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95TH CONGRESS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES REPORT
2d Session O No. 95-1743

IN THE MATTER OF

REPRESENTATIVE EDWARD R. ROYBAL

OCToBER 6, 1978.-Referred to the House Calendar and ordered to be printed

Mr. FLYNT, from the Committee on Standards of Official Conduct,
submitted the following

REPORT

[To accompany H. Res. 1416]

INTRODUCTION TO REPORT

After hearing testimony from Tongsun Park in executive and
public session and after an inquiry conducted on the initiative of
the Committee on Standards of Official Conduct (the "Committee")
and pursuant to House Resolution 252, the committee on July 12,
1978, filed a Statement of Alleged Violation charging Representa-
tive Edward R. Roybal with four violations of the Code of Official
Conduct of the House of Representatives. All four charges grew out
of Representative Roybal's receipt or use of $1,000 in cash from
Tongsun Park on or about August 22, 1974, and his subsequent
testimony before the committee with respect thereto. A public
hearing was held at which Representative Roybal was represented
by counsel and, after the submission of evidence and written and
oral arguments by the attorneys for Representative Roybal and by
the committee's staff, the committee on September 27, 1978 by a
vote of 9 to 0, found that three of the charges had been sustained
by clear and convincing evidence. It amended the language of two
of the charges.

The committee found that it had been established by clear and
convincing evidence that: (1) Representative Roybal failed to report
a $1,000 cash contribution he received from Tongsun Park on or
about August 22, 1974; (2) Representative Roybal converted the
$1,000 contribution from Tongsun Park to his own use; and (3)
Representative Roybal gave "testimony which he did not believe to
be true", when he denied under oath that he received the contribu-
tion.

A motion to sustain the fourth count failed, by a vote of 2 to 6,
with one Member present and not voting.
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The committee further voted, 9 to 0, to recommend that, as a
result of its findings, Representative Roybal be censured.

This report summarizes the findings made by the committee and
the procedures followed with respect to the said Statement of Al-
leged Violation. The record of the hearing with respect to the
Statement of Alleged Violation is set forth in full as appendix to
this report. DISCUSSION

After widespread press reports of efforts by the Government of
the Republic of Korea to influence U.S. foreign policy by giving
money and other things of value to Members of Congress, the
House on February 9, 1977, unanimously adopted House Resolution
252. That resolution directed the committee to conduct a "full and
complete inquiry and investigation to determine whether Members
of the House of Representatives, their immediate families, or their
associates accepted anything of value, directly or indirectly, from
the Government of the Republic of Korea or representatives there-
of." 1

In pursuing the investigation mandated by House Resolution 252,
the committee from February 28 through March 9, 1978, heard
testimony from Tongsun Park in executive session. Thereafter,
Tongsun Park testified publicly before the committee on April 3
and 4, 1978.2 On both occasions he testified to making a $1,000 cash
campaign contribution to Representative Roybal.

After taking testimony in executive session from Representative
Roybal and others with respect to the $1,000 contribution, the
committee filed, on July 12, 1978, a Statement of Alleged Viola-
tion 3 against Representative Roybal, which provided in its entirety
as follows:

STATEMENT OF ALLEGED VIOLATION

In the matter of-

CONGRESSMAN EDWARD R. ROYBAL

Count 1

From on or about August 1974, to on or about November 1974,
Edward R. Roybal, the respondent, who at all times relevant to this
Statement of Alleged Violation was a Member of the House of
Representatives, did conduct himself in a manner which did not
reflect creditably on the House of Representatives (in violation of
Rule 1 of the Code of Official Conduct of the House of Representa-
tives) and did violate section 302(b) of the Federal Election Cam-
paign Act of 1971, in that he did receive a contribution in excess of

Sec. 3 of H. Res. 252 provides that the committee: "after appropriate notice and hearing,
shall report to the House of Representatives its recommendations as to such action, if any, that
the committee deems appropriate by the House of Representatives as a result of any alleged
violation of the Code of Official Conduct or of any law, rule, regulation, or other standard of
conduct applicable to the conduct of such Member, officer, or employee in the performance of
his duties or the discharge of his responsibilities."

2That testimony is reported in Hearings before the House Committee on Standards of Official
Conduct, Korean Influence Investigation, part 2, 95th Congress, 2d session (1978).

3 A "Statement of Alleged Violation" is the name given by the Committee's Rules of Proce-
dure to a charge filed after an investigation conducted on the initiative of the committee. The
committee files such a charge, according to its Rules of Procedure, only if it determines that
there is "reason to believe" that a violation of the Code of Official Conduct or any other law,
rule, regulation, or standard of conduct applicable to a Member or House employee has taken
place.



$10, to wit, a $1,000 cash contribution on or about August 22, 1974,
from Tongsun Park, either for a political committee, to wit, the
Roybal Campaign Committee, or for himself and failed within 5
days of receipt thereof or at any later time to render an account
thereof to the Treasurer of said Committee including the name of
the contributor or to file a report himself with the Clerk of the
House of Representatives including the name of the contributor.
(Rule XLIII (1) Rules of the House of Representatives; Public Law
92-225, Section 302(b), 304)

Count 2

Commencing in or about August 1974, the said Edward R. Roybal
did violate rule 6 of the Code of Official Conduct of the House of
Representatives and did convert a campaign contribution of $1,000
in cash from Tongsun Park to his personal use and did fail to keep
his campaign funds separate from his personal funds. (Rule XLIII
(6), Rules of the House of Representatives.)

Count 3

On or about February 1, 1978, Edward R. Roybal, the respondent,
did conduct himself in a manner which did not reflect creditably
on the House of Representatives (in violation of rule 1 of the Code
of Official Conduct of the House of Representatives) and did give
testimony which he did not believe to be true (in violation of
section 1621 of title 18 of the United States Code) in that, having
taken an oath before a competent tribual, to wit, the Committee on
Standards of Official Conduct, that he would testify truthfully he
did make the following statements on material matters which he
then and there believed to be false:

Mr. NIELDS [Chief Counsel, special staff conducting the
Korean influence inquiry, Committee on Standards of Offi-
cial Conduct]. Did Tongsun Park ever make any gift to
you?

Mr. ROYBAL. No.
Mr. NIE DVS. Did he ever offer to make a gift to you?
Mr. ROYBAL. No.
Mr. NIELDs. Did he ever make a contribution to any of

your campaigns, either directly to you or to one of the
committees which supported you?

Mr. ROYBAL. He never made a contribution directly to
me and if a contribution was made to my campaign, it
would show up in the reports I have given you. I have read
some of these reports and I see no evidence of the fact Mr.
Park made a contribution to the campaign at all. I don't
think he would be particularly interested in making a
contribution to a Californian, anyway.

Mr. NIELDS. But I take it what you are saying is that
you have no knowledge of his ever making a contribution
to any of your campaigns?

Mr. ROYBAL. I not only have no knowledge, but I have no
evidence in records I have that he ever made a contribu-
tion to my campaign and I see no reason why he should
have made a contribution to my campaign, since first of all
I was not high enough on either the Committee on Foreign



Affairs or Foreign Operations, never handled any of the
Korean legislation, I was most particularly interested in
the Middle East and Latin America. Any legislation that
came through the committee, that is the Committee on
Foreign Operations that included the Middle East, I would
be personally involved in that, and involved also in those
matters which affected Latin America.

Mr. NIELDS. Did Tongsun Park, to your knowledge, ever
offer to make a contribution to any of your campaigns?

Mr. ROYBAL. No, he never did.
(Rule XLIII (1), Rules of the House of Representatives; 18 U.S.C.
sec. 1621)

County

On or about April 25, 1978, Edward R. Roybal, the respondent,
did conduct himself in a manner which did not reflect creditably
on the House of Representatives (in violation of Rule 1 of the Code
of Official Conduct of the House of Representatives) and did give
testimony which he did not believe to be true (in violation of
section 1621 of title 18 of the United States Code) in that, having
taken an oath before a competent tribual, to wit, the Committee on
Standards of Official Conduct, that he would testify truthfully he
did make the following statements on material matters which he
then and there believed to be false:

Mr. NIELDS. What did you do with the funds that you
received from Mr. Park?

Mr. ROYBAL. Well, we put them in the general cash flow
of the Campaign Committee.

Mr. NIELDS. What does that mean?
Mr. ROYBAL. That means it became part of the campaign

moneys which was recorded as part of the campaign
money that came into the committee at that time.

Mr. NIELDS. And who did you turn it in to?
Mr. ROYBAL. I turned it in to either the Chairman of the

Committee who was involved at that time or to my secre-
tary who usually made the deposits.

Mr. NIELDS. Who was your secretary?
Mr. ROYBAL. Dianne Lewis.
Mr. NIELDS. It is possible that you gave this money to

someone other than Dianne Lewis?
Mr. ROYBAL. Oh, it is possible, but not probably. I am

sure that I gave it to Dianne Lewis.
Mr. NIELDS. Can you tell us the name of anyone else to

whom you might have given it?
Mr. ROYBAL. The only other one that I might have given

it to would have been the treasurer of the Committee
which was Roger Johnson, but I don't think that I did. I
think I gave it to Dianne Lewis.

(Rule XLIII (1), Rules of the House of Representatives; 18 U.S.C.
sec. 1621)

After the filing of the Statement of Alleged Violation, Represent-
ative Roybal, through his attorney, filed motions seeking discovery
of materials relevant to the Statement of Alleged Violation, seek-



ing the dismissal of the Statement of Alleged Violation and seek-
ing, in the alternative, a hearing in executive session. He also filed
an answer, all, as provided for in the Committee's Rules of Proce-
dure. The, committee's staff filed a response. Representative Roy-
bal's attorney was supplied with copies of documents obtained by
and depositions and interviews conducted by the staff in its investi-
gation of Representative Roybal's contacts with Tongsun Park.

On September 12, 1978, after hearing from Mr. Roybal's attor-
neys, the committee denied the motion to dismiss the Statement of
Alleged Violation, denied the motion to proceed to a hearing in
executive session, and voted to proceed with an investigative hear-
ing in public session.4 An investigative hearing was held on Sep-
tember 13, 1978.

Prior to the hearing, Representative Roybal was given the oppor-
tunity to request the issuance of subpoenas compelling the attend-
ance of witnesses or the production of documents necressary for his
defense. At the hearing, Representative Roybal's attorneys were
given an opportunity to cross-examine witnesses called by the com-
mittee's staff and to call their own witnesses and offer evidence.
The Congressman testified in his own behalf at the hearing.

The full record of the testimony and exhibits received in evi-
dence at the hearing, Representative Roybal's answer, the staff's
response, opening, statements of counsel for Representative Roybal
and the staff are attached hereto as appendices.

After the conclusion of the hearing, Mr. Roybal's attorney and
committee staff counsel submitted written papers and, on Septem-
ber 27, 1978, made oral arguments to the committee. The papers
submitted and a transcript of the oral arguments are also attached
as appendices to this report.

At the conclusion of the arguments on September 27, 1978, the
committee immediately began deliberations in executive session
and, later that day, announced in public session its findings and
the votes thereon. The committee amended count 1 of the State-
ment of Alleged Violation, by striking out the parentheses enclos-
ing the language "in violation of rule 1 of the Code of Official
Conduct of the House of Representatives" (but not deleting such
language) and by inserting, in lieu of the parentheses, commas. The
committee found, by a vote of 9 to 0, that the count 1 as amended
had been sustained by clear and convincing evidence. The commit-
tee found, by a vote of 9 to 0, that count 2 had been sustained by
clear and convincing evidence. The committee amended count 3, by
striking out the parentheses enclosing the language "in violation of
rule 1 of the Code of Official Conduct of the House of Representa-
tives" (but not deleting such language) and by inserting, in lieu of
the parentheses, commas and by striking the language "in viola-
tion of section 1621 of title 18 of the United States Code." The
committee found, by a vote of 9 to 0, that count 3 as amended had
been sustained by clear and convincing evidence.

In substance, the committee found that on October 22, 1974,
Representative Roybal received a $1,000 cash campaign contribu-
tion from Mr. Tongsun Park which he did not report; and that

' In determining to proceed with an investigation the Committee, pursuant to its own Rules of
the Procedure, must determine that "there is credible evidence of [the respondent's] violation of
the Code of Official Conduct.. " rule 8(bXl).



Representative Roybal converted the contribution to a personal
use. Further the committee found that on February 1, 1978, Repre-
sentative Roybal denied under oath in a deposition before this
committee that he had ever received a contribution from Tongsun
Park, and that he know at the time he testified, that his testimony
was false.

With respect to count 4, the motion to sustain that count did not
pass. On that motion, the vote was 2 ayes, 6 nays, 1 member
present, not voting.

At the same time, the committee announced that it had decided,
by a vote of 9 to 0, to recommended to the House that Mr. Roybal
be censured.

Accordingly, the committee recommends that the House adopt a
resolution in the following form.

HOUSE RESOLUTION

Resolved, That Representative Edward R. Roybal be cen-
sured and that the House of Representatives adopt the
Report of the Committee on Standards of Official Conduct
dated October 6, 1978, In the matter of Representative
Edward R. Roybal.

Statement Pursuant to Rule XI, Clause 2(l)(3)(A)

The committee makes no special oversight findings in this report.
This report was approved by the Committee on Standards of

Official Conduct on October 6, 1978 by a vote of 7 yeas, 1 nay, one
member present, not voting.
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PROPOSED FINDINGS OF FACT SUK:'IT.. :_ C £T2TEE LIP,=

COMMITTEE ON STANDARDS OF OFFICIAL CONDUCT

In the Matter of

EDWARD R. ROYBAL

PROPOSED FINDINGS OF FACT

COUNT I

In Count I it is charged that Edward R. Roybal, res-

pondent, received a campaign contribution from Tongsun Park of

$1,000 in cash in August, 1974, and failed to report it as required

by law.

PROPOSED FINDINGS OF FACT ON COUNT I

1. In August of 1974, Tongsun Park gave Edward R.

Roybal, respondent, a campaign contribution of $1,000 in cash.

2. Edward R. Roybal, respondent, failed to report

within five days or at any other time, either to the treasurer

of his Campaign Committee, to the Clerk of the House or to any-

one else, the fact that Tongsun Park had given him the contribution

referred to in Finding No. 1.

DISCUSSION - FINDING NO. 1

Tongsun Park testified that Otto Passman to whom he

had previously paid over $100,000 in cash asked him to come to

his office in order to help two friends of Passman's who needed

campaign funds. Park went to Passman's office carrying two

(9)



*/
envelopes, each containing $1,000 in cash. (R 18-19; 29)

Passman called first Congressman Roybal and then

Congressman John Rarick of Louisiana into his office. In each

case, he introduced Park by name and left the office while Park

made his $1,000 cash campaign contribution in an envelope. (R 20-24)

Park remembered that the contributions were in August

of 1974 because the Louisiana primary is always at about the time

of Korean Independence day (August 15) and the contribution was at

about the time of Rarick's run-off primary. Park pinpointed the

date of the contributions further by reference to a thank you note

from Rarick dated August 23, 1974, which referred to the "kindness

and courtesy which /Park_7 extended to me yesterday." (R 25-26;

Exhibit 1)

Mr. Roybal testified in his first deposition on Feb-

ruary 1, 1978, that he had never received a contribution from Park.

(Exhibit 33, pp. 9, 10)- He admitted at the hearing, however, as

he had admitted during his second deposition on April 25, 1978

(Exhibit 34, p. 2) given after Park's public testimony had

implicated him, that he had received a $1,000 cash contribution

from Park in mid-1974 (R 111). Thus, proposed Finding No. 1

above is undisputed.

*/ References in the form (R ) are to the transcript of the
Edward R. Roybal hearings dated September 13, 1978.

**/ Exhibit 33 is a transcript of Roybal's deposition taken on
February 1, 1978.

***/ Exhibit 34 is a transcript of Roybal's deposition taken on
A-p-ril 25, 1978.



The campaign treasurer never received $1,000 in cash from Mr. Roybal.

(R 49) (Roybal's personal receipts report indicate that he, as

distinguished from his Committee, neither received nor expended any

campaign funds during 1974 (Exhibits 2-9)). Consequently, the

proof establishes that Roybal did not put the money to a campaign

use and his Committee never received it.

At Roybal's second deposition, in which he admitted

receipt of Park's money, he referred to a deposit ticket dated

February 21, 1974, showing a $1,200 cash deposit into the campaign account

and testified that he received the money from Tongsun Park in

February, 1974, and turned the money in to his California District

employee, Diane Lewis for deposit into the campaign account.

(Exhibit 34, pp. 10-14; Exhibit 20)

Diane Lewis testified at the hearing, however, that

although she had received cash from Mr. Roybal in February, 1974,

and deposited it into his campaign account, Roybal had told her at

the time that it came from the "Jewish Community." Moreover,

it was $1,200 not $1,000. She testified further that this was*/
the only cash Roybal had given to her. (R 95-96)-

Finally, after Lewis testified at the hearing, Roybal

conceded in his own testimony that the money in February, 1974, was

from the Jewish Community. (R 109) He then testified as follows:

"Mr. Fields. Is it still your testimony, Mr. Roybal
that you turned this thousand dollars in cash (i.e., the money
received from Park) over to someone else involved in your campaign?

*I Roger Johnson, the Campaign Treasurer, denies ever receiving
$l,000 in cash from Roybal. (R 49)



DISCUSSION - FINDING NO. 2

Neither the reports filed by Mr. Roybal personally nor

those filed by his Campaign Committee with the Clerk of the House

of Representatives during the year 1974 discloses any contribution

by Tongsun Park. (Exhibits A, 2-17) The treasurer of Roybal's

Campaign Committee Roger Johnson - testified that Roybal never

told him of a contribution from Tongsun Park (R 49). Finally,

Mr. Roybal admitted in his testimony at the hearing that he never told

anyone that Tongsun Park gave him a contribution. (R 111) Thus,

proposed Finding of Fact No. 2 is also undisputed.

COUNT II

Count II charges that Mr. Roybal converted the $1,000

contribution from Park to his own personal use.

PROPOSED FINDING OF FACT

Mr. Roybal failed to turn the $1,000 contribution

received from Park in to-his Campaign Committee or cause it to be

deposited to his campaign account and instead, converted it to

his personal use.

DISCUSSION

According to Mr. Park's testimony and the letter from

Rarick, the contribution was received on August 22, 1974. After

,July, 1974, there are no deposits of cash to the bank account into

which Roybal's Campaign Committee placed contributions, except for

a deposit of $365 in cash on October 29, 1974. (Exhibits B, 18-31)



Mr. Roybal. I firmly believe that I did turn the money
in to someone in the campaing, but I do not have documentary
evidence to prove that.

Mr. Nields. What did you tell them?

Mr. Roybal. Sorry, I didn't hear.

Mr. Nields. What did you tell them about the money?

Mr. Roybal. At the time that the money in question was
turned in, I did say that it had been given to me by friends
in the Jewish Community.

Mr. Nields. You mean you are saying now that you made
that remark about the Tongsun Park money?

Mr. Roybal. No, I say that I made that remark at the
time I turned over some money to Diane Lewis. I am agreeing
with her statement.

Mr. Nields. I understand that. But what did you say when
you turned over Tongsun Park's money?

Mr. Roybal. I don't know that I turned over Tongsun
Park's money.

Mr. Nields. That was my question. What did you do with
the Tongsun Park money?

Mr. Roybal. If I had documentary evidence to show what
I had done with the Tongsun Park money I would have presented that.

Mr. Nields. So you can't tell us whether you turned the
Tongsun Park money over to anyone? I understand how you have just
testified. You do not know now whether you gave that money to anyone?

Mr. Roybal. That is correct, I do not know.

Mr. Nields. So you may have kept it?

Mr. Roybal. It could be, yes." (R 115-117 emphasis added)

In sum, the staff has proved by clear and convincing

evidence that the money from Park was received in August, 1974, and no

money was turned in to the campaign or its bank account after August,



1974. Moreover, the original explanation by Mr. Roybal that the

Park money was turned in to Diane Lewis and deposited in February, 1974,

in addition to being inconsistent with evidence establishing the date of

its receipt as August, 1974, is also contradicted by Diane Lewis

and later Roybal. Both testified at the hearing that the February

deposit came from Roybal's friends in the Jewish Community. Finally,

in the face of this proof, Roybal admitted that he may have kept

Tongsun Park's money. Thus, the evidence supports a finding by this

Committee that Mr. Roybal failed to turn the $1,000 in cash received

from Tongsun Park in to his Campaign Committee or bank account; and

that he converted it to his personal use.

COUNT III

In Count III, Mr. Roybal is charged with giving testimony

which he believed to be false during his February 1, 1978, deposition

when he denied receiving any gift or to his knowledge any campaign

contribution from Tongsun Park.

PROPOSED FINDINGS OF FACT ON COUNT III

1. Mr. Roybal testified falsely under oath on a matter

material to the Korean Influence Investigation when on February 1,

1978, he testified that Tongsun Park made no gift, nor to his

knowledge, a campaign contribution to him.

2. At the time he gave such testimony, he believed it to

be false.

DISCUSSION - FINDING NO. 1

As set forth in the discussion under Count I, this finding

is now undisputed.



INTRODUCTION - FINDING NO. 2

Roybal concedes now that he received a $1,000 cash con-

tribution from Tongsun Park in Otto Passman's office. He argues

now, however, that his testimony to the contrary on February 1,

1978, was not perjurious because he was not then aware that the

contribution was from Park. He claims that he did not catch

Park's name when they were introduced, and'consequently was aware

only that he received a contribution from a Korean in Otto Passman's

office. He would, therefore, have responded differently if he

had known the Korean's name. This claim is refuted by the fact

that Roybal was also asked in his February 1 deposition whether

he had received anything from a Korean National, and Roybal still

failed to disclose the contribution in Otto Passman's office.

DISCUSSION - FINDING NO. 2

Park testified that Mr. Roybal and he were introduced to

each other by name; and that they greeted each other somewhere in

the Rayburn building at a later time. (R 20, 30) Those are the

only two times, so far as the record reflects, that the two met

each other. Nonetheless, the passing of $1,000 in cash in a

white envelope the largest such contribution Mr. Roybal ever

received ( R 112) - in the office of Otto Passman (who had excused

himself from the scene) is undoubtedly a memorable event.

