdlnik <7 _ :
. Assistent United States Attormey 4 -
] ' LT s . - N
| - STy R A |
. . . ~— i\ T I
. o Russell T. Baket, Jr.
‘ ’ Assistant United. States Attorney
// ..-,"
et
October 10, 1973 Ronald S. Lieboan =
Assistant United States .Attorcey
. - : i .
1
N - —
v
SR e < .-
o7 -\?'-\.‘ < ;.
LT : . S P
)



‘ ’ i \

SPECIAL ACCOUNTABILITY INVENTORY

4, L¢ The Director of the FBI has designated the attached
St as ‘one having special sensitivity and requiring
special accountability. Each person handling or reviewing
the“‘a‘a&.n

should sign this Special Accountability Inventory
and this will be retained with attached at FBIHQ.
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UNITED STATES ERNMENT

Assoc. Dir.

44 Assr. Die.:

Memorandum - o

Ext. Affales __

. Files & Com. _
TO . My F%// ' _ : DATE:  31_4-74 o
e (’. nepection
’ o 1 - Mr. Gebhardt _A’]C, e
#ROM . R. E. Long “f’ 1l - Mr. ﬁ Plan. & Eval, _
' . 4 ' 1 Mr. Marsha Spec. tnv.

Troinin

O p ) . Legat Coin.__
SUBJECT: DALE ANDERSON, COUNTY - = C Temee e
- EXECUTIVE, BALTIMORE COUNTY, ' T /\(/ Sl
- ... MARYLAND »

““=  SPIRO T. AGNEW, FORMER VICE PRESIDENT
INFORMATION CONCERNING .

This is to recommend that the. file pertaining to
captioned matter be removed from Room 2252 in the Accounting
and Fraud Section and placed in the special file room of the
Files and Communications Division.

. By memorandum dated 8-14-73, it was recommended 0
‘that the file in captioned matter be maintained in the Fraud
and Bribery Unit of the Accounting and Fraud Section in Room _
2252 for security purposes and that all copies of teletypes
received in this matter were to be forwarded to the Accounting////
and Fraud Section to be maintained by that Section.

Since these instructions were set forth, Spiro T.
Agnew has resigned as Vice President and the publicity caused
by this investigation has dropped considerably. It is be-
lieved that the necessity of maintaining this file in Room
2252 of the Accounting and Fraud Section no longer exists and
the file should be maintained in the special file room of the
Files and Communications Division.

RECOMMENDATION :

That file in captioned matter, together with subfile
containing newspaper clippings, be maintained by the Files and
Communications Division in their special file room.

- e’ - / -
J.D?Z?ato.“k 25“) 'ﬁﬁ’i—’b‘m 0‘) 25 XQ/\L_Q —_—
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.FBIl '

Date: 5/9/74

Transmit the following in

AIRTEL

{Type in plaintext or code) .

Via

(Priority)

.| To: DIRECTOR, FBI I
FROM: SAC, BALTIMORE . (58-
g (%

o
SPTIRO T. A
Y mcl

Enclosed herewith is a copy of a self—explanat
letter dated 5/8/74 received by this office from GEORGE
United States Attorney, Baltimore, Maryland.,_

SUBJECT:

The Bureau is requested to search Bureau indicés
— in an effort to attempt to identify the report referred:
by U.S. Attorney BEALL in re letter. In the event suchj
report is located, the Bureau is requested to exped:.t:.ously
furnish Baltimore with acopy in order that it may be g:.ven

to Mr. BEALL.

QQ,G"@ 57-¢2 //f; ;/

..‘ @Bureau (Enc. 1)&
Baltimore

WMG:mjm

(4)

Approved: Sent M
Special Agent in Charge U.S.Government Printing




AND REFER TO
BUTIALE AND NUMESER

B,.C,
GB:ddf

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY

DISTRICT OF MARYLAND
405 UNITED STATES COURT HOUSE

t Y . A y
“l’:l'::':-'::'l . ddnited : T ’ TELEPHONE
e eTaTES ATTORNEY H o States Bepartmerd of B.Instm _
(AREA CODE 301)
539-2940

FTS: 301/962-4822 ‘

FAYETTE AND CALVERT STREETS
BALTIMORE, lylARYLAND 21202

May 8, 1974

-

PRLERL,

] A Mr. Thomas H. Farrow - ;

{- = Special Agent in_Charge ' o , - =

7+ = Federal Bureau of Investigation-
7142 Ambassador Road
~Baltimore, Maryland 21207

Re: soiro 7. .agme AN

Dear Mr. Farrow:

It has been brought to my attention that FBI files,
probably in Washington, contain a report to the effect that Spiro-
T. Agnew, while Vice President of the United States, accepted
a cash bribe in the amount of $2,500. The report suggests that - .
the bribe was offered and received in the Vice President's office -

resence of other persons, one of whom was possibly : '
Mr. Agnew in :
F

~in the
# and that the cash was placed by
"desk drawer. .

