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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON
Administratively Confidential

September 8, 1971

MEMORANDUM FOR: H.R. HALD®ZMAN
FROM: GORDON STRACHAN G
SUBJECT : President Nixon Memorabilia/

White House Staff Wills

After you reviewed and forwarded my August 10 memorandum on
the status of this project, I again contacted Richard Ritzel
at Mudge Rose about the time frame for his preparation of the
President's estate plan for review by you and John Dean. iHe
indicated that the preliminary materials would be ready

early next week.

A check with John Dean as to the status of his companion
Presidential papers project, however, uncovered a serious
problem. Dean had just talked with Herb Kalmbach in Hawaii.
Kalmbach reported that when he met with the President in
San Clemente (August 27) he and Rose Mary Woods were asked
to review the President's personal matters and to have an
estate plan ready in 90 days.

The question is whether your August 1 memorandum to John Dean
indicating that the President "has absolute confidence in
Ritzel . . . as being the top estate lawyer around . . .°”

and the one who should work toward resolving the "whole
question of papers and his estates, etcl! or whether Kalmbach,
DeMarco 1s to have primary responsibility for preparation

of the President's estate plan.

Recommendation:

Ritzel and Kalmbach jhoul
review. Both shd@ul

both prepare recommendations for
dvised of the other's assignment.

Approve Disapprove

Comment [
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June 26, 197
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ADMINISTRATIVELY CONFIDENTIAL

MEMORANDUM FOR: JOHN EHRLICHMAN
FROM3 : GORDON STRACHAN ,
SUBJECT3 Ppesident's Estate Plg(p; Mo,

You asked me to call John Alexander to obtain the
Rose draft documents of the President's Estate Plan, '
John Alexander was out of town and on John Dean's advice K
I talked with Dick Ritzel, I told Mr, Ritzel that we

would like to have his draft documents and comments on

DeMarco's materials by June 30, Mr, Ritzdl was civil

to me only because I was his Associate for two years.

In response to the substance of your request, Mr, Ritzel
said he needs final word on the use of the papers for

Mrs, Nixon's benefit upon the President's death, The
question is whether all papers are to go to the irrevocable
trust or whether whe is to have a limited power to appoint
the proceeds to issue, The DeMarco draft does not address
itself to the question and instead gives her a general
power of appointment to dispose of the papers in any way
she sees fit,

Mr, Ritzel will prepare documents which implement the
Mudge Rose plan dnd DeMarco's statement of what he hoped
his documents would do. My own reading of the DeMarco
documents confirms the lack of conformity between his
statement and his documents, Mr, Ritzel will not redraft
DeMarco's documents as the risk of error would be too

at, He will begin work on the Mudge Rose documents

iately but would not commit to a date,
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ADMINISTRATIVELY CONFIDENTIAL

June 26, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR? : JOHN EHRLICHMAN ‘
FROM1 GORDON STRACHAN ¥
SUBJECT¢ ggasident'a Estate Plan

You asked me to call John Alexander to obtain the Mudge
Rose draft documents of the President's Estate Plan,
Jochn Alexander was out of town and on John Dean's advice
I talked with Dick Ritzel, I told Mr, Ritzel that we
would like to have his draft documents and comments on
DeMarco's materials by June 30, Mr, Ritzél was civil

to me only because I was his Associate for two years.

In response to the substance of your request, Mr, Ritzel
sald he needs final word on the use of the papers for
Mrs. Nixon's benefit upon the President's death. The A
question is whether all papers are to go to the irrevocable
trust or whether fhe is to have a limited power to appoint
the proceeds to issue. The DeMarco draft does not address -
itself to the question and instead gives her a general

power of appointment to dispose ot the papers in any way

she sees fit.

F b_ﬁ wor vl .

Mr, Ritzel will prepare documents which implement the
Mudge Rose plan dnd DeMarco's statement of what he hoped
his documents would do. My own reading of the DeMarco
documents confirms the lack of conformity between his
statement and his documents, Mr. Ritzel will not redraft
DeMarco's documents as the risk of error would be too
great., He will begin work on the Mudge Rose documents
immediately but would not commit to a dates
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TELEX 127889

May 23, 1972

Honorable John D. Ehrlichman
Assistant to the President

for Domestic Affairs '

The White House
Washington, D. C.

-~

Dear John: TS

I am sorry that we have had so much trouble

getting together on the telephone. In view of the
difficulty, it seems perhaps best to write you to let
you know the points Dick Ritzel and I have wanted to
take up with you. We are quite concerned over the
recent developments regarding the President's estate
plan. To recapitulate the recent history briefly:

As you:will recall, there seemed to be some

initial problem as to final responsibility for the
development of a plan but this appeared to be put at

rest from your remarks to us and from a telephone talk
with the President shortly before Christmas in which

he told Dick and me we had the ultimate responsibility

for his estate plan. Shortly thereafter we submitted

a plan based upon our best understanding of the President's
wishes and, of course, pointing out questions that needed
to be answered. Although we did not see the President

on this plan, we were advised that as a result of a
conference you and John Dean had with the President there
should be a revision to represent the then views. Accord-
ingly, such a revision was prepared and circulated to

the interested parties.




This was the plan on which Frank De Marco com-
mented in his memorandum recommending some different
proposals. His suggestions seemed to us so different
from our understanding of what was desired that we were
very much troubled as to whether we properly understood
his memorandum, particularly since in the memorandum he
expressed the view that there would be no estate tax on
Mrs. Nixon's death, although the plan involved a transfer
of property by her with a retained life estate. After
a review of the entire situation and consideration of the
various legal points and extensive discussions here, Dick
Ritzel wrote Frank pointing out the problems raised by his
memorandum and reiterating ‘the view we held that, according
to our information, the plan we had suggested met the
President's wishes. .

A few days later, Frank De Marco and John Dean
telephoned on a conference phone from the White House
regarding what appeared to be a conflict of views between
Frank and us. It was, of course, disturbing to us that
an extended conference had been held on the whole matter
at the White House without our participation. During
the course of the conversation,K it appeared rather clearly
that there had been a misunderstanding of certain aspects.
Furthermore, for the first time we learned that Frank
De Marco had submitted a further revision which we have
not yet seen, although Dick asked John Dean to send us a

CODPY «

My purpose in writing this letter is to express
considerable concern over what seems to be a lack of
direction in the situation. Normally, if we are working
with another law firm on a matter, our wish is to try to
sit down together and reconcile views, if possible, and
if not, at least to have a clear-cut difference of opinion
on which all parties in interest can focus. I think it
is most unfortunate in this case if a similar procedure
cannot be adopted and it would be a most unhappy result
if ultimately the President did not have a firm recommenda-
tion based upon his wishes. Frankly, at this moment we
are somewhat in doubt as to what those wishes are, in view
of the recent developments. Our suggestion is that a
further conference on the whole subject be arranged to be
held either in Washington or New York, and Dick and I
shall be glad to adjust our schedules to try to arrange
a mutually convenient time.

Dick joins me in sending best regards.

Sincerely,

\ L/

JHA: fj Vs W
John H. Alexander
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