Mr. Roybal would be especially likely to remember it in February,

1978, when Mr. Roybal was aware - as he conceded (R 121-122)

of newspaper publicity concerning Tongsun Park and other Koreans
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passing cash in little white envelopes to Members of Congress and

publicity concerning the relationship between Otto Passman and

Tongsun Park. Nonetheless, Mr. Roybal has claimed that he did

not catch Park's name when Passman introduced them; that Roybal

consequently did not know who gave him the contribution; and that,

therefore, he did not know when asked in February, 1978, that

Tongsun Park had handed him $1,000 in cash. (R 106-107) Nothing

else appearing,this claim by Mr. Roybal that he was unaware of

the name of the person who gave him the largest cash contribution

of his life would be hard to accept. In light of the

other evidence set forth below, the staff submits that the claim

is incredible; and that Mr. Roybal denied receiving the money

from Park not because he did not know his name but because he had no

intention of ever disclosing the event which took place in Passman's

office during which he received $1,000 in cash.

First of all, Mr. Roybal - at the February 1 deposition

testified to having had a great deal of knowledge about Mr. Park.

His testimony was as follows:

"Mr. Nields. Do you know a man named Tongsun Park?

Mr. Roybal. I know him by sight and reputation.

Mr. Nields. Have you ever met him?

Mr. Roybal. I don't think I have ever met him per-
sonally but he is known by every member of the House and Senate.

Mr. Nields. Do you mean by reputation or because you have
seen them? /sic/



Mr. Roybal. No, by reputation. I think we know every
lobbyist in the House of Representatives and he was just another
lobbyist.

Mr. Nields. For what?

Mr. Roybal. It is my information that he was a rice
broker who bought and sold rice and that was his main function.

Mr. Fields. For what was he a lobbyist?

Mr. Roybal. For the purchase and sale of rice, par-
ticularly, not necessarily a legislative advocate but a merchant
who bought and sold rice on the open market - in the world market,
excuse me.

Mr. Nields. In what manner did he lobby, Congressman,
in that connection with that business?

Mr. Roybal. I don't know that he ever lobbyied Congress
directly but I do know he was known as a lobbyist who was interested
in rice and was known to be a businessman who negotiated rice deals
and it is my understanding he was particularly interested in supplying
Korea for rice, which to me, was a surprise even knowing that Korea
needed rice.

Mr. Nields. Did you ever learn that he was a lobbyist
for the Government of Korea?

Mr. Roybal. No. I never knew he was a lobbyist for
Korea or any other government. I always thought him to be a
businessman, a rice broker who was interested in legislation which
affected the purchase of rice, the sale and the distribution of rice.

Mr. Nields. Were you aware of the names of any individual
Congressmen whom he lobbyied in connection with his rice business?

Mr. Roybal. I was a member of the Committee on Foreign
Affairs for seven years and also the Committee on Foreign Operations
and have been a member of that committee for an additional seven
years. I have never known him to lobby any member of either the
Foreign Affairs Committee or the Committee on Foreign Operations
which is a part of the Committee on Appropriations.

So when I use the term, "lobbyist," it is a term used to
describe someone who is doing some kind of lobbying on the Hill
but not necessarily someone with whom I have had contact. The same
is true with other lobbyists on the Hill. We know who they are
but they don't lobby you directly when you are not high enough
on a committee to be of any assistance.



Mr. Fields. From whom do you know that he lobbyied?

Mr. Roybal. I don't know of anyone he lobbyied.

Mr. Nields. From whom did you learn that he was a
lobbyist?

Mr. Roybal. No one in particular; whether he was registered
or not, that's not for us to determine. It was just general rumor.
Just as it is rumored you are the attorney for the committee you are
working for. I am not so sure you are; but it is the same assumption
as to the lobbyist.

Mr. Nields. I take it your belief that he was a lobbyist
was based on a conversation with someone or some group of people.

Mr. Roybal. I don't think that was a subject matter
important enough to be discussed by members of the House. I think
it was just a general assumption that someone was a lobbyist.

Mr. Nields. How did it come to your attention that
Tongsun Park was a lobbyist?

Mr. Roybal. I suppose by general knowledge. His name
was constantly in the paper. He was known as a socialite, as an
individual who would have social events, as one whose reputation was
such that if you had a fund raiser in Washington, D. C., he was
always good for at least a table. Since I never had a fund raiser
in Washington, D. C., I don't know that to be a common fact.

Mr. Nields. But you don't know the name of any Congressman
who ever mentioned his name to you?

Mr. Roybal. It all depends on what you mean, "mentioned
his name."

Mr. Fields. Spoke his name in your presence.

Mr. Roybal. Oh, I suppose there were occasions when his
name was spoken in my presence but I don't remember the circumstances.

Mr. Nields. Do you recall who mentioned his name?

Mr. Roybal. No, I don't.

Mr. Nields. But the individual was well known enough to
have him pointed out by any Member of Congress, particularly
Members of the Committee on Foreign Affairs and the Committee on
Foreign Operations.
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Do you remember him being pointed out to you by anyone
in particular?

Mr. Roybal. Not necessarily pointed out, but when you
are around here long enough, you more or less get information via the
process of osmosis, so you have a pretty good idea as to who is
doing the lobbying on Capitol Hill. If a Member of Congress did
know that, he is not alert to know what is going on. (Exhibit 33,
pp. 5-9, emphasis added)

Mrs. Fenwick. Were you aware of the interest of the rice
merchant, Mr. Park, in California rice?

Mr. Roybal. No, I was not. I thought most of the rice
that he was interested in came from perhaps another state, but he
was most interested in getting rice at a price at which he could
make a profit. It is my understanding that it was quite a profitable
business.

Mrs. Fenwick. What other state came to your attention?

Mr. Roybal. I suppose Louisiana rice, also California
rice, because we do grow rice in California and it is a rice-
producing state. But it so happens I represent the downtown
section of Los Angeles and there isn't a single grain of rice
that grows in my district. Therefore, he wouldn't be interested
in my district. (Exhibit 33, p. 20, emphasis added)

Mr. Nields. Have you ever talked to Congressman Passman
about rice?

Mr. Roybal. I have talked to Congressman Passman about
rice for Korea. Congressman Passman was quite interested in Korea.
In fact, all legislation pertaining to Korea was handled by Mr.
Passman. He gave me the opportunity to deal with the Middle East and
Latin America. On various occasions together with statements made
on the floor, indicated he was interested in Korea. There is no
,secret of the fact that he did promote the best interests of Korea.
He was interested in Korea as a whole. But never did I hear Congress-
man Passman ask me or anyone in the committee about anything with
regard to the sale of rice directly.

Mr. Nields. Did he ever mention the name Tongsun Park
to you?
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Mr. Royal. I don't remember that he ever mentioned the
name Tongsun Park to me, no.

Mr. Nields. Did you ever attend a luncheon --

Mr. Roybal. But everyone around knew Tongsun Park, so
when one was talking about the sale of rice to Korea, you did not
have to be too smart to know who was handling. Everyone knew it,
including the clerks around here. Anyone who has been on the Hill
for any time at all and was familiar with the needs of Korea for
more rice; and if they did know, they suspected that Mr. Park
was a rice broker and was involved and would get the business."
(Exhibit 33, pp. 21-22, emphasis added)

In light of this testimony, it is difficult to conclude

that when Mr. Roybal was introduced to Tongsun Park by Otto Passman

and received $1,000 in cash from him, that he did not know who

Park was.

Second, and of conclusive significance, Mr. Roybal was

asked in the February I deposition not only whether he received

a contribution from Park, whose name he now claims he did not

know, but whether he received a contribution from any Korean

National. The testimony is as follows:

"Mr. Nields. To your knowledge, has any Korean National
made a contribution to any of your campaigns for Congress?

Mr. Roybal. I have in my district, a place called Little
Korea and I have fund raisers in my own district and I assume that
there have been Koreans who have made contributions to my campaign,
that is by buying, perhaps, a ticket to one of my fund raisers.
If that is the case, then the name of that particular individuals Lsic/
will be found in tie records I have given you." (Exhibit 33,
,pp. 12-13)

Since Roybal later testified that, at the time of the contribution,

he believed Park to be one of the "people from Korea" whose visits

to Passman's office were arranged by the State Department (Exhibit 34,



p. 6), there is no credible explanation for why he failed to disclose the

contribution in Otto Passman's office in response to the above question.

The Committee is left with only one reasonable inference: Mr. Roybal

did not wish to disclose Park's contribution to the Committee and

was prepared to lie in order to avoid it.

The motivation for this willingness to lie is clear. First,

although there is no evidence that Mr. Roybal was influenced or agreed

to be influenced either by Park or Passman in return for the $1,000,

there is an unseemly atmosphere to this private exchange of cash

arranged but not witnessed by the Chairman of Roybal's subcommittee.

More to the point, the contribution was not reported; and it was

pocketed by Roybal for his personal use. Thus, in order to disclose

the contribution in his testimony, Mr. Roybal would have had to

admit two disciplinable offenses. The staff submits that the

evidence clearly and convincingly establishes that he deliberately

chose not to do this.

COUNT IV

Mr. Roybal is charged in Count IV with giving testimony

which he believed to be false during his April 25, 1978 deposition

when he claimed that he placed the $1,000 in cash received from

Tongsun Park in the "general cash flow of the Campaign Committee"

by turning it in to Diane Lewis.

PROPOSED FINDINGS OF FACT ON COUNT IV

1. Mr. Roybal testified falsely under oath on a matter

material to the Korean Influence Investigation when on April 25,



1978, he testified that he placed Tongsun Park's $1,000 cash

contribution in the general cash flow of the campaign committee by

giving it to Diane Lewis.

2. At the time he gave such testimony he knew it was

false.

DISCUSSION - FINDING NO. 1

For the reasons set forth in the discussion under Count II,

it is no longer really disputed, and the Committee may find, that

Mr. Roybal kept the $1,000 for his own personal use, and failed to

put it in the general cash flow of the Campaign Committee by giving

it to Diane Lewis.

INTRODUCTION - FINDING NO. 2

Mr. Roybal has given four versions of the facts regarding

the $1,000 contribution from Park. His most recent version is that

he may have pocketed the contribution, but that during his April 25

deposition when he testified to the contrary, he actually believed

that he turned it in to his Campaign Committee. This version is

incredible. Pocketing a $1,000 campaign contribution is improper.

Mr. Roybal would not forget whether he pocketed the largest cash

contribution ever received in his life.

DISCUSSION - FINDING NO. 2

In Roybal's first version of the facts given on Feb-

ruary 1, 1978, Mr. Roybal denied receiving a contribution from

Park or any Korean National (except contributions from Koreans

in his district whose names appear in hiscampaign reports).



(Exhibit33, pp. 9, 12-13) In his second version, given on March 10

or 13, after he heard that Park had implicated him, he told Jeffrey

Harris and John Nields, Jr., Counsel to the Committee, that he re-

ceived a contribution through Otto Passman from one of Passman's

supporters - which might have been Park - but that he never

received it directly from Park or any oriental. (R 65-67)

In his third version of the facts given on April 25, 1978, after

Park testified vividly in public to his direct contribution to

Mr. Roybal, Roybal conceded that he received the money directly

from Park but claimed that a February 21, 1974 deposit ticket

showed that he turned it in through Diane Lewis to his campaign

account. (Exhibit 34, pp. 10-14; R 97) At the public hearing,

after hearing the evidence proving that he received the con-

tribution in August, not February, and the proof that the February

deposit ticket reflected money from the Jewish Community, not

Park, Mr. Roybal gave his fourth version of the facts. He

admitted that he may have kept the money, but claimed that he was not

aware on April 25 (when he testified) that he had kept the money.

This fourth version of the facts is no more credible than

any of the first three. It is incredible that a man could forget

whether or not he pocketed the largest cash contribution he ever

,received in his life. A detail concerning an innocent disposition

*/ The Committee may find that this was an attempt to tell a version
of the facts which might be consistent with Park's testimony without
necessarily contradicting Roybal's own testimony given earlier under
oath.
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of the money might conceivably be forgotten. An unlawful disposition

of the money would not.

The evidence clearly and convincingly establishes

that Roybal believed his answers given in the April 25, 1978

deposition to be false.

The staff also recommends that the Committee also find

separately that the charge in each of the four counts of the

Statement of Alleged Violation has been sustained.

Respectfully submitted,

John W. Nields, Jr.
Chief Counsel
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PROPOSED FINDINGS OF FACT SUBMITTED BY CONGRESSMAN ROYBAL

THE COMMITTEE ON STANDARDS OF OFFICIAL CONDUCT

IN THE MATTER OF

CONGRESSMAN EDWARD R. ROYBAL

RESPONDENT'S PROPOSED
FINDINGS OF FACT

COUNT ONE

1. The Committee finds by clear and convincing evidence

that Edward R. Roybal of California violated Rule 1 of the

Code of Conduct of the House of Representatives, in that he

received a contribution in excess of $10.00, to wit, a $1,000

cash contribution, on or about August 22, 1974, from Tongsun

Park for purposes of his re-election campaign and failed

within five days of the receipt thereof or at any later

time to render an accounting thereof to the Treasurer of

his campaign, including the name of the contributor or to

file a report himself with the Clerk of the House of Repre-

sentatives, including the name of the contributor.

COUNT TWO

2. The Committee finds that it has not been established

by clear and convincing evidence that the campaign contrib-

ution which Edward R. Roybal received in 1974 was converted

t27)



to his personal use and benefit and kept separate from his

personal funds, and hence he did not violate Rule 6 of the

Code of Conduct of the House of Representatives.

3. In support of this conclusion, the Committee finds:

(a) That it was the intent of Tongsun Park to

make a campaign contribution of $1,000 to

Edward R. Roybal.

(b) That it was accepted by Edward R. Roybal as

a campaign contribution to aid his re-election

to the House of Representatives.

(c) That Edward R. Roybal has testified that

despite his failure to report the campaign

contribution he received as required by law,

he stated that he used those funds in his re-

election campaign.

(d) That the staff has the burden of establishing

by clear and convincing evidence that the money

received was converted to the personal use of

Edward R. Roybal, and that he failed to keep

those campaign funds separate from his personal

funds.

(e) That the evidence at best is in equipoise;

therefore, there is no clear and convincing

proof that Edward R. Roybal converted this

campaign contribution.



COUNT THREE

4. The Committee finds that it has not been established

by clear and convincing evidence that Edward R. Roybal on

February 1, 1978 perjured himself in a deposition given to

this Committee and hence did not violate Rule 1 of the Code

of Conduct of the House of Representatives.

5. In support of this conclusion, the Committee finds:

(a) On February 1, 1978, Edward R. Roybal gave

testimony under oath before this Committee

pursuant to House Resolution 252.

(b) At the time he testified, he believed he had

checked sufficiently to enable him to assert

what he thought to be the truth -- that he had

not received money from Tongsun Park.

(c) His testimony was erroneous.

(d) He corrected it on April 25, 1978, in a second

deposition to this Committee.

6. On the occasion of his original testimony, Edward R.

Roybal did not intend to lie or to deceive his questioners,

this Committee or the House of Representatives. Therefore,

his erroneous testimony was not perjury because, at the-time

he gave it:



(a) lie did not and had no reason to believe

that what he was testifying to before the

Committee was false; and

(b) He did not intend to convey the information,

knowing or believing at the time he testified

that it was false.

COUNT FOUR

7. The Committee finds that it has not been established

by clear and convincing evidence that Edward R. Roybal on

April 25, 1978 perjured himself in a deposition given to

this Committee and hence did not violate Rule 1 of the Code

of Conduct of the House of Representatives.

8. In support of this conclusion, the Committee finds:

(a) On April 25, 1978, Edward R. Roybal gave

testimony under oath before this Committee

pursuant to House Resolution 252.

(b) At the time he testified, he believed he had

checked sufficiently to enable him to assert

what he thought to be the truth -- that he

had received a campaign contribution from

someone he presumed at the time of his April

deposition to be Tongsun Park; that he re-

ceived that campaign contribution in February,

1974; that he gave it to his campaign person-

nel for deposit into the campaign account;

that the deposit slip in February, 1974



showing the $1,200 cash deposit suggested

to him that this was approximately when he

received and deposited the campaign con-

tribution.

(c) His testimony respecting the timing of his

receipt and of the deposit of this campaign

contribution was erroneous.

9. Edward R. Roybal's testimony was the product of

mistaken recollection.

10. Edward R. Roybal's testimony was premised on his

reasonable and then uncontroverted presumption that any cam-

paign contributions he received were put into his campaign

account.

11. The Committee notes and finds that Edward R. Roybal

has been in public office for thirty years, sixteen of which

have been spent in the House of Representatives, and that

during the entire period of his public service, he has en-

joyed a most excellent reputation for truthfulness and hon-

esty, and his campaigns have been conducted without any

complaints of campaign irregularity.

12. Edward R. Roybal reasonably believed, therefore, that

the record of deposit in February, 1974, first checked by him

in 1978, four years later, bore out his assumption.

13. On the occasion of his April 25, 1978 deposition,

Edward R. Roybal did not intend to lie or to deceive his
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questioners, this Committee or the House of Representatives.

14. Edward R. Roybal's honest mistake of fact concerning

the events surrounding the timing of his receipt and of the

deposit of the campaign contribution he received from Tongsun

Park does not constitute a knowing and intentional act of

testimonial deception. Therefore, Edward R. Roybal's testi-

mony did not constitute perjury.

Respectfully submitted,

/
'Richard A. Nibey

/ D ' 

Stanton D. Anderson

SURREY, KARASIK AND MORSE
1156 Fifteenth Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005
Telephone: (202) 331-4000

Counsel for Respondent
Edward R. Roybal

Dated: September 25, 1978.



33

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the fore-

going Respondent's Proposed Findings of Fact was hand-delivered,

this 25th day of September, 1978, to John W. Nields, Jr., Esquire,

Chief Counsel, House Committee on Standards of Official Conduct,

Room 3517, House Annex 2, 2nd and D Streets, S.W., Washington,

D.C.

/

Richad A. Hib7 -.
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APPENDIX C

THE COMMITTEE ON STANDARDS OF OFFICIAL CONDUCT

IN THE MATTER OF ) RESPONSE TO STATEMENT

CONGRESSMAN EDWARD R. ROYBAL ) OF ALLEGED VIOLATION

Edward R. Roybal, Respondent, through his counsel,

responds herein to the Statement of Alleged Violation trans-

mitted to him by the Committee on or about July 13, 1978,

as follows:

COUNT ONE

Respondent denies the allegations set forth in this

Count, in that:

(1) He did conduct himself in a manner which

at all times has reflected creditably

on the House of Representatives; and

(2) Any alleged violation of the Federal

Election Campaign Act of 1971 is barred

by the statute of limitations; and

(3) The House of Representatives has no author-

ity to take jurisdiction of offenses-committed

against a previous Congress.

COUNT TWO

Respondent denies the allegations set forth in this

Count, in that:
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(1) He did not convert to his personal use

any campaign contributions that he might

have received in connection with the

Congressional campaign of 1974; and

(2) He did not fail to keep his campaign funds

separate from his personal funds; and

(3) The House of Representatives has no author-

ity to take jurisdiction of offenses committed

against a previous Congress.

COUNT THREE

Respondent denies the allegations set forth in this

Count, in that:

(1) He did conduct himself in a manner which

at all times has reflected creditably

on the House of Representatives; and

(2) The testimony he gave on February 1, 1978

was believed by him to be true and the

product of his best recollection at the

time he gave it; and

(3) When he subsequently determined that the

testimony given on February 1, 1978 may not

have been accurate, he immediately sought to

and did recant his testimony by correcting it

in testimony before the Committee; and
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(4) At the time he gave his testimony on

February 1, 1978, he did not believe

that what he swore to was false and

he did not have the intent to deceive

his questioners by his testimony.

COUNT FOUR

Respondent denies the allegations set forth in this

Count, in that:

(1) He did conduct himself in a manner which

at all times has reflected creditably

on the House of Representatives; and

(2) The testimony he gave on April 25, 1978

was believed by him to be true and the product

of his best recollection at the time he gave

it; and

(3) At the time he gave his testimony on

February 1, 1978, he did not believe

that what he swore to was false and

he did not have the intent to deceive

his questioners by his testimony.

Respectfully submitted,

'Richard A.,Hibey
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Stanton D. An ersbn

SURREY, KARASIK AND MORSE
1156 Fifteenth Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005
Telephone: (202) 331-4000

Counsel for Respondent

Edward R. Roybal

Dated: August 16, 1978.
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APPENDIX D

THE COMMITTEE ON STANDARDS OF OFFICIAL CONDUCT

)
IN THE MATTER OF

)
CONGRESSMAN EDWARD R. ROYAL)

MOTION TO DISMISS
STATEMENT OF ALLEGED VIOLATION

Respondent Edward R. Roybal, through his counsel, respect-

fully moves to dismiss Counts One, Two, Three and Four of

the Statement of Alleged Violation.

As grounds therefor, Respondent submits:

(1) As to Counts One and Two, the House of

Representatives has no authority to

take jurisdiction of offenses committed

against a previous Congress.

(2) As to Counts One, Three and Four, Section

One of the Code of Conduct of the House of

Representatives is unconstitutionally void

for reasons of vagueness.

(3) As to Count One, the lone failure to report

a single campaign contribution does not

reflect discredit upon the House of Repre-

sentatives.
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Respondent respectfully refers the Committee to the

Memorandum of Points and Authorities filed in support of

this Motion.

Respondent respectfully requests the opportunity to

be heard in support of this Motion.

Respectfully submitted,

Ri h d A . H i be y - -

Stanton D. Anderson

SURREY, KARASIK AND MORSE
1156 Fifteenth Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005
Telephone: (202) 331-4000

Counsel for Respondent
Edward R. Roybal

Dated: August 16, 1978.
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THE COMMITTEE ON STANDARDS OF OFFICIAL CONDUCT

IN THE MATTER OF

CONGRESSMAN EDWARD R. ROYBAL

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES
IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS
STATEMENT OF ALLEGED VIOLATION

I.

The House of Representatives Has No
Authority To Take Jurisdiction of Offenses

Committed Against a Previous Congress

Throughout its history, the House of Representatives

(and the Senate as well) has distrusted its power to expel a

Member for actions taken during a prior Congress. The

Supreme Court, in distinguishing between exclusion and expul-

sion from the House, reported this history of reluctance

of the House to punish a member for an offense prior to the

session of the Congress in which disciplinary action was

being contemplated. As far back as 1858, Committees

of the House have consistently reported that the Congress

has no jurisdiction to try a member for an offense that did

not take place during the Congressional session in which the

disciplinary actions are being sought. See Powell v. McCormack,

395 U.S. 486, 506-512, 89 S.Ct. 1944, 1956-1959 (1969), and
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authorities cited therein, and especially the report of the

Select Committee appointed to consider the expulsion of John W.

