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June 13. 1972 

ADM!l';!STRATIVELY CONFIDENTL-\L 

MEMORANDUM FOR: JOHN EHRLICHMAN 

FRC~..f: JOHN DEAN 

SUBJECT: Estate Plan 

Atta.ched is the latetlt draft by DeMarco of the Estate Plan. You 
will note from the summary (Tab A) that it has been re ..designed 
to minimize the tax problems tI.nd maximize the control factors we 
discussed at our last rneeting with Frank. Gordon and Bob. Irt 
tact. the DeMarco plan is now virtually indistinguishable from the 
Ritzel plan. You will note from the corresoondence from DeNlarco 
(TabB) that copies w'ere also fo'rwarded to Ritzel. Gordon has 
had ....n off-the-record conversation with his former aesocio..te in 
the firm w'bo has been working with Ritzel on the plan and apparently 
they al",o [L=..:: the latest Dz},~arco draft virtu\J.Uy in accord with their 
earlier rcconunendations. 

It seorns we are at last getting close to an agreement with all outside 
counsel as to wha.t the plan should be, although \ve have not yet had 
an "official" rc<sponso from Ritzel and Alexander. You will recall 
that on ~ob.y 23rd John .Alexander wrote you a rather blunt letter 
(Tab C) asking you to put them back in the ball game. Tod forwarded 
that corrcsponnence to me to handle, but I have deferred action 
because I was aware of thl! imminent DeMarco plan and its similarity 
to the Ritzel plan. 

Vlbere do we go from here to get this saga ended and a plan for our 
client? I recommend the fOUOVling actions: 

(1) Thnt you send th(.~ letter at Tab D to John Alexander. 

(2) Th.... t I fol1o\v up th,,· letter with a call to Ritzel, and seek to 
get their recommended changes and genet'a} blessings. 

(3) Th..t I either ret Rit::el a.nel DeMarco together or dh.Tcuss any 
changes ~d.th DcM<.u·co to resolve mattere oi ciiiierence. 
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(4) That if we have a .,Toblem \'IIith Ritzel and Alexander, we ask 
John !.Htc!'ell to intercede anif put the matter to re.st. 

(5) That ':,Fe 'plan a meeting (hopefully of the love feaflt variety) 
with you. I::-:.E, D:!.\1a:rco, Ritzel. Cordon and myself to nail the 
matter down. 

(6) Th3.t we arrange for signing by the client and plan to have 
Ritzel and Del-",larco (possibly Alexander aho) present. 

Agree 

Disagree 

Comments 



~~------------~----------------------------------------------------------------------~-------

DRAFT 

Dear J"OhlU 

I regret that a r.lthcr hectic schedule ha.s made it impose1ble for' 
me to focus on the! development of the President- s Estate Plan 
durin r; the past \V'cd:!J, but ho,c[ully matters have prc~ressed 
witno'l;t me. I understand tho.t Ft"ank Del':Ia.rco has prepared a 
revised draft and forv:arde"d to you lor review. While I have not 
revic'.'/cd the DeMarco draft in detail, it appears to be consistent 
with your earlier recommendations. 

I~ 
I 

I 

I know I speak lor the President when I Bay that he leels your 
concurrence in 4!11;! rccomrncndation i:s essential and" while much 
of the mechanical ph.J,ses ol dC;Tcloping the plan have been ha.ndled 
by the President' 0 C~~li!ornia counsel, he is relying he1.vily on 
your counsel as we'll. Accordindy, I.:lorn hopeful that you wilt 
be able to complete your revie.v of Frank DelvLarco's dralts and 
that we can resolve any dU£crences without delay. 

With best regards and much appreciation, ! am 

Sincerely. 

John Ehrlichman 
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