I ask that you make an appropriate inquiry to
this transaction exists and, if it does

ments for .me to secure a Copy. .
Agnew was o
we have LA

aettomnm o,
et e s ans

r.‘

St gt asaaaie ., ..,

W

determine

whether such a report about
exist, that vou make arrange
While this office's criminal investigation of Mr.

g /\C/eﬁectively terminated on October 10, 1973, by his plea,

\0 a continuing inguiry into

includin# Such a report would be of material
. interest Yo USs 1n these other investigations.

ossible criminal conduct by others,
Thank you very much for your custorriary cooperaztion.
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TO:  SAC, Baltimore (58-New)

FROM: Director}EFe}07se-g211) s/ i

;_;\)'\ l'ipmo T. AGNEW

BRIBERY

<

: : _ ReBAairtel 5-9-74, which enclosed’
777 letter from USA George Baall, Baltimore, - Ma)

The letter from Mr.
to whether FBI files contain a \
Spiro T. Agnew, while.Vice President
accepted a cash bribe in the amount
Placed the cash in his desk drawer.

The review of Bureau indices fails to:xe
any information regarding former Vice President: Agnew
taining to his acceptance of a $2,500 bribe and p
cash in his drawer. .

Bureau file captioned "Dale Andc:son, Dun
Executive, Baltimore County, Maryland; Spiro-T, . Agnew
President, Information Concerning,*” -

-
rhed over $2,500 to

furnished informa )
however, could not pers Yy recall 1fihe’ga
money to in Agnew's office or in an aloove
only reference to an acceptance of $2,500 by
of this memorandum is not only in the posses
more Office, but is in the possession of  UgA

- If not
Assec.0n.___ information to USA Beall. o e

Oep. AD Adm. _

Dep. AD fav, ___ ‘ ¢
Asst. Diss
Adata. DP: ::xata(rr
J . K

:nw.z«. —_— ( 4) C o~
xt, Aflales ____ BN
Files & Coa. _ ’ 0 \axQC‘.
Gen. bav, __ Y bv
Moot ____ . ~ 5
laspaction _____ 5‘ 7
Intell.
Leberctory
Plon. & Eval. __
Soec. lav.
Training
Legel Cova.

| 7
:é’:i;.ﬁ@ 2 (r49740om TELETYPE UNIT (]




OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 - - - —— -
JULY 1973 EDITION A N .
GSA FPMR (41 CFR) 10111 ¢ . ‘- . Assec. Die,

UNITED STATES GOVE: NMENT _ - ‘ . T
Aset. Dies -

L Memomngtm " L
AL '

Fin. & Pave. ___

‘. . - Ident,
T Mr. Mool Ve : DATE: 11/25/77 l:"""—
eboratory . —
’ Legdl Co':&__
Plen, & lagp. __
1 - Mr. Moore :eﬁn—_-
1 - Mr. Ingram -~ . ,;:;::::
1 - Mr. Henehan , Trolaing
1 - Mr. Loll D fubie Atte o1
- — elephone —_
1 - Mr. Mintz = _ , . /7 Discsore Secty_
1 - FOIPA ERE

,'..

= - /(:‘,
PURPOSE: To respond to inquiry of FOIPA perébnnel regarding
the restriction on information set forth in Bufile #58-8211
and captioned as above.

RECOMMENDATION: That contents of file be reviewed by appro-
priate personnel of Legal Counsel Division and/or FOIPA Branch
to determine whether contents of file may be copied and forwarded

to requestor.

| <z e

DETAILS: The contents of captioned file have been requested "

untd_er the provision‘s;-:%f MA S"\-ZG 68y <~ — //.»y} —_

The filetﬁhs been maintained in the files of the
Special File Room with review restricted to Bureau supervisors
Long and Frankenfield, all formerly assigned™TUthe——— cm
1te-Collar Crimes Section. .

W\

6 d0V 30 1977
The restriction of information set forth in this :

file was instituted for administrative purposes duringetde
pertinent period and such restriction is no longer applicable
as far as the White-Collar Crimeerection is concerned.

| - Ai§%~cx<: v y;;li;;iﬁ};;_,61464?,¢442 p,oAuQn¢~uAthi;2
P o £ A ‘o Codd Oty j%,
ZHa¥ FO1R fortmcl Lorpuld W’é ;

. L St /(;-v" o ! / —_/VW ) )5,

; Lo Sﬂ‘l
RFL:atj ' ‘ /

N - - g

e Buy U.S. Savings Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan
7 9"’5 £ 23972‘ =a|/ow.;:€j:g
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Memorandum Py :
To : Mr. Stcfl“}'éns Date 8/17/83 ,
From : \

5
N)
|
' ]
L T YT

bets SeIRO T. AGNEW ‘ _ : - ,
58-8211 <

The above-captioned file is presently maintained in 1
the Special File Room of the Records Systems Section, Records

Management Division. You are requested to have the responsible
substantive supervisor review the file to determine if

necessary to continue to maintain the file in the Special File

;;a/\j /,,:(‘/ /‘ (¢
.. ; 3
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