Langley that stated: .. ----

[I]t must be said that with practical *,,,,

uniformity the precedents in such cases
are to the effect that the House will not "c fl

expel a Member for reprehensible action --
prior to his election as a Member, not
even for conviction for an offense.
On May 23, 1884, Speaker Carlisle decided
that the House had no right to punish a
Member for any offense alleged to have -.-1
been committed previous to the time when
he was elected a Member, and added, "That .
has been so frequently decided in the -
House that it is no longer a matter of
dispute." H.R.Rep. No. 30, 69th Cong.,
Ist Sess., 1-2 (1925). 29/ 395 U.S. at
509, 89 S.Ct. at 1957.

In footnote 29 of the Powell opinion, the Court

quoted the following from expulsion proceedings against two

other Members of the House:

Your committee are of opinion that
the House of Representatives has no auth-
ority to take jurisdiction of violations of
law or offenses committed against a previous
Congress. This is purely a legislative body,
and entirely unsuited for the trial of crimes.
The fifth section of the first article of the
Constitution authorizes "each house to deter-
mine the rules of its proceedings, Punish its
members for disorderly behavior, and, with
the concurrence of two-thirds, expel a member."
This power is evidently given to enable each
house to exercise its constitutional function
of legislation unobstructed. It cannot vest
in Congress a jurisdiction to try a member
for an offense committed before his election;



for such offense a member, like any other
citizen, is amenable to the courts alone.
H.R.Rep. No. 815, 44th Cong., Ist Sess., 2
(1876). See also 15 Cong.Rec. 4434 (1884)
(ruling of the Speaker); H.R.Rep. No. 81,
42d Cong., 3d Sess., 8 (1873) (expulsion of
James Brooks and Oakes Ames); H.R.Rep. No.
179, 35th Cong., 1st Sess., 4-5 (1858) (ex-
pulsion of Orsamus B. Matteson). 395 U.S.
at 509-510'n.29, 89 S.Ct. at 1957-1958 n.29.

In this case, the alleged violations took place in 1974,

during the 93rd Congress. Upon the convening of each new

Congress. Members are duly sworn. A Member's incumbency

-- his membership in a previous Congress -- is irrelevant.

In essence, at the beginning of each new Congress, each

Member is originally sworn as a Member of that Congress.

Therefore, any actions ascribed to Respondent which took

place prior to the convention of this 95th Congress cannot

be the subject of proceedings before this Committee. Therefore,

Counts One and Two must be dismissed.

II.

Section One of the Code of Conduct
Of the House of Representatives
Is Unconstitutionally Void for

Reasons of Vagueness

Constitutional standards of due process govern the manner

in which disciplinary proceedings by the House or one of its

Committees are to be conducted. In Powell, supra, the Supreme

Court recognized that Congressional action with respect to the
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status of Mr. Powell required an interpretation of the Constitu-

tion and a determination according to judicially-manageable

standards.

It is clear from a reading of Section One of the Code of

Conduct that there are no standards defining "creditable" conduct

on the part of a Member. There is no specification of

conduct which is either permissible or proscribed. As a

result, a Member is given no guidance as to what he may or

may not do. The Floor Manager of the House Resolution es-

tablishing the Committee on Standards of Official Conduct

and adopting the Code of Conduct stated that the intent of

the Rule was to reach "any given act or accumulation of acts

which, in the judgment of the committee, are severe enough

to reflect discredit on the Congress." Cong.Rec. H2513

(April 3, 1968). In his statement, he also specifically

"ruled out" equation of this rule with violations of the

criminal code, and opted for a statement that was "subjective"

in its language.

The good intentions of the Congress notwithstanding, Respond-

ent respectfully suggests that in an effort to be responsive to

the moral imperative by which its Members could guide themselves,

it has reduced the formulation of that moral imperative to an

unworkable mandate which, to use the language of the Supreme
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Court, "'fails to give a person of ordinary intelligence fair

notice that his contemplated conduct is forbidden by the stat-

ute,' United States v. Harriss, 347 U.S. 612 ... ", Papachristou

v. City of Jacksonville, 405 U.S. 156, 162, 92 S.Ct. 839, 843

(1972).

In Ricks v. District of Columbia, 414 F.2d 1097 (1968),

the Court struck down various sections of the vagrancy stat-

ute of the District of Columbia. The Court found that the

statutory provision -not giving a good account of himself"

was too loose to satisfy constitutional requirements, stating,

"It takes but little reflection to bring to mind almost immed-

iately the magnitude of the guesswork its application commonly

entails." 414 F.2d at 1104-1105. "Not giving a good account

of himself" can reasonably be construed to be included in

the negative statement of "reflecting creditably" as stated

in Section One of the Code of Conduct. Therefore, the ob-

servation of the Circuit Court applying the constitutional

standards is directly applicable here.

The fact that the cases cited for the articulation of

the constitutional standard involve public penal statutes

does not diminish their significance in this case. These

cases are more akin to the problem of the interpretation of

Section One than are cases involving regulatory agencies,

which have been given greater leeway in providing fair

notice to their constituents of what constitutes offending
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conduct. The classic example is in the legal profession,

where the Code of Professional Responsibility recognizes

the proscription that lawyers must avoid "even the appearance

of impropriety" under Canon 9. What must be noted is that

lawyers, and more specifically, bar associations and courts,

are not left to their own subjective interpretation of what

constitutes the appearance of impropriety, for Disciplinary

Rule 9-101 specifiqally proscribes conduct that would

constitute the appearance of impropriety. /

Disciplinary Rule 9-101 provides:

DR 9-101 Avoiding Even the Appearance
of Impropriety.

(A) A lawyer shall not accept private
employment in a matter upon the
merits of which he has acted in a
judicial capacity.

(B) A lawyer shall not accept private
employment in a matter in which he
had substantial responsibility while
he was a public employee.

(C) A lawyer shall not state or imply
that he is able to influence improperly
or upon irrelevant grounds any tribunal,
legislative body, or public official.

(Footnotes omitted).
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Such is not the case here, for here no standard exists.

No delineation of conduct is set forth, with the result that

a Member, albeit a man of good conscience, can find himself

the subject of charges that could result in his reprimand,

censure or even expulsion from the House of Representatives.

This is an untenable situation, and while Respondent has the

greatest respect for his colleagues, and particularly the

Members of this Committee, he respecfully suggests that,

tested against the standards of due process, Section One

of the Code of Conduct is void for vagueness and therefore

should not be applied in this case.

It should be noted that any reluctance to dismiss

Counts Three and Four underscores the reason why Section One

bf the Code of Conduct is vague. The Floor Manager specif-

ically rejected the notion that offenses charged for viola-

tions of the rules of conduct should be equated with offenses

prosecutable under the criminal law. Therefore, references

to the criminal law, and particularly for purposes of this

argument, to 18 U.S.C. S 1621 (perjury) in Counts Three and

Four, add nothing to the statement of the charges by which

a reasonable person could determine the precise nature of

the wrongdoing with which he has been charged. An essential

element of the crime of perjury is that it be knowingly and
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willfully carried out. There is no allegation of willfulness

in either Count Three or Count Four. There is no allegation

that any of Respondent's testimony was made with the intent

to deceive, which is a recognized element of the crime of

perjury. See United States v. Rose, 215 F.2d 617 (3d Cir.

1954), wherein the Court stated:

Perjury is the willful, knowing
and corrupt giving, under oath, of
false testimony material to the issue
or point of inquiry. An essential
element is that the defendant must
have acted with a criminal intent --
he must have believed that what he
swore to was false and he must have
had the intent to deceime- If there
was a lack of consciousness of the
nature of the statement made or it
was inadvertently made or there was
a mistake of the import, there was no
corrupt motive. 215 F.2d 617, 622-
623 (footnote omitted).

The conclusion to be drawn from this argument might be

hard to accept, but it is the only constitutionally per-

missible one: Section One of the Code of Conduct of the

House of Representatives does not effectively proscribe

a Member from lying under oath. Thus, a prosecution, so

to speak, for the crime of perjury is for the Executive

Branch to initiate; it does not fall within the jurisdic-

tion of the House of Representatives. Therefore, Counts

Three and Four must be dismissed.
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III.

The Lone Failure to Report
A Single Campaign Contribution
Does Not Reflect Discredit Upon
The House of Representatives

The Statement of Alleged Violation charges only the

single failure to report a campaign contribution. There have

been numerous reports of audits of the election campaigns of

both sitting and former Members of Congress. The reports

have revealed that the instances of violations of campaign

reporting laws are legion.

For example, the Clerk of the House and the Secretary

of the Senate conducting audits of campaign candidates to

the House and Senate referred over 6,500 cases to the Depart-

ment of Justice in 1972 and 1973, see Federal Election Cam-

paign Act: Report on Audits, Field Investigations, Complaints

and Referrals in connection with Elections for the United

States Senate in 1972, U.S. Government Printing Office, 1974;

and Report of the Special Committee to Investigate Campaign

Expenditures 1972, House Report No. 93-1, 93rd Cong., 1st

Sess., U.S. Government Printing Office, January 1973. Ac-

cording to the GAO, 420 campaign committees were audited by

it between the period June 1972 and December 16, 1974. On
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the basis of those audits, the GAO found that ill committees

had violations of a nature serious enough to warrant referral

to the Justice Department. See Financing the 1972 Election, by.

Herbert E. Alexander, Citizens Research Foundation, published

by Lexington Books. The GAO developed guidelines to deter-

mine whether certain violations should be referred to the

Justice Department because of their serious nature. Those

violations usually involved large sums of money or deliberate

evasion of the law. A typical violation that the GAO con-

sidered amendable and not subject to transfer to the Justice

Department was, iuter alia, "failure to disclose or to fully

disclose information about donors contributing in excess of

$100, including name, address, occupation, principal place of

business, and date of contribution; and non-disclosure of

receipts for expenditures in excess of $100"-

Those violations the GAO deemed serious enough to refer

to the Justice Department included "improper handling of cash

contributions and failure to keep and maintain adequate books

and records on a current basis on checks and their proceeds

and large balances of cash, and failure to keep and maintain

detailed and exact accounting of currency funds and contribu-

tions that may have been received on or after April 7, 1972,

and failure to disclose details of such contributions."
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Of all these criminal referrals to the Justice Department,

only one resulted in a prosecution against a sitting Member

of the House of Representatives. That Member, Congressman

Hansen, was convicted in a federal court for the same of-

fense (inter alia) for which Respondent is charged in Count

One of the Statement of Alleged Violation. No action under

any section of the Code of Conduct was taken against Mr.

Hansen by this Committee.

Indeed, we are not aware of any disciplinary action

taken by the House against any of its Members as a result

of the reported violations of the Federal Campaign Laws.

Therefore, one can reasonably assume that if such conduct

is proscribed, it is forbidden under the laws of the United

States, but is not cognizable as an offense under Section

One of the Code of Conduct of the House of Representatives.

Respectfully submitted,

/itchard A.)H ibey

Stanton D. Anderson'~'
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SURREY, KARASIK AND MORSE
1156 Fifteenth Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005
Telephone: (202) 331-4000

Counsel for Respondent
Edward R. Roybal
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THE COMMITTEE ON STANDARDS OF OFFICIAL CONDUCT

IN THE MATTER OF

CONGRESSMAN EDWARD R. ROYBAL

MOTION FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS

Pursuant to Rule 12(D) of the Rules of Procedure of the

Committee, Respondent Edward R. Roybal, through his counsel,

respectfully moves the Committee to enter an order providing

for the production of documents and evidence favorable to

Respondent, including, but not limited to, the following:

(1) The names and addresses of all witnesses
the staff intends to call in support of
the charges.

(2) Access to the witness depositions.

[3) Staff notes of interviews of all witnesses.

(4) All documents relating to Mr. rarick.

(5) Evidence favorable to the Respondent.

As grounds therefor, Respondent respectfully refers

the Committee to the attached Memorandum of Points and

Authorities in support of this Motion.
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Respondent requests the opportunity to be heard in

support of this Motion.

Respectfully submitted,

Richa d A. Hibey(

Staton D. Anderson

SURREY, KARASIK AND MORSE
1156 Fifteenth Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005
Telephone: (202) 331-4000

Counsel for Respondent
Edward R. Roybal

Dated: August 16, 1978.
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THE COMMITTEE ON STANDARDS OF OFFICIAL CONDUCT

IN THE MATTER OF )
CONGRESSMAN EDWARD R. ROYBAL

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES
IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR
PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS

Research has failed to uncover any authority controlling

the issue of discovery in investigative proceedings carried

out by this Committee. It would seem, therefore, that dis-

covery should be conducted according to standards of elemental

fairness and due process. The Manual of Offenses and Procedures

published by the Committee for the Korean Influence Investigation

discusses at great length the reduction in standards of evidence

and proof required to establish violations which are cognizable

by the Committee. The thrust of the Manual is to reduce trad-

itional requirements of the criminal law in terms of elemental

proof and the standard by which that proof is to be measured.

The proceeding, in short, is not a criminal one.

The Manual is silent on discovery preliminary to the

conduct of its hearings. Respondent does not advocate a

position which seeks to employ the discovery practice pro-

vided by the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, and accord-

ingly does not seek to propound interrogatories or to re-

quest the taking of depositions.
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However, Respondent respectfully requests that this

Committee adopt the most liberal policy of providing infor-

mation to Respondent to enable him to address fully the

issues raised by the Statement of Alleged Violation and to

enable'his counsel to assist in the preparation and presenta-

tion of his case. Since the conduct which will be the subject

of this Committee's scrutiny is not of such a character as

to suggest that limited access to the staff's information

is either necessary or desirable, fairness would indicate

that the information sought should be immediately forth-

coming.

CATEGORIES OF INFORMATION
AND DOCUMENTS REQUESTED

1. The names and addresses of all witnesses
the staff intends to call in support of
the charges.

Upon informal discovery, respondent has been given the

identity of a number of witnesses whom the staff may call.

To date, the Committee, through its Chief Counsel, John W.

Nields, Jr., Esquire, has specifically refused to identify

a person said to exist who will be a witness in the case.

There seems to be no basis upon which the withholding of

this evidence is justified. This witness has been described
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as one who will testify both in context and quality and

similarly to the testimony of Diane Lewis. Given the

virtual identity of these characteristics between Ms.

Lewis, whose identity has been disclosed and whose tran-

script has been made available to counsel under limited cir-

cumstances, and the unnamed person, no reason seems jus-

tified for withholding the identity of this other witness.

2. Access to the witness transcripts.

Mr. Nields has provided Respondent's counsel with the

transcripts of the Respondent and excerpts of the testimony

of Tongsun Park relating to Respondent.

Counsel has been provided with the opportunity to peruse

the depositions of former Congressman John Rarick and of Diane

Lewis. Counsel are awaiting receipt of the deposition of Roger

Johnson. Physical possession of Mr. Rarick's and Ms. Lewis'

depositions is essential to an efficient and convenient study

of the case materials received or otherwise available to

counsel to date.

No valid reason exists why such testimony, which has

been read in the offices of the staff, cannot now be placed

in the hands of counsel. In addition, for the same reasons

which apply to the identification of the witness referred
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to in Section 1, supra, the transcript of that witness' tes-

timony should be produced. Lastly, if there are any other

witnesses concerning Respondent's case whom the staff may

call, their identity and their depositions should be produced.

3. Staff notes of interviews of all witnesses.

This category of documents, as applied to Respondent's

ce, becomes important to- counsel who are attempting to-

evaluate the evidence which they are receiving from the

staff. These notes, if they exist, will serve as useful

tools, not only for counsel's own investigation of the case,

but also as sources of information by which to evaluate the

credibility of the witnesses whom the staff may call in sup-

port of the charges. In addition, those persons who took the

notes might themselves become witnesses in the event the

need arises to use these notes or to have the note-taker

testify in connection with an issue which arises.

4. All documents relating to Mr. Rarick.

Counsel's understanding of the case against Respondent

is that the date upon which he allegedly received funds from

Tongsun Park is one of the most critical factual elements in
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the case. That date is apparently fixed by a letter pur-

portedly signed by Mr. Rarick and dated August 24, 1974.

Mr. Rarick has denied receiving any money from Mr. Park.

Therefore, his testimony and the testimony of any witnesses

relating to Mr. Rarick's receipt of money from Mr. Park

and that date on which he received any money becomes abso-

lutely critical to Respondent's case.

Accordingly, Respondent respectfully requests that the

Committee order the staff to produce all evidence respect-

ing Mr. Rarick, and especially evidence surrounding the letter

of August 24, 1974.

5. Evidence favorable to the Respondent.

The Supreme Court has recognized in Brady v. Maryland,

373 U.S. 83 (1963), that the prosecution has an affirmative

duty in criminal cases to produce all evidence favorable to

the accused respecting the issue of guilt or innocence of

the accused (as well as punishment). The Brady doctrine,

as it is known, should be applied to the instant case. It

is premised on considerations of fairness and due process,

and such concepts should control the production-of evidence

in this proceeding. Therefore, under Brady principles:



68

-6 -

A. Any evidence tending to show that

Respondent is not responsible for

alleged violations should be produced.

B. Any witness who testified against him who

has any bias, interest, or motive to falsify

should be so identified.

C. The staff should produce any and all agree-

ments, whether written or oral, between

themselves and Tongsun Park or any other

witness, or between Tongsun Park or any

other witness and the United States Govern-

ment, that form the basis upon which Mr.

Park's testimony or that of any other

witness was elicited.

CONCLUSION

While civil discovery as it is traditionally known

might not be a useful and efficient method by which to pro-

vide Respondent with information respecting the charges that

have been made against him, it must be recognized that this

is not a criminal case, either. Therefore, the inhibitions

on free and open discovery as they have developed in the

criminal law do not seem to be an appropriate standard by

which to determine the discoverability of evidence in this
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case. The gamesmanship which attends discovery in criminal

proceedings is not appropriate in this case. Thus, Respond-

ent should not be left to the mercy and good offices of the

staff to determine what information he should receive in

order to inform and prepare himself concerning the issues

in this case. Accordingly, the discovery requested herein

should be granted.

Respe fully submitted,

IRhard A. Hib y

Stanton D. Anderson

SURREY, KARASIK AND MORSE
1156 Fifteenth Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005
Telephone: (202) 331-4000

Counsel for Respondent
Edward R. Roybal-

Dated: August 16, 1978.



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that true and correct copies of the

following pleadings were hand-delivered, this 16th day of

August, 1978, to John W. Nields, Jr., Esquire, Chief Counsel,

Committee on Standards of Official Conduct, Room 3517, House

Annex 2, 2nd & D Streets, S.W., Washington, D.C.:

(1) Response to Statement of
Alleged Violation;

(2) Motion for Executive Session
in Accordance with the Rules
and Memorandum of Points and
Authorities in support thereof;

(3) Motion to Dismiss Statement of
Alleged Violation and Memorandum
of Points and Authorities in
support thereof; and

(4) Motion for Production of Documents
and Memorandum of Points and Auth-
orities in support thereof.

Stanton D. Anderson
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APPENDIX G

THE COMMITTEE ON STANDARDS OF OFFICIAL CONDUCT

IN THE MATTER OF

CONGRESSMAN EDWARD R. ROYBAL

MOTION FOR EXECUTIVE SESSION
IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE RULES

Pursuant to Rule 10(a) and the Rules of the House of

Representatives as cited therein, Respondent, through his

counsel, respectfully moves this Committee to conduct its

investigative hearings in connection with the instant

case in Executive Session.

As grounds therefor, Respondent respectfully refers

the Committee to the attached Memorandum of Points and

Authorities in support of this Motion.

Respondent requests the opportunity to be heard in

support of this Motion.

Respectfully submitted,

Stanton D. Anderson
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SURREY, KARASIK AND MORSE
1156 Fifteenth Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005
Telephone: (202) 331-4000

Counsel for Respondent
Edward R. Roybal

Dated: August 16, 1978.
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THE COMMITTEE ON STANDARDS OF OFFICIAL CONDUCT

IN THE MATTER OF

CONGRESSMAN EDWARD R. ROYBAL

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES
IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR EXECUTIVE SESSION

IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE RULES

Rule XI. (k) (5) of the Rules of the House of Representa-

tives provides that:

(5) If the committee determines that
evidence or testimony at an investigative
hearing may tend to defame, degrade, or in-
criminate any person, it shall --

(A) receive such evidence or tes-
timony in executive session;

(B) afford such person an oppor-
tunity voluntarily to appear as a witness;
and

(C) receive and dispose of requests
from such person to subpena additional
witnesses-

Rule 10 of the Rules of Procedure of this Committee

recognizes the obligation of the Committee to determine in

accordance with Rule XI. 2(g) or 2(k) (5) of the Rules of

the House of Representatives whether to receive testimony[

in executive session.

(77)

33-86(
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In this case, evidence taken in the investigative

hearing may tend to defame, degrade, or incriminate both

Respondent and/or a former Member of the House. Respondent

is charged in four counts, adjudication of which against him

clearly might tend to incriminate him and subject him to

prosecution under the criminal laws of the United States.

In the case of the former Congressman, published reports

indicate that the Committee staff has referred information

with respect to him to the Department of Justice for prose-

cutive determination. In a more immediate sense, therefore,

he could find himself the target of a criminal prosecution.

Yet evidence concerning his case must necessarily be adduced

at Respondent's hearing since the facts of both cases inter-

relate significantly.

Further, with respect to Respondent, if the Committee

should decide to exonerate him, then the evidence elicited

in support of the charges may likely be construed as defama-

tory for the conclusions sought, or at the very least, as

degrading.

For these and such other reasons as may appear upon a

hearing of this Motion, Respondent respectfully requests

that his Motion be granted.



79

-3-

Respectfully submitted,

Ri ard AJ Hibey

Stanton D.Anderson"

SURREY, KARASIK AND MORSE
1156 Fifteenth Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005
Telephone: (202) 331-4000

Counsel for Respondent
Edward R. Roybal
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these arguments has merit, and that the investigative hearings

to resolve these charges should proceed according to schedule.

1. The all inclusive nature of Rule 1 of the
Code of the House of Representatives does
not render it inoperative, or invalid.

Rule I of the Code of Conduct of the House of Representatives

provides:

"1. A Member, officer, or employee of the House
of Representatives shall conduct himself
at all times in a manner which shall reflect
creditably on the House of Representatives."

Congressman Roybal argues that Counts One, Three and Four of the

Statement, each of which charges him with violating Rule 1, should

be dismissed because Rule I is very vague. Mr. Roybal concedes

in his brief that members of other groups, e.g., lawyers, may be

disciplined for violating similarly general standards, see Roybal

Brief at p. 6. See also Parker v. Levy, 417 U. S. 733 (1974) in

which the Supreme Court upheld a conviction after Court Martial on

"a charge of "conduct unbecoming an officer and a gentlemen," under

the Uniform Code of Military Justice, Article 133. Mr. Roybal argues,

however, that in this case Rule 1 failed "to give Lhim7

fair notice that his conduct is forbidden," Roybal Brief at p. 5,

and that discipline in the absence of such notice is unfair. The

*/ It should be noted that these Counts also allege violations of
specific criminal statutes: Count One alleges a violation of the
reporting requirements of the Federal Election Act of 1971, P. L. 72-
225, Sections 302 and 304; and Counts Three and Four allege violations
of the Federal Perjury Statute, 18 U.S.C. Section 1621.
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argument is without merit. The misconduct charged in Count One was

specifically and clearly forbidden by the Federal Election Act of

1971. The conduct charged in Counts Three and Four was specifically

and clearly forbidden by the Federal Perjury Statute: 18 U.S.C.

Section 1621. These written statutes gave him notice that his

conduct was forbidden. There may be some hypothetical case in which

a Congressman could claim that he had no way of knowing that certain

conduct viewed by the Corinittee as reflecting uncreditably on the*/
Congress was forbidden. This, however, is not such a case. In

Parker v. Levy at p. 757 the Supreme Court stated "Since appellee could

have had no reasonable doubt that his /onduct was7 'unbecoming an

officer and a gentleman' . . . in violation.of the provision of Article

133 . . . his challenge to Lit/ as unconstitutionally vague under the

Due Process Clause of the Fifth Amendment must fail." Similarly,

here, since Mr. Roybal could have had no doubt that the failure to

report a $1,000 cash contribution as required by law and the giving

of false testimony under oath were acts and omissions which did not

'reflect creditably" on the House, his claim must also fail.

Mr. Roybal also argues with respect to Counts Three and

*/ In the matter of Robert L. F. Sikes, this Committee grappled with
the question whether a I1ember should be disciplined for conduct in
violation of "familiar" 'ethical standards" which were not officially
adopted. See Report at p. 7. It concluded that discipline may be
appropriate under such circumstances. That issue, however, is not
presented in this case because in addition to violating "familiar
ethical standards," the conduct which Mr. Roybal is alleged to -ave
comitted also violates standards which have been written into
existing law.
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Four that the charges fail to allege that Mr. Roybal's false testi-

mony was "wilfully" given or that there was any "intent to deceive."

The argument is incorrect. Counts Three and Four each allege that

Mr. Roybal gave testimony under oath on material matters "which

he then and there believed to be false."

-Finally, Mr. Roybal argues the surprising proposition that

the Code of Conduct does not, proscribe a Member of Congress from

lying under oath to a Committee of the very body, i.e., the United

States Congress, which he serves, claiming that only the Department

of Justice has jurisdiction of such an offense. The argument is,

see Roybal Brief at p. 7, that since Rule 1 forbids some conduct

which is not criminal, it does not reach criminal conduct at all.

Through this non-sequitur Mr. Roybal would have the Committee

dismiss a charge which is particularly appropriate for it and

the Full House to resolve. The business of gathering information,

and gathering it under oath where necessary, is absolutely

essential to the functioning of the Congress of the United States.

If witnesses from whom Committees of Congress receive the infor-

mation on which it basis its legislation do not testify truthfully,

the legislative process will necessarily be perverted: It is

Congress which is chiefly injured by perjury committed before one

of its Committees; and it is Congress, most importantly, which

should demonstrate by its actions, the utter unacceptability

of perjury by one of its own Members.
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It has long been accepted that Congress may punish perjuries before

one of its Committees even when committed by a private citizen. If

the Congress' constitutional responsibility to discipline its own

Members means anything, it must apply to efforts by its Members to

subvert its processes through perjury.

2. Congress has clear power to discipline
its Members for misconduct committed in
prior Congresses.

Mr. Roybal argues that the 'ongress has no power to

discipline its Members for misconduct committed before prior

Congresses and that therefore the Committee must dismiss Counts

One and Two of the charge against him. (Counts Three and Four relate

to perjury committed during this Congress.) This exact argument was

made to and rejected by this Committee in the Matter of Michael Harrington

in December of 1975. See Report to the Full Committee on Access by

Members of Congress to Classified Material, Committee on Armed Services,

House of Representatives, 94th Congress, First Session, Section 9,

1975 at 2-5. The argument was also implicitly rejected in the matter

of Robert L. F. Sikes who was reprimanded by Congress for conduct

occurring during a prior Congress. See Report by the Committee on

Standards of Official Conduct, July 23, 1976 at p. 3,"4. The Committee

should follow its own precedents unless there is some compelling reason

not to. There is none. Indeed the Committee's prior decisions were

correct.

Article I. Section 5, Clause 2 of the United States

Constitution provides:
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"Each House may punish its Members
for disorderly behavior, and, with the
concurrence of two-thirds, expel a Member."

This grant of Dower is not limited in any way by its terms to permit

punishment or expulsion only for acts committed during the current

Congress.

Rule X 4(3)(1) of the Rules of the House authorizing

this Committee

"to investigate, subject to subparagraph (2)
of this paragraph, any alleged violation, by
a Member, officer, or employee of the House,
of the Code of Official Conduct or of any law,
rule, regulation, or other standard of conduct
applicable to the conduct of such Member,
officer, or employee in the performance of his
duties or the discharge of his responsibilities,
and, after notice and hearing, to recommend to
the House by resolution or otherwise, such action
as the committee may deem appropriate in the
circumstances,"

is similarly unlimited.

House Resolution 252, which directed this Committee at

the outset of this Congress to investigate allegations of improper

payments by the Government of Korea all of which related to events

occurring during prior Congresses, specifically directs that

this Committee

'after appropriate notice and hearings, shall
report to the House of Representatives its
recommendations as to such action, if any, that
the committee deems appropriate by the House of
Representatives as a result of any alleged violation
of the Code of Official Conduct or of any law,
rule, regulation, or other standard of conduct
applicable to the conduct of such Member, officer,
or employee in the performance of his duties or the
discharge of his responsibilities."
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The language of these documents under which this Committee

is functioning clearly imply that the Committee is empowered to

recommend discipline, and the House empowered to impose it, for

misconduct occurring during prior Congresses. In this respect, the

documents are consistent with the prior precedents. In the cases of

Congressmen Ames and Brooks, the House censured them for paying bribes

to other Congressmen during prior Congresses in connection with the

"Credit Mobilier" scandal of the 1870's. See House Report No. 27,

90th Congress, Ist Session, p. 27; II Hinds, Section 1286. Similarly

the Senate, in the cases both of Senators McCarthy and Dodd, imposed

censure for acts committed during prior Congresses. See Senate

Report No. 2508, 83rd Congress, pp. 20-23, 30-31; Senate Report 193,

90th Congress, 1st Session pages 24-25. In accordance with these

precedents, the select Committee of the House investigating Adam

Clayton Powell wrote in its report: "the right to censure a Member

for such prior acts is supported by clear precedent in both Houses

of Congress . . .' (House Report No. 27, 90th Congress, Ist Session
*/

p. 27).-

*1 There does exist-some question as to the propriety of expulsion of a
a Member of Congress for conduct occurring during prior Congresses,
particularly where the misconduct in question was known to the
electorate which reelected the Member notwithstanding. Thus, the House
has declined to impose expulsion in the following cases. (See:
expulsion cases of Matthew Lyon, 5th Congress, 1799; Orsamus B.
Matteson, 35th Congress, House Report No. 179, 1858; William S. King
and John G. Schumaker, 44th Congress, House Report No. 815; William P.
Kellogg, 4Sth Congress; from CRS Report "Precedents of the House of
Representatives Relating to Exculsion, Expulsion, and Censure,"
April 1973, #73-119A, by Senior Specialist Robert L. Tienken, pp.
179-183). (cont'd)
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Since some discipline on the basis of misconduct occurring

before the current Congress is clearly permissible, Mr. Roybal's

motion to dismiss Counts One and Two of the Statement must be denied.

(cont'd)

This reluctance to expel was noted with neither approval nor
disapproval by the Supreme Court in the portions of Powell v. McCormick
which are quoted in Mr. Roybal's brief. The issue was probably most
accurately stated in 6 Cionnon's, Precedents of the House of Rep-
resentatives, Sections 396-398, quoting from the report of a Select
Committee to investigate lobbying in the 63rd Congress:

"it is within the power of the House to punish its
Members for disorderly behavior and by a two-thirds
vote expel a Member.

The two methods of punishment of a Member
under the practices of the House are by expulsion and
by censure.

In the judgment of your committee the power
of the House is full and plenary and may be enforced
by a summary proceeding. It is discretionary in
character, and upon a resolution for expulsion or
censure of a Member for misconduct each individual
Member is at liberty to act on his sound discretion
and vote according to the dictates of his own
judgment and conscience. This extraordinary dis-
cretionary power is vested by the Constitution in
the collective membership of the respective Houses
of Congress, restricted by no limitation except in
case of expulsion the requirement of the con-
currence of a two thirds vote.

In the judgment of your committee, the power
of the House to expel or punish by censure a Member
for misconduct occurring before his election or in
a preceding or former Congress is sustained by the
practice of the House, sanctioned by reason and sound
policy and in extreme cases is absolutely essential
to enable the House to exclude from its deliberations and
councils notoriously corrupt men, who have unexpectedly
and suddenly dishonored themselves and betrayed the
public by acts and conduct rendering them unworthy
of the high position of honor and trust reposed in them.

(cont'd)
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3. Failure to report a $1,000 cash
contribution as required by law
is conduct sufficiently serious
to warrant discipline.

Mr. Roybal argues that failure to report a single campaign

contribution is not conduct serious enough to warrant discipline.

To support this argument he points to a report which discloses that

numerous violations of the reporting laws occur all the time,

especially with respect to reporting of the address of the con-

tributor and other facts incidental to a contribution which are

nonetheless required to be reported. (See Roybal Brief p. 9-11.)

The argument is meritless.

Mr. Roybal is charged with failure to report at all a cash

(cont'd)

This opinion is supplemented:

But in considering this question and in arriving
at the conclusions we have reached, we would not have you
unmindful of the fact that we have been dealing with the
question merely as one of power, and it should not be
confused with the question of policy also involved. As
a matter of sound policy, this extraordinary prerogative
of the House, in our judgment, should be exercised only
in extreme cases and always with great caution and after
due circumspection, and should be invoked with greater
caution where the acts of misconduct complained of had
become public previous to and were- generally known at
the time of the Member's election. To exercise such
power in that instance the House might abuse its high
prerogative, and in our opinion might exceed the just
limitations of its constitutional authority by seeking
to substitute its own standards and ideals for the
standards and ideals of the constituency ofthe Member
who had deliberately chosen him to be their Representative.
The effect of such a policy would tend not to preserve but
to undermine and destroy representative goverment."
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contribution of $1,000 from a man known to him as a lobbyist which

contribution was brokered, but purposely not witnessed, by the

Chairman of his subcommittee. Otto Passman. There may be some

violations of the campaign reporting requirements which are so

minor or technical that disciplinary proceedings are inappropriate.

The Committee, in filing the charge in Count One, correctly decided

that this is not one of them.

4. The charge in Count One is not barred

by the Statute of Limitations

Mr. Roybal claims in his answer, but not in his motion

to dismiss, that he may not be disciplined for failure to report

Park's contribution since the Statute of Limitations would now bar

institution of criminal proceedings. The claims is incorrect.

This Committee does not enforce the criminal law, has no

power to incarcerate Mr. Roybal for violation of the criminal law

and the Statement filed against Mr. Roybal is not a "indictment or

information." Consequently, the statute of limitations which limits

the time for commencing criminal proceedings has no application here.

In the closely analogous area of disciplinary proceedings against

members of the legal profession, the almost universally accepted

rule is that," /6 /isciplinary proceedings are not barred by the

general statute of limitations. Nor is a disciplinary proceeding

*/ 2 U.S.C. Section 455(a) provides that any "indictment" or
"informaton i.e., any criminal charge, alleging a violation of
the FECA must be filed within three (3) years of the date of the
offense.
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barred because it is grounded on acts that also constitute a crime

that cannot be prosecuted in a criminal action because of limitations."

7 Am. Jur. 2nd, Section 62. A disciplinary proceeding is not a

criminal proceeding. Anne Arundel County Bar Association v. Collins,

325 A.2d 724, 727 (Md. 1974), and accordingly, "/_T_7here is no

statute of limitations on an ethics violation." In re Sarbone, 304 A.2d

734 at 735 (N. J. 1973). The appropriate length of time within

which disciplinary proceedings may be commenced is determined not by

criminal statutes of limitations but by equitable considerations akin

to the equitable doctrine of laches. Thus, in the Report filed in the

case of Congressman Sikes, the Committee declined to recommend a

sanction for misconduct fifteen years earlier which had been a matter

of public knowledge for some time. Similarly, disciplinary pro-

ceedings against lawyers have been looked on with disfavor after the

passage of ten years in In re Sarbone, supra; and twenty years in

State v. Haggerty, 6 N.W. 2d 203 (Wisc. 1942). Here, however,

the alleged misconduct occurred less than four years before the filing

of the Statement, and had been concealed from the view of the public

*/ A criminal proceeding, the outcome of which may be to incarcerate
the accused, is entirely different from and governed by different
rules than, a disciplinary proceeding the purpose of which is to
vindicate the public's overriding right to have the Government's
business conducted in an ethical manner by ethical public servants.
Thus, even an acquittal in a criminal case does not bar the bringing
of a disciplinary proceeding for disbarment. E.g., In re Ming,
469 F.2d 1352 (7th Cir. 1972); In re Echeles, 430 F.2d 347, 352
(7th Cir. 1970); Office of the Disciplinary Counsel v. Campbell,
345 A.2d 616, 620-21 Pa. 1975); Maryland State Bar Assoc. v. Frank,
325 A.2d 718 (Md. 1974).



and the investigators until recently.

the equitable considerations underlying

mandate that the charge in Count One of

at a hearing.

Under such cirsumstances,

the doctrine of laches

the Statement be resolved

Respectfully submitted,

Joho'W. Nields, Jr.
Chief Counsel

Jef Har is
Dep Chie Counsel

*/ Indeed had Mr. Roybal truthfully answered his questionnaire
in June, 1977, the Committee could have filed the charge within
three years of the offense.



APPENDIX J

RESPONSE OF THE STAFF TO THE MOTION BY
EDWARD R. ROYBAL TO HAVE HIS HEARING

HELD IN EXECUTIVE SESSION





APPENDfX J

THE CO,.;i4ITTEE ON STANDARDS OF OFFICIAL CONDUCT

In the latter of ))
EDWARD R. ROYBAL )

RESPONSE OF THE STAFF TO THE MOTION BY
EDWARD R. ROYBAL TO HAVE HIS HEARING

HELD IN EXECUTIVE SESSION

Mr. Roybal argues that since evidence presented at the

investigative hearing may tend to defame, degrade and incriminate

him and former Congressman Rarick, the hearing must, under Rule

XI 2(k)(5), be held in executive session. The argument is

without merit.

Rule XI 2(k)(5) provides:

"(5) If the committee determines that

evidence or testimony at an investigative
hearing may tend to defame, degrade, or in-
criminate any person, it shall --

(A) receive such evidence or
testimony in executive session;

(B) afford such person an oppor-
tunity voluntarily to appear as a
witness;

(C) receive and dispose of requests
from such person to subpoena additional
witnesses."
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The rule has long since been complied with. Before Tongsun Park

testified in open session he and other witnesses to be called at

the upcoming hearing testified in executive session. Mr. Roybal

and M.r. Rarick ;ere given the opportunity to appear as witnesses,

and to suggest other witnesses. It was on the basis of such

compliance with Rule XI 2(k)(5) that Tongsun Park testified

publicly and that the Statements of Alleged Violation %;ere filed

and made public. Having compiled with Rule XI 2(k)(5), the

Committee may now receive the evidence relevant to the public

charge, in public, under Rule XI 2(k)(7).

It is important to the credibility of the Committee's

findings, whether they be that Roybal is guilty or innocent of

the charges filed against him, that the hearings be public. A

secret proceeding will inevitably invite suspicion. The charges

have been made public, and the manner of the resolution of the

charges should be public.

Respectfully submitted,

John 1. Nields, Jr.
Chief Counsel
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THE COMMITTEE ON STANDARDS OF OFFICIAL CONDUCT

In the Matter of )
)EDWARD R. ROYBAL
)

SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF OF THE STAFF ON THE ISSUE
OF WHETHER THE COMMITTEE MAY HOLD ITS PUBLIC

HEARINGS IN OPEN SESSION

The issue for decision is whether the Committee on

Standards of Official Conduct has discretion to hold its hearings

to resolve allegations in a Statement of Alleged Violation in

public session. It has been argued that the Committee is required

by House Rule XI 2(k)(5) to hold such hearings in executive session

even where the evidence supporting the Statement of Alleged Vio-

lation has previously been taken in executive session; the Committee

has given the respondent an opportunity to refute it; and the

Committee has determined that the evidence is reliable. It is the

position of the Staff that the Rule in question leaves the Committee,

after considering and passing on a request by the respondent that

testimony and evidence be taken in executive session, the dis-

cretion to hold the investigative hearings in public so long as

it has previously received the derogatory information in executive

session, given the respondent opportunity to refute it and deter-

mined that the derogatory charge has reliable support.

(101)
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Rule XI 2(k)(5) provides:

"(5) If the committee determines that evi-
dence or testimony at an investigative hearing
may tend to defame, degrade, or incriminate any
person, it shall --

(A) receive such evidence or testimony
in executive session;

(B) afford such person an opportunity
voluntarily to appear as a witness;
and

(C) receive and dispose of requests from
such person to subpoena additional
witnesses."

This provision (hereinafter referred to as Section 5)

was originally enacted in 1955 as part of House Resolution 151.

The rule, insofar as is relevant to the current issue, was explained

repeatedly and clearly during the floor debate.

"Mr. Murray. We had considerable discussion
when another bill was up today concerning the
meaning of the words "shall" and "may." I
notice in line 16 on page 2, it says with
reference to testimony that may tend to defame,
degrade or incriminate a person that the
committee shall do so and so. Is that manda-
tory or is it permissive?

Mr. Brown. Where it finds that it may tend
to defame, degrade, or incriminate a person,
it shall do so and so; it shall receive such
evidence and testimony until is satisfies
itself whether it is true.

Mr. Murray. Is that mandatory?

Mr. Brown. Yes, that is mandatory, in my opinion
They shall afford such person who has been defamed
the right voluntarily to come before the committee
and refute it, which is a fair thing and a procedure
which particularly all the committees of the House
now follow.

*/ That package of rules, was introduced on February 22, 1955 and
referred to the Rules Committee. It was reported back without comment
from the Committee March 8, 1955. (H.R. Rep. No. 159, 85th Cong.,
1st Sess. (1955).) The resolution came up for floor debate March
23 and was adopted with two insignificant amendments that same day.
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Mr. Hardy. It would mean, then, that if a
committee held an executive session and deter-
mined that they were going to receive testimony
which would indicate that an individual not the
witness had misappropriated Government property,
for instance, under this language it could not
hold that testimony in open session.

Mr. Brown. That is right. If I charge you
with being a thief, the committee goes into
executive session to explore as to whether
or not I have any justification for that
charge and you have the right to answer it.
Then, if they determine that there is some
ground for my charge against you, they can
have all the open sessions they want to have.

(emphasis added)

Mr. Willis. That provision under discussion

refers to a person not on the stand?

Mr. Brown. That is right.

Mr. Willis. It refers to defaming third parties,
not the man on the stand?

Mr. Hardy. I understand that, but suppose you
have a situation that clearly shows that there
has been abuse?

Mr. Brown. What does it say here? They con-
sider that in executive session, then they
come back into open session after they have
got the information -and, if they decide there
is some substance to your charge, or my charge
against you, they can go ahead and have all
the open hearings they want.

Mr. Hardy. They can have all the open hearings
they want then.

Mr. Brown. It rests entirely with the committee.
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Mr. Hardy. The gentleman is absolutely correct.
It is only where the person is brought up for
the first time and when the committee determines
that the matter should be gone into; then you
have all the public hearings you want.

Mr. Brown. If they think the man has been
defamed. If I say you are a Communist and
the evidence shows you are not, then I have
not told the truth. The committee determines
whether or not you have been defamed.

Mr. Hardy. This is exactly right. Then you
can have all the public hearings you want.
(emphasis added)

Mr. Forrester. [W~ith regard to the particular
portion which was inquired about by the gentle-
man from Virginia, the answer given by the gentle-
man from Ohio is absolutely correct. All on
earth this provision does is that if a man's
name is brought up before a committee for the
first time, you go into executive session and
you somewhat simulate the action of a grand
jury. / That is a fair provision. (emphasis
added)

Mr. Miller. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. Forrester. I yield.

Mr. Miller. I share the view of the gentleman
from Virginia that that may be the intention,
but certainly the language here does not indi-'
cate how it would be possible to bring out
evidence that you knew was going to degrade
somebody except in executive session. I do not
see any language here that permits that.

_/ The analogy in the debate to grand jury proceedings is particu-
larly apt:- While grand jury proceedings are always held in secret;
once a charge is brought, the trial of the charge is public.
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Mr. Forrester. No matter where it is brought
out,.if it is in executive session, then, of
course, you can deal with it, but if it is in
public session, then you simply suspend and go
into executive session and determine whether
or not there is a reason to expose that man's -
name publicly. That is-a right-which the
Congress should be the first to concede to
any person. 101 Cong. Rec. 3569ff (1955)
emphasis added)

It is clear from this debate that Rule XI 2(k)(5) was not designed

to prevent Committees of Congress from receiving and exposing

defamatory testimony in public session under all circumstances,

but to forbid receiving such testimony in public session until

it had first been received and its reliability considered in

executive session. If it were read to bar receipt of defamatory

testimony or evidence even after a Committee has determined its

reliability, countless hearings -- such as current assassination

hearings or hearings held to expose government waste -- could

never be held publicly.

The language of Rule XI 2(k) is consistent with its

purpose. Rule XI 2(k)(5)(B) and (C) provide that the defamed

person must be given an opportunity to refute the defamatory

testimony or evidence -- a needless step unless the Rule con-

templates that the evidence is to be made public later. More

significantly, Rule XI 2(k)(7) provides that testimony or evidence

received at an investigative hearing in executive session may be

released "or used" "in public sessions" with the "consent" of the

Committee.
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Evidence and testimony of witnesses which support the

Statements of Alleged Violation filed by the Committee on Standards

of Official Conduct have been received by this Committee at pre-

vious investigative proceedings ip executive session. The respon-

dents have been given every opportunity to refute the testimony

and evidence and have availed themselves of that opportunity.

The Committee has very carefully considered the evidence and

testimony and concluded that it is reliable enough to support

a public accusation against the respondents. The Committee may

now decide that the evidence supporting the charge is to be taken

in a public session. As was stated when the Rule was adopted:

"If [the Committee] determine that there is some ground for [the]

charge . . . they can have all the open sessions they want to have."

CONCLUSION

By reading Rule XI 2(k)(5) to prevent public hearings

on charges already found reliable based on evidence received in

j/ A different reading of Rule XI 2(k)(5) would be contrary to
this Committee's prior construction of the Rule. Tongsun Park's
defamatory testimony against numerous persons was used in public
sessions by this Committee. It was done because the staff had
carefully taken such testimony first in executive session and
then afforded every person defamed an opportunity to testify and
otherwise refute the allegations.

Moreover, in 1966, see 112 Cong. Rec. 27447, the Speaker over-
ruled a point of order raised in objection to a contempt citation
of three witnesses who excused their refusal to testify in open

(footnote continued)
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executive session in compliance with its language, the Committee

would arrive at a result clearly not intended by the rule; a

result not required by its language; and a result inconsistent

with the Committee's own previous application of the Rule. Such

-a reading would risk the appearance that the Committee was simply

using the Rule to conceal from the public the evidence upon which

it will base its ultimate findings of fact, thus seriously jeopar-

dizing public confidence in those findings. In the judicial system,

investigations are conducted under the cloak of grand jury secrecy

and irresponsible and groundless allegations never see the light of

day. But when the allegations ripen into a formal charge brought

by a responsible body, their resolution must, under the Sixth

Amendment to the-United States Constitution, be in the context

of a "public trial." The mandate of a public trial is not only

for the benefit of the accused, but also for the benefit of the

public. See e.g., Lewis y. Peyton, 352 F.2d 791 (4th Cir. 1965).

Congressman Forrestal's remarks in connection with the adoption

of Rule XI 2(k)(5) quoted above contemplate a method of dealing

with defamatory evidence similar to that in-the grand jury system.

.(cont'd)

session on the ground that their testimony could only be taken in
executive session under Rule XI 2(k)(5). The Committee had justified
its decision to take testimony from these witness, which
was concededly damaging to them, in open session because it had
previously'taken testimony from their accusers in executive session
and had offered the witnesses an opportunity to respond in executive
session. The Speaker overruled the Point of Order, albeit without
expressly construing Rule XI 2(k)(5).
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Baseless charges should be received and weeded out in executive

session. Those which have been determined reliable may be aired

and resolved in public session.

Respectfully submitted,

John W. Nields, Jr.
Chief Counsel
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APPENDIX L

THE COMMITTEE ON STANDARDS OF OFFICIAL CONDUCT

IN THE MATTER OF ) RESPONSE TO STATEMENT

CONGRESSMAN EDWARD R. ROYBAL 3 OF ALLEGED VIOLATION

RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF
OF THE STAFF ON THE ISSUE OF

WHETHER THE COMMITTEE MAY HOLD
ITS PUBLIC HEARINGS IN OPEN SESSION

The Staff's Supplemental Brief fails to take into account

two very critical elements upon which a decision on the Motion

for Executive Session should be premised:

(1) Respondent has not been given an opportunity

to respond to the charges against him. Until

this Committee conducts an investigative hearing

thereon pursuant to Rule 10 of the Rules of the

Committee on Standards of Official Conduct, that

opportunity will not have been accorded.

(2) The legislative history of Rule XI 2. (k) (5) of

the House of Representatives clearly points out

that the purpose of the Rule "is to lay down

a general framework or guide for the use of

all legislative committees and may be supple-

mented by those committees from time to time

as the exigencies require, so long as they do

(111)
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not conflict with the general purposes of this."

Cong. Rec. - House 3569 (March 23, 1955) (emphasis

added). The Staff has ignored the interplay of

Rule 10 of the Committee's Rules with Rule XI of

the House.

I.

THE OPPORTUNITY TO REFUTE THE CHARGES

That it is the first opportunity for Congressman Roybal to

defend himself consistent with notions of due process and the

intention of these Rules is clear beyond peradventure. The

Statement of Alleged Violation was served on him in July, 1978

pursuant to Rule 9(b) of the Committee's Rules. Rule 9(b) states:

"The Respondent shall have 21 days to respond [to the Statement

of Alleged Violation]". His uncounselled appearance at prior

depositions taken in this case did not constitute an opportunity

to refute the charges against him for very simple reasons:

(1) There were no accusations formally lodged

against him in a Complaint pursuant to Rule

5;

(2) House Resolution 252 did not name any Member

of Congress as the subject of the Committee's

investigation; and
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(3) This Committee resolved on February 8, 1977,

inter alia, that it "shall proceed in accord-

ance with Committee Rule 9 of the Committee's

Rules of Procedure relating to the service of

a statement of alleged facts and violation upon

the Member, and the Member'q opportunity to

answer and to submit appropriate motions."

Section 4, Committee Resolution Defining Scope

and Procedures for Korean Investigation.

Therefore, the Staff's suggestion that Mr. Roybal has had the

opportunity to refute charges against him is clearly incorrect,

-having no support whatsoever in the record of the Korean Influence

Investigation by this Committee.

II.

THE INTERPLAY BETWEEN
RULE XI 2. (k)(5) AND RULE 10

It is fair to say that if . Committee of the House of Repre-

sentatives were conducting an investigative hearing and that

Committee had no other rules of procedure by which to govern

its sessions, Rule XI 2. (k) (5) of the House would appear to

be the appropriate guide by which to determine whether executive

session is appropriate.
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Rule 10 of this Committee is a non-conflicting supplement

to Rule XI of the House. It is Rule 10 which controls inves-

tigative hearings which are conducted on the Committee's ini-

tiative. Rule 10(a) provides: "The procedures set forth in

Rule XI 2. (k) of the House of Representatives shall apply to

hearings under this Rule". The key to understanding Rule 10

is the fact that it sets for the procedure for the second of

two kinds of management of the Committee's investigations:

The first is the complaint procedure. In the event there

is a complaint by a third person against a Member of Congress,

that complaint is subject to the procedures set forth in Rules

5, 6, 7 and 8 of the Committee. Nowhere in those Rules is there

. reference to whether any hearings conducted by the Committee

pursuant to that complaint shall be held in executive session.

Respondent submits that Rule XI of the House by its terms would

seem to govern whether these investigative hearings are to be

held in executive session. It is important to note that under

the complaint procedure, a respondent has the opportunity to

answer the charge against him. See Rule 7, Rules of Procedure,

Committee on Standards of Official Conduct.

In this context, then, the focus of the Committee's atten-

tion is necessarily upon the Member and the complaint made against

him.
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The second procedure by which this Committee manages its

investigative work is set forth in Rule 9, which governs inves-

tigations on the Committee's initiative. The essential dis-

tinguishing fact between hearing procedures pursuant to com-

plaints and investigative hearings pursuant to the Committee's

initiative is that in the latter case (the Committee's initiative),

there are no charges pending against the member and no complaint

has been filed. Obviously, the framers of these rules had to have

taken into account that important distinction, and it is for this

reason that the only rational interpretation of Rule 10 govern-

ing investigative hearing procedures is that executive session

can be held so long as a certain standard is met. That standard

is articulated in the language of House Rule XI 2. (k) (5) by spec-

ific reference to it in Rule 10, the first place Rule XI of the

House appears in this Committee's Rules.

It is at the Rule 10 stage of the proceedings -- an investi-

gative hearing on the Committee's initiative -- that Congressman

Roybal now finds himself. Accordingly, therefore, the clear and

unmistakeable language of the Rule governing the hearing on his

charges must be implemented.

The interplay between Rule XI of the House and Rule 10

of this Committee is not such as to put the two in conflict.

Rule XI of the House was viewed as the protective device against
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defamatory, denigrating or incriminating statements against

Members in investigative hearings. But it clearly is not the

sole device. This Committee, unlike other committees of the

Congress, must always deal with issues that bear on the conduct

of a Member of the House of Representatives. Therefore, the

sense of its proceedings, whether by complaint or by Committee

initiative, is that they are instinct with the character of

potentially defamatory, denigrating or incriminatory evidence.

As a result, the potential for . public yet unfounded accusa-

tion of a Member of Congress is necessarily the object of the

protective provisions of Rule 10. The very character, then, of

the proceedings to be held by this Committee underscores the

need for conducting proceedings in executive session, subject,

of course, to the invocation of other rules which, under appro-

priate circumstances, permit the release of this information.

With respect to these latter rules, none is applicable at this

stage of the proceedings. It is only after the Committee has

conducted its investigative procedures under Rule 10, retired

to its deliberations, and rendered its verdict with recommenda-

tions in a report to the House, that the release of any inform-

ation developed in the course of the Rule 10 hearing may be

considered.
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CONCLUSION

The Staff would have this Committee reduce its proceedings

to nothing more than an appeal from an earlier determination

that charges against Mr. Roybal have merit. This is not an

appellate proceeding where all issues of law and fact have been

previously decided and are now merely to be reviewed. This is

an "investigative hearing". As such, it is a de novo proceed-

ing which this Comzmittee on its own initiative has launched.

The clear and unmistakeable language of Rule 10 governs the

manner in which the hearing shall be held.

Respectfully submitted,

,Richard A. Hibey _

*• (x. i'

Stanton D. Anderson

SURREY, KARASIK AND MORSE
1156 Fifteenth Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005
Telephone: (202) 331-4000

Counsel for Respondent
Edward R. Roybal

Dated: September 11, 1978.
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the fore-

going Response to Supplemental Brief of the Staff on the Issue

of Whether the Committee May Hold Its Public Hearings in Open

Session was hand-delivered, this llth day of September, 1978,

to John W. Fields, Jr., Esquire, Chief Counsel, United States

House of Representatives, Committee on Standards of Official

Conduct, Washington, D.C. 20515. -

A

Richard A. Hibey

.I
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THE COMMITTEE ON STANDARDS OF OFFICIAL CONDUCT

In the Matter of

EDWARD R. ROYBAL

STIPULATION

IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED by and between

John W. Nields, Jr., Chief Counsel, Special Staff, House

Committee on Standards of Official Conduct and Stanton D.

Anderson, Esq. and Richard Hibey, Esq., Counsel for respondent

Edward R. Roybal that the attached copies of reports filed

with the Clerk of the House of Representatives marked as

Exhibits 2-17 are true and accurate copies of all reports

of receipts of campaign contributions received by Mr. Roybal

or any committee acting on his behalf which were filed with

the Clerk of the House of Representatives with respect to

contributions received during the year 1974.

Dated: September 11, 1978

JOHI-W. NIELDS, JR.e- V
Chief Counsel

Madards of Official Conduct

S t . Anderson, Esq.'
Counsel for Edward R. Roybal, Respondent

frR a d Hibey, Es R RpCoun I~ for Edward R. RofbTf, Respondent

(121)
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THE COMMITTEE ON STANDARDS OF OFFICIAL CONDUCT

In the Matter of

EDWARD R. ROYBAL

STIPULATION

IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED by and between

John W. Nields, Jr., Chief Counsel, House Committee on Standards

of Official Conduct and Stanton 0. Anderson, Esq. and Richard

Hibey, Esq., Counsel for Edward R. Roybal, that if called,

Stephen C. Newkirk would testify as follows:

1. That he is Assistant Vice President for Security

Pacific National Bank, Civic Center Branch. 110 South Spring

Street, Los Angeles, California and is familiar with records

relating to the account maintained at the bank by the Roybal

Campaign Committee;

2. That Exhibit 18 is a copy of a record maintained

by the bank in the ordinary course of its business which reflects

all deposits into and checks written on the Roybal Campaign

Committee Account for the year 1974;

3. That Exhibits 19-31 are copies of deposit tickets

maintained by the bank in the ordinary course of its business
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reflecting deposits into the Roybal Campaign Committee account

and indicating, with respect to each deposit, the number and

size of the checks deposited and the total amount of currency

deposited.

Dated: September 11, 1978

JOHW. NIELDS, JR. v
Chief Counsel

Commtt nStandards of Official Conduct

Counsel for Edward R. Roybal, Respondent

ichad Hibey, Esq.
Coun 1 for Edward R. Ro al, Respondent
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HOUS- 0 .-- ----I-5-.-IVES -

WASHIN5

August 23, 1974

-~ ~~. ... . .. . . . . . . . . . . . ..... ... ....... . ... . -.2-

-o7.-sun Park
- 1713 Twenty-second Street, N.W.

Viashington,. D_ C_ 2003

Dear 2.. Park:

i deeply appreciate the kindness and courtesy
-i hich you extended to = during our conversationeeoercay. .- • :.

" am off to Louisizzni n Sunday but look forward
to visiting with you again when I return to
Washing ton in early- -cer . . .

lith kindest persoxal-ecrs.

: J~h- . Rick
M - o' Congress

JP P:d. n
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UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
ofe of the CnerOMMITTEE HEARING
WshingonD.C.EXHI BIT NO -- .

REPORT OF RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES
FOR A

CANDIDATE
FOR NOMINATION OR ELECTION TO THE U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Edward R. Roybal 25th California

(Ful Warned Caddlase) (District and State of Candidata)
3452 Sabina St. Democratic

(Staset) •(Party Afliatio.a)
SLos Angeles, Calif. 90023

(City, Stat ZIP ed')o Check if New Address

TYPE OF REPORT
(Chick Apreprda. Box and Camplet., if Appliesble)

I March 10 report 0 Termination report
o June 10 report 0 Suspension reporto September 10 report .n Amendment to report
o January3l reporto Fifteenth day report preceding election on

(Primary. general, Peeal, -ae, caus, or convention) (Date)
[ Fifth day report preceding election on

(Primary, genexa, special, sunoff, eascus, or convention) (Data)

CERTIFICATION OF NO RECEIPTS OR EXPENDITURES

K] I hereby certify that I have had no receipts and have made no expenditures during this reporting period

from January 30, 1973 thru March 4. 1974

VERIFICATION BY OATH OR AFFIRMATION OF THE CANDIDATE

State of
as.

County of

I, Edward R. Roybal being duly sworn, depose (affirm) and say
(Full Name o Candidate)

that this Report of Receipts and Expenditures is complete, true, and correct.

(Signatare of Candidate)

Subscribed and sworn to (affirmed) before me this - day of A.D. 19-.

(Nory Public)

My commission expires 19-

RETURN COMPLETED REPORT AND ATTACHMENTS TO;
The Clerk U.S. Heu. of Representatives
Office of Rcords and Reaiatratina
106 Loworh Hoaa Offe Building
Wabingt , D.C. 20515

H.R. ELECTION FORM 2

33-866 0 - 78 - 9

[sxL;,]

5.hlJanaeyl~5~W21-s i-ee i
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UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESEIiTATIVES
Ofic ol 0h c~* -M I E H EA RIN G ,

Washington, D.C.: _- HIBIT NO .
REPORT OF RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES

FOR A

CANDIDATE
FOR NOMINATION ORELECTION TO THE UJS. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Edward R. Roybal
(Full Name of Candidate)

3452 Sabina St.
(Street)

Los Angeles , Calif. 90023
(City. State, ZIP code)

0 Check if New Address

(District and State of Candidate)

Democratic
(party Affiliation)

TYPE OF REPORT
(Cheek Appreprta fBe aed Coemplae if Appileble)

1] March 10 report 0 Termination report
o June 10 report 0 Suspension report
O September 10 report 0 Amendment to report
E] January 31 report

)0 Fifteenth day report preceding election on
(Primary, general, special, runoff, roaurs, or convention) (Date)

o Fifth day report preceding election on
(Primary, general, special, rmoff, caucus, or convention) (Date)

CERTIFICATION OF NO RECEIPTS OR EXPENDITURES

O I hereby certify that I havehad no receipts and have made no expenditures during this reporting period

from March 5, 1974 thru May 1 §__974

VERIFICATION BY OATH OR AFFIRMATION OF THE CANDIDATE

State of ...... _____________________
S ; CIC~;;T ft ,,t .I.I'*: as.

County of
1, Edward R. Roybal being duly sworD, depose (afirm) and say

(Full Name of Candidate)
that this Report of Receipts and Expenditures is complete true, and correct..

(SgauaofCa

Subscribed and sworn to (affirmed) before me this . day of A.D. /

" "- -(Notary Public)

[asAL] My commission expires ' 19-

RETURN COMPLETE RlEPOROT AND ATTACHMIENTS T6 Z~'us. It-~ Of C~' ,
The Clerk, U.S. House of Represenativee o' . ,2so
Otlre. of Record, ad Itegioration* 17
1036 Loogerorte House Oarc Satii
Washingtor. D.C. 20515

/WH. ELECTION PORI 2
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SUMMARY I'Ae.

Name of Candidate

REPORT COVERING PERIOD FROM THRU

Col. A- taes..O-
SECTION A-RECEIPTS: r -w ,*d Ci,,tS,0

Part 1. Individual contributions;
a. Itsmized (us.*chedule A*) $.
L. Unitemiz 8

Total Individual contr'ottos - $

Put 2. Sales nd collections:
Itemized (uses echedue B and a-8Mra2y

l.hedulo A-) $ -

PAt L. Loos received:
a. Itmnsed (us. scedule A-) $.
b- Unit-m Se $

To.wloas romee,,, $- $

Part 4. Otlerreeipts(refands, rebalms lntarea ete.):
a. Itemized (se schedule A*)
b. Uitsri' $.

Total other rreeipts $

Part . Transfer In:

Items all (wos , hdo, A-) $ :

TOTAL RECEIPTS $-

3ECTION B-EXPENDITURES:
Part 6. Communications media expenditures:

Itemis all (uos schedule CI)

Part . Expenditur for personal services, sasies,snd rei~oburwd expeoxee:

a. Itemized (use scheduleoD) .

b. Unitemized- - $-----
Total epeditures or. perosnl services,

eslrio. and reimbursed expenses
Part S. Loans made:

a. Itemized (us scheduolDe)_ .

b. Ul~~

Totat loss made $

Part 9. No-mdia and other expenditures:
a. Itemized (use ehedule Co), -. $
b. U ie ie _ _ . ..... .

Total other eaponditoxm

Part 10. Traefers out:
Iteme all (ue schedule ) $

TOTAL EXPENDITURES $

SECTION C-CASH BALANCES:
Cash on band stbeginatg of reportingperod -

Add total receipts (section A above) . .. . ..
Subtotal-_$

Subtract total expenditus (section Bo ....... .....
Csh on hand at close of reposing p i u

p ",d. f ha Ue W.,o I em, - -M .o.y. -. i.U I- ,,e u, S .or us. osu When Ints u., or, uo-r Overthe toa0 eof .10 M 5. otoeO o . Pasrt se fhu, 5.s op. sir s0. t "I. hur' hure s tbep ,d .or
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Office of the ei.OMMIlTEEP CARING
w~h XHIBIT NO_- 4

REPORT OF RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES

FOR A

CANDIDATE
FOR NOMINATION OR ELECTION TO THE U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Edward R. Roybal 25th California
(Full Name ef C~andate) (District and State of Candidat.)

3452 Sabina t. Democratic
(Street)

Los Angeles, Calif. 90023
(City, State, ZIP code)

o Check if New Address., " ___- _,

-TYPE OF REPORT
(Chek App.rpiate Box and Complete, if Applicleai)

O March 10 report 0 Termination report
o June 10 report 0 Suspension report
o September 10 report - 0 Amendment to report
o January 31 report
o Fifteenth day report preceding election on

(Prieary, gonse.d, spociol, runo6, caucus, or couvoio) (Date)

K) Fifth day report preceding _ __ _y election on .T,,- A.+1,

(Priniar, g 1-e-4 runoff caucus, or convention) (Date)

CERTIFICATION OF NO RECEIPTS OR EXPENDITURES

1] I hereby certify that I have had no receipts and have made no expenditures during this reportiugperiod

from May 13 thin May 23

VERIFY TION BY OATH OR AFFIRMATION OF THE CANDIDATE

Stateof

County of (m -

I, Edward R. Roybal being duly sworn, depose (affirm) and say
(Full Name of Candidat.)

that this Report of Receipts and Expenditures is complete true, and correct.

( igmste of C-did

Subscribed and sworn to (affirmed) before me this ZL._day of , ¢S ' A.D. 19L._.

OPl'CIAL SEAL *:~
PEGGY W. LINOBERG V/" t/ (Notary Public)
NOTASY PUBLIC-CALIFONA # "

(SaALJ ±477 LOS ANGELES COUNTY MY commission expires '1L1 4 6- My Comson boEe~im Mir. 29. 107?

31D E. Ska=W O1/pNT METED REPORT AND ATrACRME"rTS TO:
The Clerk. U.&. Hous. of Revpeseutal,..
Offic. of Reords and Regustratio
1036 Longworth House Offc Building

asWohiigtoen. DP. 20515

.XiS .0) 7&~2x %
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UNITED STTES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Ofice of the cM-MI-EE-HEARIN
w-""t"XHIBIT NO - E k

REPORT OF RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES
FOR A

CANDIDATE
FOR NOMINATION OR ELECTION TO THE US. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Edward R. Roybal
(Fun Nac. of Canadst)

3452 Sabina St.

T,,n A Calf. q0029•
(cir, Ste ZIP cde)

[] Ohecwk ifNaw Addr'aa

2citlh California
(District end State of Candidate)

_ -TYPE OF REPORT
(a.oek Aswerelat. ]Bo anh Co.,lt- If Aonult%

uemour4~3.c
(PartY AM iioe)

o March 10 report 0-- Termination report
*] June 10 report 0 Suspension report
o3 September 10 report 0 Amendment to report
o January 31 report
ol Fifteenth day report preceding election on

( Tn gesseul. , So. , f .. , or conveeim) (Dat.)
o Fifth day report preceding election on

(Piimar, ge al SpWeWl, nonff, cAUCu, or eonvmetion) (Data)

CERTIFICATION OF NO RECEIPTS OR EXPENDITURES

I hereby certify that I have had no receipts and have made no expenditures during this reportingperiod

from May 23 thru May 3j, 1974

VERIFICATION BY OATH OR AFFIRMATION OF THE CANDIDATE

State of California

County of Los Anele "

1, Edward R. Rovbal being duly sworn, depose (affirm) and say
(Full Nmec of Candidat.)

that this Report of Receipts and Expenditures is complete, true, and correct

• " l O~e o Record- an of iCatdo

Subscribed and sworn to (affirmed) before me this y of A.D.19e7/

OWFICIA165FAL 'NotD P ub(ic
PEGGY W. NDIOERG

NOTARY PUSUC-CU FOeRMA My commission expires. 0
MLOS ANGELES WG yo.o..pO,. .1977,

COMPLETEDrEPR AIND ATTACHMIENTS TO-
MID L Wza Madam CO eM=t The Cledk us. House of Representediro

Office ef Record. s.d Registrtion
s0he L..geeorth House. Offie Building
Wa~lsgitoe. D.C. 20515

11.n., Elmc=; 'Af

-.. M.
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Office of the CIe . . . ..wFshn-gtonD.aEARNG,
REPORT OF RECEIPTS AN W

FOR A

CANDIDATE
FOR NOMINATION OR ELECTION TO THE U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Edward R. Roybal 25th California

(iFU Name of Coodidate) (District and State of Candidate)
7110 Federal ldg. Democratic
300 No Los (Street) Angeles St. (Party Affilition)
Los Angeles, Calif. 90012 --

(City, State, ZEP code)
Check if New Address

TYPE OF REPORT

(Cheek Appropriete M n.d Complete, if Applicable)
El March 10 report 0 Termination reporto June 10 report 0 Suspension report
M] September 10 report E Amendment to reporto January 31 report
• Fifteenth day report preceding election on

(Primary, general, Specid, rnoff, caucus, or convention ) (Date)

D Fifth day report preceding election on
(Primary, general, special, runoff, ca-ce, or convention) (Date)

CERTIFICATION OF NO RECEIPTS OR EXPENDITURES

[] I hereby certify that I have had no receipts and have made no expenditures during this reportingperiod

from Nay 31, 1974 thru Aug. 31, 1974

VERIFICATION BY OATH OR AFFIRMATION OF THE CANDIDATE

State of -q2..4

County Jb I A.ja rx

I, "c'.o R. Rnybal being duly sworn, depose (affirm) and say
(Fell Name of Candidate)

that this Report of Receipts and Expenditures is comple *Tue, and correct.

(Signature of Cdidsa

Subscribed and sworn to (affirmed) before me this day of a , A.D. 19.

OFFICIAL SEAL _--________--_-____

NOTAY KMWCCAPORNA (Mneery Public)

foo~roege~.rewo. ,e~eMy commission expire 9...

RETURN CO.kIPL TED REPORT AND ATTACHBIENTS TO.
The Clerk U.S. House of Representatives
Office of Records nd Registraton
1036 Longworth House Office Building
Wochintte, D.C. 20515
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UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
o,.., f,.. COMMITTEE HEARING,
WahnteulC XiiBIT N O..Z-.

REPORT OF RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES
FOR A

CANDIDATE
FOR NOMINATION OR ELECTION TO THE U.S HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Edward R. Roybal
(Fl Name of Candidate)

7110 Federal Bldg.
300 o. 3.65 (sset) AgOeles ftt.
Los Angeles, Calif. 90012

(City. CheeW d Adp,)
0 Cheek if Now Address

25th California -
(Dimtrict and Stat. of Candidate)

Democratic
(Party A. attm)

TYPE OF REPORT

(4bech Awpsepea lea A Cerapieate, if Applirebte)
n March 10 report n Termination report

June 10 report [] Suspension report
September 10 report 0 Amendment to report
January 1 report
Fifteenth day report preceding general election on November 5

e ar a special l, ronofl, cmuc., or convention) (Date)
[I Fifth day report preceding election on

, ger spi]. noff, caum., orronventio) (Date)

CERTIFICATION OF NO RECEIPTS OR EXPENDITURES

I hereby certify that I have had no receipts and have made no expenditures during this reporting period.

from Aug. 31 tim Oct. 14, 1974

VERIFICATION BY OATH OR AFFIRMATION OF THE CANDIDATEf

State of -
Couny o" COLUNIA

Edward R. Roybal being duly sworn, depose (affirm and say
(Full Necm of Canddate)

that this Report of Receipts and Expenditures is complete, true, and correct.

(Si sr. of Czndfdb.v

Subscribed and sworn to (affrmed) before me this . day of C, A.D. 19z-/

(Notary Pebi)
[StA~l , . -r.. .My commuission eAi - 22 . " .-o",.1 ',19-

• ..........-.. '..........e. 'c. Di197

RETURlN COMPLETED RtEt'ORT Af )"Sep].... TO:01
Th. C erk, U.S. eouse of Repmeattive I
Oice of Recand and Rebtitten
1036 Langwrth Roeee Oice Bldisg
Wahiaske, D.C. 20515
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UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
ofice of the d.MMITTEE HEARING

iwas""n' ou HIBIT NO - F
REPORT OF RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES

FOR A

CANDIDATE
FOR NOMINATION OR ELECTION TO THE U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES*

Edward R. Roybal 25 California
(FHll Nams of Cadidate) ... (District and State of Candidate)

7110 Federal Bldg. Democratic .
300.lo. LOS (Street) Angeles -t. "- ,. (Party AMiata)
los Angeles, Calif. 90012 .. ...

(City, Stat., IP aed)
o Check if New.Addresa,. . .._._"

-TYPE OF REPORT
(Chsk Appropriate Box and Complete, if Applicable)

O March 10 report 0 Termination report
O] June 10 report 0 Suspension report
o September 10 report 0 Amendment to report
" January 31 report
" Fifteenth day report preceding election on ""_

(Primary, general, special, recoff, cacucs, or convention) (Data)
U9 Fifth day report preceding Ceeal election on Yno 5 '1 qT7

(Priomary, general, specl rtosff, caucoa, or conetion) (Date)

CERTIFICATION OF NO RECEIPTS OR EXPENDITURES

o I hereby certify that I have had no receipts and have made no expenditures during this reporting'period

from Ot - 14 thra 17r't- 24 iq7L

VERIFICATION BY OATH OR AFFIRMATION OF THE CANDIDATE

State of C1Ol i fn i

Countyof Los Angeles

Edward R. Roybal being duly sworn, depose (airm) and say
(Felt Name of Candidate)

that this Report of Receipts and Expenditures is comPlet%,tue, and correct.

Subscribed and sworn to (affirmed) before me thisa2/ .ay of (Sg 
-

t
'
oo C i A.D.19YA

I-Orrff "UU" ' My commission expires Xr .mh 9. 19. 
-

'
LOS ARON our

N COMPLETED REPORT AND ATTACHNI NTa TO:The Clerk U.S. House of Representatie."
Office of Records and Regi.tratio.
1036 Longworth House Office Building
Washington. D.C. 20515

11.1L ELECTW3; FM'%f- 2-
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UNITED STATES HOUSE OF F A 'N"G
Office of the Clerk [TE L lI Rl~IN
Washington, D.CL H I BIT NO--

REPORT OF RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES

FOR A

CANDIDATE
FOR NOMINATION OR ELECTION TO THE U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

R B d nyhR 1 - 25th California
7(Diamlet .od Stat. of Candidate)7110 1-Td -n----4

300 No- loT'
tr
ea
t) 

Angeles St. (Party Affiliation)
T nt . la . "i"P9t1

T , hosj t.=.olf 9tl'
I Check if New Address

TYPE OF REPORT
(Cheek Appp ate Boo and Co-pltI If Applle)

o March 10 report E] Termination report
o June 10 report n Suspension report
n September 10 report 0 Amendment to report
[] January 31 report
0 Fifteenth day report preceding election on

(PtIory. general, Spatial, runoff. caucus, or convootion) (Dte)
[ Fifth day report preceding election on(Primary. gooal. special, rnoff, caucus, or convention) (Dat)

CERTIFICATION OF NO RECEIPTS OR EXPENDITURES

I hereby certify that I have had no receipts and have made no expenditures during this reporting period

fro Oct. 24 thru Dec. 31. 1q74

VERIFICATION BY OATH OR AFFIRMATION OF THE CANDIDATE

State of qo1 i fnQ'ni
as.

Countyof Long AD90"2-

Edward R. Roybal being duly sworn, depose (affirm) and say
(Poll Nae. of Candidte)

that this Report of Receipts and Expenditures is complete, true, and correct.

'1(insae of Csodfdls
Subscribed and sworn to (affirmed) before me this..... -- -- , A.D. 19

My commission expires .. .

RETURN COMPLETED REPORT AND ATTACHOOEFTS TO:
The Clerk, U.S. Hoose of Representatives
Ofce of R o and Registration
1036 Longwo.th Hoe Office Bildiog
Woo.dlglhs. D.C. 20515

H.R. ELECTION FORMI 2
se=-I1l rr
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UNITED STATES HOUSE OF FRPESENTATrES
Office of the Cerk" ITTEE IONG
Wash/0,on DtA'I

REPORT OF RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES

FOR A

COMMITTEE
SUPPORTING ANY CANDIDATES) FOR NOMINATION OR ELECTION TO THE

UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

;'n

ROYAL CAMPAIGN COMMITTEE
(Full Name of Coomittoe) 033-243

1553 Gordon Street
(Street)

Hollywood, California 90028
(City, State. ZIP code)

TYPE OF REPORT
(Cheek Appropriate Box and Complete. if Applicable)

K] March 10 report.
o June 10 report.
" September 10 repor.
[ January 31 report.
o Fifteenth day report preceding election on . . .-

(Primary, general, special, runoff, caucus, or cor.vn6'or) (Date)
El Fifth day report preceding - election on

(Primary, general, spedal, runoff, cameos, or convetion) (ate)
(3 Termination report.

VERIFICATION BY OATH OR AFFIRMATION
CaliforniaState of- .

County of Los Angeles _ .

, gr_ C. Johnson being duly sworn, depose (2ffirm) and sy
(Full Name of Treasurer of Committee)

that this Report of Receipts and Expenditures is complete, true, and correct.

(Signuat-u ef Treasurer of Committee)

Subscribed and sworn to (affirmed) before me this .7 day of ',if .r -..L _____ A.D. 192 "

ELEAcr:lB RDDlALL ~/-l :..y p r.u.r. .......

[SEAL] "~' .~.~;c'e My commrizsion expires - ,)' ,1922

LUR COMPLETED k~I'tT AND ATTACHME~NTSTt
1b, Clerk, U.S. In ar of teprsentuies
Ob.o:e of tcorrds nd iteeistratin
1036 lnweCrth 31ose Oflie Ibu'llirW
Wta~hngtnn, D.C. 2,)15

P.R. ELECTION FOrM 3
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Name of CommTittee ROYBAL CAMPAIGN COMITTE

SUMMARY REPORT COVERING PERIODOFROMI Jan. 1.* 1973 -THRU March 4, 1974

SEW.rIO- ..- R A.-

Part 1. Indivdual contrilntleas:
a. Itemized (unschedule A) . - _ 250.00

L 027501---
Total individual csotributlooe s, -29 q1 %n 2,8!11,

PartSL Weead oeleoss:.1'
itemize (aa Meums Be) 92,474 20,44Z

Pert L. Loam roadvd-
a. Itemizued (use wbbd*lA) - ___

-... Total4?sns reri None $None
Pant 4. Ote esit (euds. rahate r utet

aItemnized (use, wahdule A-) . -

Teel,~,,2-c~paNone None
Part L. Transfes I.:

Iterats al (use scheduleA.) -- None None

SECTON BPEND~jflE5*TOTAL RtECEIPTS U2329.9 298.93

Pat4 Commouskations medleenediua.
I temize. aD (use sdedula C)- - -__ None None

Pat 7. Eapenditume for persona services, salaries. aod reimsbursed espenars:
a. Iteodied (use scheduleD0 - ------

* Total expendtures for pesonal services,
-salaries, end reimbursed -esposs No-ne None

Pat eL Loas aude:
. Itemed (was, wedleD .

b. DsiterizoL - I__ _ ---- ----

*, -Total lo-., ad.e None None
PartS9. Other expenditures:

s. Itemized (uaa sceodiaC S 12,s822.24

ToL othropodisrs i 6?5 7,888.78-
... .; -Ttlohrepniri, 7.78

Paot 10. Traradfre out:'.Nn Nn
ItvmisHl(uvrachd.DL ---. S--None-...-Non-e

TOTrAL RIENDITtINES 7,888.78 7,888.78
SECTION C-CASH BALANCES- kromreV ous

Cash ohoodathegiig of-opoefsngpai...J-;2ign 2 .185 .73

Add totalecipt s~et oaeon.......... - 2.3,29&.98.-

Subtract total expeditu.ai (softo um 8 .... ..........
Cah nhand etat close of reporti.. 17,595-93

SECTION 0-DEBTS AND OBLIGATIONS:
Part 1I. Deb. and obtgatlon owed to th commsitteeo(se shedle E*) ------- _on

Pa~rt it. Debts and obligations owed bypthe committee (use arhedule EO)......None

.A - . a- *5 r,.1.p Mq,Ird i*s-% &hd.J ,, S. t,.U, 0
ft". ih. -0 If a,,::. = Fr.- L 1,uW b..r?,d,,. Io... - .. q),g..,I..,tI.1- ,pit
Rb. ,.OC4 "Hee.*-A b, ... ,da . - 1 l b. eSU-v OXsot .. h.. -..- e, i. bk ,o ,'.L
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SCHEDULE A

ITEMIZED RECEIPTSL-CONTRIBUTIONS, TICKET PURCHASES, LOANS, AND TRANSFERS

ROYBAL CAMPAIGN C0O1ITTEE Part No. _n_

(Full Name of Candidate or Committee) (Use for itemizing Part 1, 2,8,4, or 5)

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS

(Use separate page(s) for each numbered Part)

D:t (msot, Poll N ams % Mofliog A sod ZIp Cede MsonS of Rwaopt
doy, yer) (osupoisoad prlisipplssofbsiaesmif say) A to Ye.-t~I~dto This Pe ld

______(complete if slppheble) _________-_

1-13-73 Simoet Action Cooittee 250.00'
One Market Street
San Francisco. CA 94105 Ys..st.

Agwregatb Yes -todatf

A TOTATt P YssRto eRst

La s t sP Y e a r -t dot s

AggtsYes-to-dt.

Aggrgat. Ye.. s-dot.

TOTAL THIS PERIOD2So...
(Last page of this Part only)

1Page -_
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SCHEDULE A

ITEMIZED RECEIPTS-:-CONTRIBUTIONS, TICKET PURCHASES, LOANS, AND TRANSFERS

....- '. -Part No. MO
(Full Name of Candidate or Committee) (Use for itemizing Part 1, 2.3,4, or 5)

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS

(Use separate page(s) for each numbered Part)

Sbll Nm% M.llimg AMes... mmd ZIP Code
(oee..p.Ueu sad prlmdp.l ph.. of b..mse... jimmy)

Irene Hende
12373 147 N La Peer- Dr

Los Angeles, CA 90048

2-12-74 "sania Del14Mrcado
3425 East lst Street
Los Angeles, CA 90063

1-8-74 Leo A. Besea
P 0 Box 551. Dept. 96-02. B1
Burbank, CA 91503

-15-74 Carpenters Legislative Improvement Committee
101 Constitution Ave.. N .W.
Washington, D.C. 20001 1 A

e-te Y-e
a

-
t
ote

2-1-74 Lucy's Cafe El Adobe
5536 Melrose Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90038

2-17-74 Xartin Castillo
205 S Broadway. Suite 802
Los Angeles, CA 90012

1-9-74 Rudolph A. Cervantes
2431 S Main Street
Los Angeles. CA 90007

1-8-74 Raul Chavez
3853 Olmsted
Los Angeles, CA 90008

TOTAL THIS PERIOD_
(Last page of this Part only)

IPage -
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SCHEDULE A

iTEMIZED RECEIPTS.-CONTRIBIUTIONS, TICKET PURCHASES, LOANS, AND TRANSFERS

AL GfifAXC COMMTrE Prt No.____
(Full Name of Candidate or Committee) (Use for itemizing Part 1, 2, 8, 4, or5)

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS

(Use separate page (s) for each numbered Part)

Date (month, Fell Nse.,MailAdd,..,, sd ZIP Cod.I(opmi ptcbe)gzst ert~a Tist eml.* 
day, year') - (oeeepatian sind priampei place of bocinese. if any) Agca ].t~eeTuPse

____________ (e~eplt. f aplicble) ______________

1-16-74 X & S Cofsky Investment Acct.
Saul Cofsky .-- .....' ...I -. "
614 N Fard Blvd 2
T-,~ £," m., CAk 900992 "I

Della & Charles Delgado
939 S HilivieA Ave,,,,

Auz.mt. Y.ee4o.dat.
$

Housewife & Salesman

FAsgeeget. Yest.dat.

200.*-00

400 00

2-12-74 Figueroa Pharmacy 2000
2419 Whittier Blvd
Los Angeles. CA 90023 Agr,.et. Y-tdt.

-1-4-74 ".' Law Office of Gilbert & Nissen 250.00
Robert W Gilbert Attorey
400 S Beverly Dr. Suite 305 Ageg.u-t Yz -dst.

_______-.laerly Mj411, CA 901919 1

2-27-74 Roger C Johnson Businessman 150..00
1553 Gordon Street
Hollymood, CA 90028 Aggreste Y-A-.t.1$

2-21-74." Alexander L. Kreger (Spec. Acct. No. 3) 500.00
2140 W Olympic Blvd
Los Angiaes, CA 90006 Azr.st,.,-te-dta ... -..

1-24-74 Laborerse Political League 500.00
905 16th StN.W.. 5th Floor
Washington,. D.C. 20006 A ... t.-t..dt.

2-17-74 Chun Yong Lee Insurance Salesman 200.00
424 S Westmoreland Ave
Los Angeles. CA 90020 AXVMt Y-.-at.

2-14-74 Los Angeles County COPE, Voluntary Political 150.00
Contributions Committee
2130 W 9th Street Asg-g-gt Ye-At.
Lan_ A_,_les. CA 90006 

-U_______-todat
TOTAL THIS PERIOD_(Last page of this Part only)

2
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SCHEDULE A

ITEMIZED RECEIPTS.:.CONTRIBUTIONS, TICKET PURCHASES, LOANS, AND TRANSFERS

ROYBAL CAMPAIGN COHHIT"EE Part No. 2Q
(Full Name of Candidate or Committee) (Use for itemizing Part 1, 2,8,4, or 5)

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS
(Use separate pages) for each numbered Part)

ate ( . .Na-,e . , . Add.. and ZIP Cde.
day. year) oce0pate ariedprspalp place 1 bse I ey) Agg -

Amoent of edptThes pNle

2-17-74 Los Angeles Police Protective League 200.00
- - Terrance W. Hannon,' Director - • -: -

205 S Broas , B~to 908 rA,at,? Testodat.

2-5-74 Hariscal & Co (General Acct.) ..500.002600.Wilshire Blvd. #501 Z t. Consultants

Los Angeles. CA 90057 Aw gate Yea-t b.t

2-2-74 -4/M Victor L. Mindlin Attorney & Housewife 550.00
149 Capri Drive
Pacific Palisades, CA 90272 :--to YQW4odat.

2-12-74 Mohi. Morales & Clasman. Law Offices 500.00
Frank Morales Attorneys
1607 Palo Alto Street Aiegt. Ya-tdat.

______ Los Anga,~g CA 900f76 S __$___

2-14-74 Bernard L. Nizinski Attorney 500.00
3028 N Main Street
Los Angeles. CA 90031 Aggregt Y. -to-t.

1-15-74 L. Durham Otzen Distributor .500.00
1225 N Granada Ave. f9
Alhanbra. CA 91801 Aggr

1
te Year-t dat

2-17-74 Golden Bear Investment 150.00
Stanley Sapto R eaa Estate Broker
1250 Wilsbire Blvd, #604 A -rgte er-odat.
Los a e 917 I CA90017

1-30-74 Gary & Peggy Stein Businessm & 250.00
1350 S Eastern Ave Housewife
Commerce, CA 90022 [ Aggregate year odate

2-12-74 Ernest & Virginia Tamayo 200.00
2901 Lakeridge Drive
Los Angeles. CA 90028 Aggeg. Y-tdate

TOTAL THIS PERIOD_

(Last page of this Part only)

Page
3
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SCHEDULE A

ITEMIZED RECEIPTS-:-ONTRIBUTIONS, TICKET PURCHASES, LOANS, -AND TRANSFERS

ROYAL CAMPAIGN CO1I*fTTEE Part No. two
(Full Name of Candidate or Committee) (Use for itemizing Part 1, 2,3,4, or 5)

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS
(Use separate page (s) for each numbered Part)

Data (month, Falh Name Melieg Addes., and ZIP Code Ameent of Receipt
y, (n jtpatiaa pladp ei pce s! hs.. ifeay) A Y -t eThis Failed ._________ )ae_ ete"--p-i:eb".)--.____ --_

1-25-74., United Transportation Union. Transportation 300 00.
. Political Education League - ..

- 400 First. St.N.W.' RM 704 . .g .teao.t.-...
. -"- Washington. D.C. 20001 .....

2-17-74 Frank D. Veiga: Mortician 45 00
- 5353 E Bevarly' Blvd

Los Angeles. h 90022 I,.." rto'da .

2-17-74 Daniel C.' Waters Director, Business 200.00"
1842-1/2 No Normandie Ave Association
Los Angeles. CA 90027 Augegte Yeata

2-16-74 Philip Friedman Businessman 250.00
1307 N Main Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012 Aagmg

'
taYat-data

2-16-74 David Kwan Attorney 250.00
900 Wilshire Blvd, #1540
Los Angeles,. CA 90017 Agrete Yaea--data

- , " """ "-. AgreateY -dat ... ..

+. , + . + ... . . . -

.Agg1rega Ye.o-data_,.. .. . .

S
A..

Awmga yearta.dta

TOTALTHIS PERIOD 10,800"00
4 (Last page of this Part only)
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SCHEDULE B

ITEMIZED RECEIPTS-SALES AND COLLECTIONS

ROYBAL CAMPAIGN COMMITTEE UseforPartNo.2 only
(Full Name of Candidate or Committee)

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS

Total Sum of Proceeds during the reporting period from:
1. Sale of tick ets (List by event below). $ 19,950.00

2. Mass collections (List by event below) $ 392.00 -..

8. Sale of Items - ; 105.48
Total (Carry forward to Part 2 of Summary) $ 20"7-48 

"

List of Sales and Collections by Event

Date of Event Type of Event Amount From Sale of Amount From Mass
(mth, day. year) Ticket This Peried' Collections This Period

Feb. 17, 197 Dimer-Dance 19,950.00

Feb. 17, 197 Dinner-Dance 392.00

Feb. 17, 197 Liquor Sales - Dinne r Dance 105.48

Page 1

TOTALS THIS PERIOD I
(Last page of this Schedule only) 19.950.00 1 497.48

*After completion of the above list by event, ue a separate Schedule A to list the date full name and mailing address (ocupa-
tion and principal place of business, if any) of each person who has purchased one or more tickets for events such as dinner, boots-
eons. rallia and similar fundraising events during this reporting period in an amount in excess of $100 or whosm total ticket
purchases to date for the calendar year (aggregate) are in excess of $100. Attach the separate Schedule A to this Schedule.



:' SCHEDULE C 4s,

ITEMIZED-EXPENDITURE-COMUNICATIONS AND NON.COMMfUNICTi1ONS MEDIA'

PI)YI- CPA~TCHl PflT-MeilB Part N.
(Full Name of Candidate or Conuiltte.) (Uise for itemizing Parts or 9)

f'I4 b SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS I~
(Ueoeparatepage(u) fore&&hnumberedPart)

* ALLOCATE EXPENDITURES
EXEN (T I BY CANDIDATE

i (om ploto only by Commilttees
TUBE BY .opportiog mo.th-a oooldote)

DATE ELECTION
or PAYEE

PAY. (llloiot of Payment)AION
MENT PURPOSE OF EXPENDITURE AOUN A-ooo

(ool, Poll Naloo, stoing Addlreso, (Por tooooooolle meodia I ' PENDITR PllNmCooeloa o1pdI
dayt (ooozpatlon ad Principal -d -lajif, £. THI DIelo if.Wlobo

7;74 ..o of bo.oeeifaa) PEID Stol.- t I

0v 1972 Postmaster Ploatage for Letters, X 599.60
av, Fob Los Angeles. CA dinner invitations
1974

1-30 I 3M Business Products' Duplicating Paper X 42.69
2-14 Sales
1973 PO Bax 22247

LOS. Ang..le- PA _____________ ________________ ___

10-19 CongressSiona Quarterlyr Subscription X 151.00
1973 1735 K St0 N.W.- Washington. D.C. 20006

1-9 Dt.oCot7precinct Maps X 18.48
194 Engineers

108 V 2nd St
____ Los Angeles. CA 90012

2-2 Cut Rate Office Adding Machine X 60.00
1974 Equipment Co

1228 S Figueroa St
- Los Angs. lk-C 90015 ___________

2-2 Ayeroff Litlo& PrLntinj
1974 Co

* 5300 Santa Monica Blvd

Page .V A...1aIA ffP

Letterheads, Letters. I2S6
envelopes

.JTAL THIS PERIOD
(Last page of this Part only)



-ROIAL- AACTM
(FunB Name af C

SCHEDULE C
ITEMIZEb gXPENDITURE-COMMUNICATIONS AND NON-COMMUNICATiON EDIA

0'laHrY Part No. 2
Candidate or Committee) (Use for itemizing Part 6or9)

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS
(Uee separate page (a) for each numbered Part)

ALLOCATE EXPENDITURESCHECK tBY CANDIDATE

TUR B (To eompetdonly by CommlttosTppErtiY moea n ... candidate)
DATE ELECTION

OF PAYEE
PAY- (Redptent of Payment) PURPOSE OP EXPENDITURE AMOUNT
MENT PPom-t
(month, Full Nam., Molling Address, (For communications media EXPENDITURE Poll Name Co ai

day, (oOcupation aod plnipal .opendturee, aleseeof THIS Dietolot (fi pp le), boorThd
year) pl.oc of bounce, if any) dato(.) or ... PERIOD S at. eadparty Period

2-5 California Sign Headquarters Sign x 162.75
1974 Maintenance Co

1314 W 12th St
_ Tn Ae CA0.. 15 eflf _

cc, 197 Postal Instant Press Meeting notices. X 65.43
an / Pe 6675 Sunset Blvd press releases
1974 Los Angeles, CA 90028

2-11 Registrar-Recorder Filing fee x 425.00
1974 808 N Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

2-21 David R. Savage Letters 719.90
1974 House Minority, Rm. ,29

Underground Plaza
Washington, D.C. 20515

2-2 Crown Printing Co Dinner-Dance 525.00
1974 5454 Z Pomona Blvd invitations, envelopes

Los Angeles, CA 90022

2-20
1974

'Paie 2

Artcraft Mfg.
10335 Venice Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90034.

Banquet decorations

IuTAL THIS PERIOD
(Last Daze of this Part onlv)

50.00



'~~ ~ SCHEDULE C &

ITERMED'3XPZE41nUEE-COMMJNCATIONS AND NON-COMMUN'ICATIONS MEDUA 4'
anit? rMPA~ilOPart No. A

(Poll1 Name of Candidate6r Commiaites) iU!e for iternning Part 6 or 9)
1 SEE REESi SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS
- (Use separate page (a) for eacho numbered Port)

'~ *' CHEC'.')ALLOCATE EXPENDITURES
CHETK BY CANDIDATE

XXPEN (To be completed only by Comndettmo
- TUBE BY o-PPortieg ... thee ecanodidete)

DATE -ELECTION
OF PAYEE

PAY. andp~t of P.yment) AMOUNT
IdENT PURPOSE OF EXPENDITURE OPAo-eet

(month, Fo11 N.. Malting Adde.. 4 (Foe eoeeni.Oe U- odt. 1 EXPENDITURE Poll N-o, C0geeioo ofEo1od
poor p10. 5 b~le...Ilop) otoe) ~e ERIOD 00.1., .zd;oety Poold

2-28 Aldine Company Nome labels X 6.77
1974 1160 S Figueroa St

Los Angeles. CA 90015

2-17 Sandra Lichter it Dance band X 195.00
1974 Party Music

2493 N Gower St
____ 7-, Angyoaja CA 96n2 ____________ ____ _____________

2-17 Hyatt Regency Hotel Dinners x 4,263.00
1974 711 S Hope St

LosAngeles, CA 90017.-

TOTAL THIS PERIOD7-922.24.
LA.otn..f mi. W.,4oolotPave3
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SCHEDULE D
ITEMIZED EXPENDITURES-PERSONAL SERVICES, LOANS, AND TRANSFERS

RDY AL CAMPAIGN C0 ITTEE Part No. ___
(Full Name of Candidate or Committee) (Use for itemizing Part 7, 8, or 10)

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS
(Use separate page (s) for each numbered Part)

Date (asath, Fau Nae, Mailinr Addrm and ZIP Code Amount of
day, year) Easepatio ad pridpal place d bumis , if any) E

TOTAL THIS PERIOD Nonle

Page 1. (Lost page of this Part only)-
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SCHEDULE E

DEBTS AND OBLIGATIONS

ROYBAL CAMPAIGN COMMITTEE
(Full Name of CoLunittee)

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS

(Use separate page (s) for each numbered Part)

Part No. 
0

-
(Use for item ingPart 11 or 12)

Dat. Inonrmd Fail Name. Ma ling Addrss and ZIP o Amount of Cmulbu Oubtfindin

SCont Ag- Z .
mnt,.P.ils of Thi

. . ~k]' 
4

.. .. -.I,..

TOTAS THS PEIO".

TOTALS THIS PERIOD
(Last page of this Part only)

Page -__

Non None

to aprei.mleaing of s only
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UNITED STATES HOUSErQ'LTL

REPORT OF RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES
FOR A

CO0MITTEE
SUPPORTING ANY CANDIDATE(S) FOR NOMINATION OR ELECTION TO THE

UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

ROVRAT. CAlPATfPI fOMT'rT"V.
(Pull Nansa d Commlu..)

1553 Gordon Street

Los Angeles, California 90028
.:(Cibv But% ZIPeem&) -

033-i24ZZ

TYPE OF'REPORT
(Chad, Appgipmat. flea end Comeplete, If AppliebI.)

o March 10 report.
o June 10 report.
o September 10 report.0- January 31 report
o Fifteenth day report preceding Primary election on June 4, 1974

(Primary, seners, special, ruof, caucus, or convention) (Date)

o Fifth day report preceding election on
(Primary, general, spele, ruoff, aucus, or convetion) (Date)

o Termination report

VERIFICATION BY OATH OR AFFIRMATION
State Of California

Counp of Los Angeles

* I, ROGER C. JOHNSON being duly sworn, depose (aflrm) and'say
(Full Nss ef Tmasurer of Committee)

that this Aeport of Receipts and Expenditures is complete, true, and correct.

.. . .refn. . .
Subscribed and'sworn to (affirmed) before me this O d o -, . A.D. 194-

PRICiPA. OFFICE IN
(SEALj I LOS ANGELES ccUejy My comission expire.1a-
I My Commisi E UJK.. REPORT AND A"EriAMM:,E ., T[O:

71e clerk, U.S. 11-s of Repr-Wita-v

Oce of Hecerd. and Reiutratioe
1036 L ns'erth H e Offic Bildigi
Wauhisato. D.C. 20515
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Name of Committee ROYBAL CAMPAIGN COMMITTEE

SUMMARY REPORT COVERING PERIOD FROM Mach 5 1974 THRU May 13, 1974

Ce~o.- Coeedsr
SogM. si--e4d

SECTION A-RECEIPTS:
Part 1. Individual contributions:

a. Itemized (ush achedul.A-) .450.00

b. Uniteml_ ,.d.... 6_.82.o
• .Totallndividual ontr"otbutlsa .....132.00 f. 2A3.q83.

Part L Salem and cellctions:
Itemize (-achsle B) Non $20.447.48

Part 8. Loans received:
a. 'Itemized (uo. schedulAO)
b. Uiteid-. ....

Total loan. reeived .Nne " s; None
Part4 Other receipt. (refnd4 rebates, interest etc.):

. Itemized (us schduleA) $
b. Unitemized$.

Totalotherrecipt. None - on.
Pant I. Transfero in:

Itemize .11 (us. schedule A-). _ _ None $ None

TOTAL RECEIPTS mM o n u.$A;.n2L
SECTION B-EXPENDITURES:

Part 6. Communications media expendituree:
Itemise all (.- schedule C)_ . None ; None

Part 7. Expenditure. for personal services, salane&, and reimbursed expenses:

a. Itemized (us shedule D $

Total expenditures for personal service N e
salaries, and reimbursed expense Noe 8 None

Part 8. Loans made:

a. Itemized (u.scheduleD). $
b. Unitemized. ........ ~.. $.... . .oe

Total loans mad. lone o
Part 9. Other expenditure.:

. Itemized (use hdu. C.) $_1.,2...0.._
b. Uniteized 3..--6-_- 0 360.8b.Total sth~rsxsditurea ;-2"-78-9-f 1 0.673.69

Part 10, Transfers 
out:

It.ri all (us schedule None None

TOTAL EXPENDITURES $ 2,784.91 1 639

SECTION C-CASH BALANCES.
Cash on hand atbeginningof reporting period- ........ 5.9... 31.5.93
Add total receipts (sectionAabove) ................. ... . 132.00

sbol .......... $_.72.:9
Subtract total expenditure (sectio B b v ) - .......... . .- -_
Cash on hand at close of reporting perlod......... r 41.. '1 0"-89

*SECTION D-DEBTS AND 01LIGATIONS:
Part 11. Debts and obligations owed to the committee (use schedule E)..........) - None

Part 12. Debts and obligation& owed by the committee (use schedule E).......... None

*Oh.c. r i e .. Iml he isrli, .ew l~l I. .ci oedi.rt ,e~a~atW)x, .. tiir ki~is~'r6 1
Piit.ii. .0: .0ou sroni Ie cPc .0. .r. - Nh - Z'i N.* tf *oO,. .i. cs0 . crcli 750 h .i * eo
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SCHEDULE A

ITEMIZED RECEIPTS-CONTRIBUTIONS, SALES AND COLLECTIONS, LOANS, AND TRANSFERS

__Part No. •_______

(Full Name of Candidate or Committee) (Use for itemizing Part 1,2,3,4, or 5)

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS

(Use separate pages) for each numbered Part)

O-po. a O im w*aol Pl. o , . Moot of Receipt
Date (moth', ll loe d , "5I.d- 1 b-k } Thi PeriodDte m.") Full Na.., Maling Addresaa.d ZIP Code

da. ea)• *._ aao.,.~ y.. ,.. "; . .-,. hos ,-"T =

Thispriod.

Thisperiod -

7 $

Ao re ~tY.to-DSt , ,.
This peiod

$

This period
$ .-

Thi]eiri

This period

Thiap-Wot

$ - ,,?.
AOO.... .-.. . '..'2

Thio period t

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ o _ __$

0..,..l J..on lola

This period

TOTAL THIS PERIOD

(Last page of this Part only)

Page
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SCHEDULE B

ITEMIZED RECEIPTS-SALES AND COLLECTIONS

(Full Name of Candidate or Committee)

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS

Total Sum of Proceeds during the reporting period from:

1. Sale of tickets (List by event below)*

2. Mass collections (List by event below)

S. Sale of Items

Use for Part No. 2 only

Total (Carry forward to Part 2 of Summary) $

List of Sales and Collections by Event

Data of Event Type of Eem tAacant Fres Sale of Aost Feroe Ma..
(month, day year) Ticket. Tis Period* Caleetlsos This Period

-5

TOTALS THIS PERIOD
(Last page of this Schedule only)

*After completion of the aboe list by event, ass a separate Schedule A to list the date, full name and inaling eddecs (ccuipa-
.on and principal place Of business, it any) of sach person who has purchased me or more tickets for events such as dinner 1l-mh-

cons, ralies, and similar fundraising events during this reporting period in an amount in excess of $1ee or whose totl ticket
purchases to date for the calendar year (aggregate) are in excess of $100. Attach the separate Schedule A to this Schdsla.



SCHEDULE C T
I! hBUZEDXPNI~rURZ-coMMUNMCArIONS AND NON-COMMUNfICATIONS, LADI:

(PullNameofCandidateOlt______________ 
PartNo.~~

(Fui~aeofandda~srcmmttR) (Use for itemig Part 6or 9)
P, 8EZ REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCrIO g

(Use separate page(a) for each numbered Part)

ALLOCATE EXPENDITURIES
CHECK 1)BY CANDIDATE
'EXPENV-(ob opeedol yCWo~o
TUBE BY (,o t o. I. ee ceaddte

DATE ELECTION
OF PAYEE

PAY- CRoopicet of Payment) PUPSbPEXEDTR AMOUNT
MOENT PUPS FEPNIUEOF Aoooot
(cootb. FullI N-.,o Hte Ados.. (Fey C.oMoolcoim. meldia IEXPENITURE Poll Nam- Cagoieel of &.oel

pceo oie.lny) d&t:( of o. ERIOD Slate,=sa'Paty Peeled

Pa;. -
'LvTAL THIS PERIO______

(Last paZe of this Part only)
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SCHEDULE D

ITEMIZED EXPENDITURES-PERSONAL SERVICES. LOANS, ANID TRANSFERS

_________________________Part No.

(Full Name of Cadidate or Committee) (Use for Itemixing Past 7, 8, or 10)

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS

(Use separate page(s) for each numbered Part)

(-t 6 Fmni . 1 Naw Mm. tilieg Add-,.oand UIP Co. r Thsuh
by. 7ear) h.a

4bi Thp." ed

oTb Few _

T.pd

obl pa__d

This p-

Th e -

__ _ _ _ __ _1_~ 0 $ _ _ _

TOTALTh THSPRO

(last ~ Th Paeo-hsPr ny

ps.v---- -, 111.
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SCHEDULE E

DEBTS AND OBLIGATIONS

(Full Name of Comunittee)
Part No.

(Use for itemizing Part 11 or 12)

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS

(Use separate page(s) for each numbered Part)

Date Incurred Full Name. Mailing Addrea ad ZIP Cede Amount of Cnualati. Outsandig
(month, day. (eeepse and prlpal an ine ay) Orint Debt, Pymeast Baleace

Year) Cotnact A e To Data at Cle. -
meat, omi e of This -

Period

TOTALS THIS PERIOD
(Lst pageof this Partonly) I

*Cary oubetaadlng balaca only
Page - to approprwao port of eemaay.
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UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Office of the COMMITTEE HEARING
WashingtonDj4XIT NO_ I '

REPORT OF RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES
FOR A

COMMITTEE
SUPPORTING ANY CANDIDATE(S) FOR NOMINATION OR ELECTION TO THE

UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

ROYAL CAMPAIGN COMMITTEE
(Ful Nan of cum it) ! 033-243

1553 Gordon St.
(Street)

Los Angeles, Calif. 90028
(City. Stale, ZIP codO)

TYPE OF REPORT
(Cliek App-prit. B-s "e1 CmpWLet if Apoabl.)

o March 10 report.
o June 10 report.
" September 10 report.
[ January 31 report.
o Fifteenth day report preceding election on

(Primry, geel, special, runoseS ec3es, Or cosention) (Dat.)

* Fifth day report preceding Primary ejection on - June 4th
(Pimasry, generel, speeal, rusoff. rcess., or consentios) (Data)

O T e r m i n a t i o n r e p o r t . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ._ _

VERIFICATION BY OATH OR AFFIRMATION

State of California

County of Los Angeles

I, ROGER C. JOHNSON being duly sworn, depose (affirm) and say
(FU N... of Tresurer of Committes)

that this Report of Receipts and Expenditures is complete, true, and correct.

Subscribed and sworn to (affirmed) before me thi' ±da of A.. LL9_-

(Notary Publi.)

(SEAL) My commission expires 11..---

RETURN COMPLETED REPORT AND ATTACHMENTS TO:
The eClrk, U.S. Bes. of Reprtaeoensies-- OFCA EL Oem of Rseordl.sead Regutraties

0E.3 Lonworth use OAN. Bwildi gOWshiagtos. 
D.C. 20515

' C.tESCO ,,, fln.l. ELb~o*W.om
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Name of Committee ROYBAL CAMPAIGN COMMITTEE

SUMMARY REPORT COVERING PERIOD FROM .ay 14 THRU May 23. 1974

SECTION A-RECEIPTS:

Part 1. Individual contributions:

a Itemized (use schedule A .. .
b. Unit.mhed........

Total individual contribution* $ 3 , 983 .50
Part L Sales and aollc.toa: 20,447.48

Itemize (usschedule R-)_ _ _ None 2

Part 8. Loans re ed :

a. Itemized (usaschadule A-) $
$-w~id- $NoneTotal Ioan recided $ N

Part 4. Otherreceipta (refunda6rebates, intzta.tt.):
a. Itemized (use hedls A-)
b. Uult.a;i $- NOW, r- None

Total other receipts $ $

Part L Transfers None None
Itemize all (ua schedule A$) None $

TOTAL RECEIPTS None 24,430.98
SECTION B-EXPENDTURF:

Part 6. Communications media expenditures: None None
Itemize .11 (use schedule C')$ $

Part 7. Expenditures for personal services, salaries, and reimbursed expenses:
a. Itemized (use schedule - --------.. . ...... . . $ . ... .... ..
b. U-tem-d--..--.. ... .................. $ .. .

Total expenditures for personal services, None None
salaries, and reimbursed expense .$ $

Part 8. Loans made:
a. Itemized (use schedule D .. $ ...........
L. Uultmised- $ .....N' .. NoneTotal loan. mad. $ N

Part 9. Other expenditure..
a. Itemized(...chduC) $_._-74.9..77._uult $ .... 3 i-.11,497.07

Total other expenditures R I_,a ..11,97.0

Part 19. Transfers out- None None
Itemize all (ue schedule D- .. ..------ $

823 .38 11,497.07
TOTAL EXPENDITURES

SECTION C-CASH BALANCES: 17,309.89

Cash on hand at beginnng of reporting pe$od........ .... -

Add total reeipt. (setion A $bov ) ....... . none

SubtotaL ..-.-..-...-. $...73fl9.B9
Subtract total expenditures actionn B ao,)......... ......... 23.8.
Cash on had at close of reporting o .............. 8

SECTION D-DEBTS AND OBLIGATIONS:
Part I1. Debts and obligations owed to the committee (use schedule E') ............ .. $ Nn

Part 12. Debts and obligations owed by the committee (us schedule E') .......... None

w e a r t . ud only wh It..I, em n is rq1it. -1l. (S. e5 b 0.0.0,3. (tor la .to ) W.en ISei. tnI.. tm-n r io* SI'l.
T. ,wd " lfo ... t..dn n.y I1- o 1. W nm.rfiRpot hr . .. .m n r - re'n.n
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SCHEDULE A

ITEMIZED RECEIPTS-CONTRIBUTIONS, SALES AND COLLECTIONS, LOANS, AND.TRANSFERS

ROYAL CAMPAIGN COMMITTEE Part No. One

(Full Name of Candidate or Committee) (Use for itemizing Part 1, 2,3,4, or 5)

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS ..

(Use separate page(s) for each numbered Part)

0 o. .. d pd,]pA. F.l. . BIl, , if Amount of Receipt
.,,r (If .. If.., io~md.8 e,..k 1boo( ThlisPe

Date (month, Ful NIm lle Addreee. and ZIP Cd. Period
day, year) *1. .,,.. K.W Ad.,adZPCd

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I

.: .... ..... ,+,,- ~.......,; .......... . ..' +-~~Thi " 
p~rid - -

An,$.,...r ..-;.e
.. ~~7...L" This period .

Thiepl'd
t

$

0 aThi.peiod
$ /

[A- ........

$

This period

Thiperiod

Thi, peeed-

Trid. period

TOTAL THIS PERIOD None
(Last page of this Part only)

n.,;.~ S....,, ten Page __1

F---_- Y-,-D;z

This period
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SCHEDULE B

ITEMIZED RECEIPTS-SALES AND COLLECTIONS

ROYAL CAMPAIGN COMMITTEE Use for Part No. 2 only
(Full Name of Candidate or Committee)

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS

Total Sum of Proceeds during the reporting period from:

1. Sale of tickets (List by event below)*._$ e nna
2. Mass collections (List by event below)__ $ Non

" Sale of Items $ "
Total (Carry forward to Part 2 of Summary) 9 Nnem

List of Sales and Collections by Event

Data of Event Type of Evost Amount From Sal .of Amoont Fo, Maus
(meoth day. year) Tickets This Period Collection This Period

TOTALS THIS PERIOD
(Last page of this Schedule only) N

*Aftercan~pletion of the aboeo list by event, uos soparate Schedule A to list the date, foil name. and osiliog addoos (oorvPa-
.=on and principal place of business, if any) of each person who has purchased oe or moro ticoto for events each s dino-. luhi
0000 rallies, and similar fundraising events during this reporting period in an amount in excess of $100 or whoe totl ti ket
porch-a to dato for the calendar osem (aggregate) ar. t excessf $100. Attach the sepaae Schedule A to this Sod-t..

Page 1

33-86(



SCHEDULE C
ITEMIZED EXPENDITURE-COMMUNICJ )NS AND NON-COMMUNICATIONS MEDIA

RO BAL CAMPAIGN COMMITTEE L..
Part No. -

(Full Name of Candidate or Committee) (Use for itemizing Part 6 or 9)
SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS
(Use separate page (a) for each numbered Part)

ALLOCATE EXPENDITURES
CHECE (BY CANDIDATE
EXPENDI- (To be completed only by Commilttees
ELECTION supporting more than one candidate)

DATE
OF PAYEE

PAY- (Relpict of Pyment) AMOUNT
MENT PURPOSE OF EXPENDITURE OF -moAON
(loth, Full Name, Mulling Address, (For eoenmmicatioe redia EXPENDITURE Foil Name, Congreolonl of Rape,day, (ocupation and principal expenditures, also specify luTI Disrint (.f epicabrl toe Th
yp r) ploce of business, if any) dat (s) of use) PERIOD State, and arty Period

5-20 Ayeroff Lithograph & Printing invitations 2 579.29

Printing Co.1974 5300 Santa Monica Blvd.

Postmaster
5-15 Los Angeles, Ca. 90012 Stamps 2 170.48

1974

TOTAL THIS PERIOD LAL497
PutP 1 _ (Tutnnonfth Por nltv%

F / I I
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ITEMIZED EXPENDITURES-PERSONAL SERVICES, LOANS, AND TRANSFERS

RO1AL CAMPAIGN COMMITTEE Part No. One
(Full Name of Candidate or Committee) (Use for itemizing Part 7, 8, or 10)

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS

(Use separate page(s) for each numbered Part)

OmsU., " Pri.,,~.. Yl. .a ., it Amwaeteopf~i
. (It w.t. ,.I W.d .6. .hk blhis

Ful et.bdif (sdmh ad ZIP Code

This -

$
___Tw o ____

0$ This jedo
$

This Pa

Thi patid

A] .' ... ... a

This pasted

D- .... D.

This pated

$

Pag. --I--
SJ-. In.

TOTAL THIS PERIOD __ D5n

(Last page of this Part only)



SCHEDULE E

DEBTS AND OBLIGATIONS

ROYAL CAMPAIGN COMMITTEE
(Full Name of Cotimittee)

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR "INSTRUCTIONS

(Use separate page (s) for each numbered Part)

Part No. _One
(Use for itemizing Part 11 or 12)

Date Incurred Foll Nam.e, Mling Address, and ZIP Code Amount of C...l.tive Outea xdiog
(month. day, occupationn and pricipal place -. d business, if moy) Orignsal Debt, Pay est Bsso.

year) CetroetAgree- To Dat, At Cls.
moot, or Promi of Thi

Ped

TOTALS THIS PERIOD Noo
(Last page of this Part only) None Ne None

Page *Carry outstanding bate- only"
to ppropd dt part of sw oooierf.
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UNITED 'STATES I-OUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
of.. of the O MMITTEE HEARING
Va(h IBITNO.Z/-a

REPORT OF RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES
FOR A

COMMITTEE
SUPPORTING ANY CANDIDATE(S) FOR NOMINATION OR ELECTION TO THE

UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

ROYBAL CAMPAIGN COMMITTEE
(Fl eNse of CoeMitte)

1553 Gordon St.

Los Angeles I,0lif. 90028
(Cit, Stat zIP Oo.)

S 033-243 . .. '
Nec5-s- . Tc

TYPE OF REPORT
(Cb.&- Appropriate B.. and Co.plet. If AppU-le)

0March 10 report.
June 10 report.
Sepem1 0 report.

o January 31 report-o Fifteenth day report preceding election on
(PrrarJ, p n, cauus, or convention) (Dat)

o Fifth day report preceding election on
(Primay, general, special, runoff, mucus, or convention) (Date)

I Termination report

VERIFICATION BY OATH OR AFFIRMATION

State of California

County ofLos Angeles

x, Roger C. Johnson being duly sworn, depose (affirm) and say
(Full Name of T r of Committ.)

that this Report of Receipts and Expenditures is complete, true, and correct.

Subscribed and sworn to (affirmed) before Me this -7-.dy f .c-~e .. 1

| , t1 p.,E'recee c,..I~ ' io,. -> 0
. ELIZABETH A. BENTLEY (Not!y a ct k?.S OTIIW PU6LuC.CPWIFRoNIA*

PRINICPAL OFFICE IN My commission expires 96LOS oNceI.cs coufffy
my C"iosn

L KPORT AND ATrACUDIENTS qO.
The Clerk, U.S. Soes of Representt.Uv
Ofce of Seno&and tegtrion[
IU06 Loo geih Seam O EM Buwlding
Wpaklsgtoa, DX. 20515

1I.11, 3%LicflDO'71 $
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Name of Committee ROYBAL CAMPAIGN COMMITTEE

SUMMARY REPORT COVERING PERIOD FROM May 23 THRU May 31, 1974

SECTION A-RECEiPTS:

Part 1. Individual contributions:
Itemized (we schedule A 

)
.. . . ... . . .. . ._DO . _

b. Uotemie .. ... 3-oe--- 3,983.50
Total individual contributions none $

Part 2. Sales and collections:
Itemize (ue schedule $ $. nn . 20U447.48

Part 3. Loamns received:
s. Itemized (s schedule. A*-
b. Unitemized.--

Total loans received $ n- s " .
Part 4. Other receipt (refunds, rebates, inberesa, et ):

. Itemized (as. schedule A*) . .$
b. Unitimied....___.......

Total other receipts $$ "nn .t...
Part S. Transfers In:

Itemze all (s chedAle A*) .. $ none $ none

TOTAL RECEIPTS $ nn . 2D.OE30. 8
SECTION S--EXPZNDITURES:

Part 6& Communia-tiona media epeudituces:
Itemize all (use schedule C) .. none $ none

Part 7. Expenditures for personal services, salaries, and reimbursed expenses:
s. Itemized (mse schedule D)........ . . . .. . .
b. Uoiteedsed.....................

To
t
al expenditures for personal services,

salaries, and reimbused expenses $ w rflfll $ .. --.-

Part 8. Loans made:
s. Itemized (use schedule D .-.

b. Unitemzed d ................... ...

Total loans made $. Df $ lD. ,

Part 9. Other expenditureas:
a. Itemized (use sciedale C e) $ ... n.l .,.
b. Unite e.................. . .. ..-.. - 6.-40- 11,593.87

Total other expenditures 'J8..0 $
Part 10. Transfers out:

Itemize all (use schedule D . w fl $ "-

TOTAL EXPENDITURES l $:,=..

SECTION C-CASH BALANCES:
Cash on hand at beginning of reporting 16,486.51
Add total receipts (section A above) --_--... -. --------.--.---- _ . ne

Subtract total expenditures (section B above)_-_---_.... ........... --.... &.-80
Cash on hand at close of reporting period... ............. ................ - , .. .

SECTION D-DEBTS AND OBLIGATIONS:
Part 1t. Debts and obligations owed to the committee (use schedule El) ............. $ none

Part 12. Debts and obligations ered by the committee (00 a hedule E')S............ none

'Onld..Iute0 e to b. u~nl ninn nhen l I-tlm Is rh - ri. 4sm -mh 5.heduI. for n-.U-) Wh.n I-tIon . .. .rr fer I .mc
rae cor'd -No:,e., 100. benturc l 0onc lan eor ci,. Ou n Ii' e~rc nwh n - .mo I. b inn mrosl.
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ITEMIZED RECEIPTS-CON R BUTIONS, TICKET PURCHASES, LOANS, AND TRANSFERS

ROYBAL CAMPAIGN COMiITTEE Part No. One
(Full Name of Candidate or Committee) (Use for itemizing Part 1, 2,3,4, or 5)

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS
(Use separate pages) for each numbered Part)

Date (mot u (an--, -'V Add.. ud ZIP Code A unt .f. f Ieapt
(owupetion andprindp.I pL. ofbu-inan if any) Aggregat Yr-t.-at Twhs Peilod

I (eomplet if =.ppiablo) _

__A___ Year-t-date

Aggregat Yea-to-dat

ggoeYea-to-data

Angregte Yearto-date

AreteYea-to-date

:--egto Yearto-dte

A-gegto Year-to-date

TOTAL THIS PERIOD none

(Last page of this Part only)

Page
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SC.IEDUL6 B

iTEMIZED RECEIPTS--SALES AND COLLECTIONS

ROYAL CAMPAIGN COI'EFITTEE Use for Part No. 2 only
(Full Name of Candidate or Committee)

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS

Total Sum of Proceeds during the reporting period from:

1. Sale of tickets (List by event below)* $ NONE

2. Mass collections (List by event below) $ ,on_

3. Sale of Items_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

Total (Carry forward to Part 2 of Summary) $ nnn

List of Sales and Collections by Event

Date of Eent Type of Event Amount From Sale of Amount From em
(month, day, yea) Tickets This Period* Collections This Period

TOTALS THIS PERIOD
(Last page of this Schedule only) none none

oAfter completion of the above list by event, use a separate Schedule A to list the date, full name and mailing address (!onup.
tlion and principal place of business, if any) of each person wcho han purchased one or more tickets for events such as dinners. ock -
eonb, rallies, and similar fundrcaising events during this reporting period in an amount in excess of 110O or whose total tcket
purchases to date for the calendar year (aggregate) are in excess of $100. Attach the separate Schedule A to thisSchedule.

Page



SCIIEDULE C

ITEMIZED EXPENDrrURE-COMMUNIcI )NS AND NON-COMMUNICATIONS MEDIA

ROYBAL CAMPAIGN CO4ITTRE Part No. fLn
(Foil Name of Candidate or Committee) SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS(Use for itomizing Part 6 or 9)

(Use separate page (s) for each numbered Part)

ALLOCATE EXPENDITURESCHECK BDY CANDIDATE• T e eplelsd only lip Commlttees
TUllE BY Ml-'t by-~ELECTION ppo noe thn odidate)

DATE
Or PAYEEPAY- (Reipient df Paymet) AMOUN

MANT PURPOSE Or EXPENDITURE OFA:mo

(noelth, Full Nae MIoillng AddA (For emunetllens medla XPENDITURI l Nmse Coo eral e
doy fteio?'o od pelapl sToH IS lolelel (if ie, hl

plssoof bulness. itp) dots(s) of uPERIOD State ao rty Pelo,

pheo -i--
TOTAL THIS PERIOD none

(LAst mare of this Part onlvl
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ITEMIZED EX?NDITURES-PZESONAL SIRV.CES, LOANS, AND TRANSFERS

ROYB.L CAMPAIGN COiM1TTEE Part No. One

(Full Name of Candidate or Committee) (Use for itemizing Part 7. 8, or 10)

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS
(Use separate page(s) for each numbered Part)

Dzte (oth, Full Name, Mailing Addss and ZIP Code Amoount of
dsy, year) occupationo and principal plac of b..jeeso, if a ny) Eo Peo d

. -2 .

TOTAL THIS PERIOD NONE
(Last page of this Part only)

Page !
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SCHEDULE E

DEBTS AND OBLIGATIONS

(Full Name of Coi xmittee)

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS

(Use separate page (s) for each numbered Part)

Part No. -0E
(Use for itemizing Part 11 or 12)

Fll Nae, WeMlling Addres, and ZIP Cods Amount of
(eoupatise and priasipal plas and boins., if any) Original Debt, Cumoietive

payentTo Date

Outandig -

at Close
of Thie .Period

TOTALS THIS PERIOD
(Last pageof this Part only) .... none none

"Ceoo outotanding balance only
Page of to ap ts par of y.

Date Iscurred

Roy,.qAT. r-AMPAIC-L'--co.)OLLT Rr_
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UNITED STATES thUe:-TOffce of the 6, "fX' . ING
Washington, D.HBIT LNOL : -

REPORT OF RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES

FOR A

COMMITTEE

SUPPORTING ANY CANDIDATE(S) FOR NOMINATION OR ELECTION TO THE
UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Roybal Campaign Committee
(Full Name. of Cormmdittee)

Idmoft .u Nukb.

I33-24

1553 Gordon St.
(Street)

Los Angeles, Calif. 90028
(City, State, ZIP co

d
e)

TYPE OF REPORT
(Check Apprpillte Bo. and Comple, if Applicable)

0 March 10 report.
[] June 10 report.
[X September 10 report.o January 31 report.o Fifteenth day report preceding election on

(Primary, general, special, runoff, caucus, or convention) (Date)
[ Fifth day report preceding election on

(Primary, general, special, runoff, nancus, or convention) (Date)
1O Termination report.

VERIFICATION BY OATH OR AFFIRMATION

State of California

County of Los Angeles 
as.

I, NRo amef T e o.hneon .being duly sworn, depose (affirm) and say(Fall Name of Teasurer of Committee)

that this Report of Receipts and Expenditures is complete, true, and correct.

(Signs of rer of Cornmitten)
Subscribed and sworn to (affirmed) before me this -. ±6day of ,A.D. 19,/.

OFIIASA (No iey Public)
O"FICa= A L My commission expires ,19-

H0TAftam~.
Wasaai, afte I COMPLETED REPORT AND ATTACHMENTS TO:

The Clerk, U.S. House of Representtives
Ofce of Records and Registation
1036 Lo.ngworth Hon. Office Building
Wanhingtn. D.C. 20515
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Name of Committee Roybal Campaign Comrmittee

SUMMARY REPORT COVERING PERIOD FROM Ma 31, 1974 THRU Aug. 31, 1974

SECTION A-EECEIPTS:
Park L. Individual contributions:

aItemized (we schedule A)__... ...... ..............

Total Indivduoal contributions .676-00 $4 OA~r
5
.- 'D-

Part L. Sales and collections:
Itemils(mosoohWdIlB-) _ 962.17 $ 962.17

Paut L. Loans received:
&. Itemizeod (uos shedule A-) .
L. U - '--*-- *..* .

Total loans received non none

Part &. Other receipts (roland.. rebato Interest, .to.):

L Unit-,- .----..-------... s. -

Total otlher reeoipto none none
Part L. Trnafoern in:

TOTL RCEITS 1,638.17 26,069.15

SECTION D..EXPENDFFURES:
Past L Commncaotions modis, expenditures:

Itemize all (ass, shedulC non S---.-...-- .... . . none

Part T. Expenditures for personal sorvice.,. salauios, and reimbursed expenss:
a. Itemized (weoscheduleDO).----.- -- .------------------------$.. ......... ...-----
b.U ienzd--------- ---- ----------------------------- $..... . . ........ ...

Total apenditure., for personal oemices,

salad.., and reim~burerd rxperss,. nonXe. non

Partn Loan-. made:
a. Itemizsed (useschedle D) . ~ .. . ... - ---- $ .------------
bN. St --d------_------------..-....--.-..---. . $.. .. .. .

Total loans made0 noneIr1 ... fnonel.

Part 9. Other expenditures:
aItemize~d (usochedul.C) --------.-- $ 1,989.74

Total other, expenditoes,. 2 56. 5.13,8 0~5 .
Part 10. Tranofor. out:

Itemz lool (no. schedule DO).---.- .- .------. ................. none $ none

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 2,256. 53 13804

SECTION C-CASH BALANCES:
Cash onhand at bgnningofeoting patiod. ---------- --- --_----. 16.389.71

Add total receipts (section A abore).-............----.--.- -------- ----

subtots..... - ---.--- ----.- -..--.-- .... .18.Q

Subtract total expondil,.ren (oeso B aboe)_......... 2 2~.5
Cson hand at close of reporting perid ---------------------------. .- . I. 7 1-5e22 -5.

SECTION D-DEBDTS AND OBLIGATIONS: none
Part 11. Debto and obligation. oed to the commnittee (use achedole E-) .........
Part I2. Debts andl obligation. owed bVthocommiettesi (oschredule13)_. .... S nn
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SCHEDULE A

ITEMIZED RECEIPTS-CONTRIBUTIONS, TICKET PURCHASES. LOANS, AND TRANSFERS

Roybal 0amoai-n COomnittee Part No. one

(Full Name of Candidate or Committee) (Use for itemizing Part 1, 2,3.4, or 5)

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS

(Use separate pages) for each numbered Part)

Date (month, Full Name, Mailing Address, and ZIP Code . Aon...t of Re.6
day, year) (occupation and principal plano of business, if any) I Aggreate ear-to-date This Period

g(compl if applicable)

TOTAL THIS PERIOD 650.00
(Last page of this Part only)



SCHEDULE B

ITEMIZED RECEIPTS-SALES AND COLLECTIONS

Roybal Campaign Committee
Use for Part No. 2 only

(Full Name of Candidate or Committee)

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS

LIST OF SALE OF TICKETS, SALE OF ITEMS, AND MASS COLLECTIONS BY EVENT-

Psse fsaTylpe of Event A..oit -
mont. daly. year) C tA -.&d, A ..,,-,.i)

2.. I Q7A Batrbecue S825.00

Kay 23, 1974 Piesta, East Los Angeles Senior S137.17

TOTALS THIS PERIOD
(Last page of this Schedule only) $962.17

*After completion of the abose list by event. use s separate Schedule A to list the date, full name and talking address (ooau-
ntion and principal place of business. if any) of each person who ho purchased an iten: or tickets) for events such as dinners.
lon hn. rallied , ad-imilir fin-drasing events or received mass collection cash contributions during this reporting period in an

fit? 5iP. s of ?1'fi itt .li t titol port,. r -ontrihit tiio .tring ta-, rll-rlions to t.e for lIt r lenderr year i.ggteri tte



SCHEDULE C .
ITEMIZED EXPENDITURE-COMMUNICATIC ' AND NON-COMMUNICATIONS MEDIA

Rovbl Campaign Committee ' Part No. one

(Full Name of Candidate or Committee) (Use for itemizing Part 6 or 9)SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS
(Use separate page (o) for each numbered Part)

ALLOCATE EXPENDITURESCHECK li/i BY CANDIDATEEXPEND- (To be completed only by Cooornitte.
ETO support moo- tha one enodidoto)

)ATE ION
OF PAYEEPAY- (Recipient of Payment PURPOSE OP EXPEND AMOUNTdENT TUBEmonth, Full Name, EaWng Adde, (For .mm.itions mo? EXPENDITUEf EyoNoepndi-
,la y . ( mo cu p a tio n a n d p r in c ip a l e p n d itu re , a i o p ee ffy it 3r o r p l e o t T

roti pimoboinnlay)daoii f 3.adC THIS 0itriol ('i a liooblel. ore T_er _p__obsie__iny__t_) ___) PERIOD state, anmft¥ Period

2, Guido Guardines Barbecue surnlies $134.20
'4 Los Angeles, Calif. 90063

3214 Fowler

2, Little Joe's Barbecue supplies $173.78
'A 900 N. Broadway

Los Angeles, Calif.90012

2, John Veljacic Rental barbecue grounds $175.00
'4 330 S. Ford Blvd.

Los Angeles, Calif. 90063

S2,
'4 Manuel's Barbecue Meals for barbecue $790.00

3536 E. First St.
Los Angeles, Calif.90063

14, Postmaster Postage $451.76
17, Los Angeles, Calif. 90012

'4

17, Ayeroff Litho. and Printing $265.00
'4 Printing Co.

5300 Santa Monica Blvd. - ]
Los Angeles, Calif 90029 1

TOTAL THIS PERIOD' 9174
(Last page of this Part only)go
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SCHEDULE D
ITEMIZED EXPENDITURES-PERSONAL SERVICES. LOANS, AND TRANSFERS

Roybal Campaign Committee Part No. nm.
(Full Name of Candidate or Committee) (Use for itemizing Part 7, 8, or 10)

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS
(Use separate page(s) for each numbered Part)

Date (month, Full Name Mailing Address, and ZIP Code Amount of
day, year) occupation and principal place of business, if any) fh-

diture

TOTAL THIS PERIOD none

(Last page of this Part only)
Page I

33-86
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SCHEDULE E

DEBTS AND OBLIGATIONS

Roybal Campaign Xommittee
(Full Name of Committee)

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS

(Use separate page(s) for each numbered Part)

Part No.
(Use for itemizing Part 11 or 12)

Dat.I wrrd Full Na, Maiing Addressd ZIP Code Amount of Cumuts" Oubsodins
( . (oupaton and prindpsj p1.,t and bodine., if say) Origai Debt, P Bfjaso
- Y-a) atsc Age- 7oDa at Cbfm

of This
P-b

TOTALS THIS PERIOD

(Last pageof this Part only) I none none none
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UNITED STATES HOUSE OF P
Office 

.f the
W no E BIT NO_-,I s- .

REPORT OF RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES
FOR A

COMMITTEE
SUPPORTING ANY CANDIDATE(S) FOR NOMINATION OR ELECTION TO THE

UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Roybal Campaign Committee

(FNA Name of Commiktte)

1553 Gordon St.

Los Angeles, CaT.P 90023

(Cany State. MIP Code)

U 033-243 • ,'

TYPE OF REPORT

(CashAppsoprat. Bo- .od Compl.te If Appliasbl.)

o March 10 report.
[ June 10 report.
o September 10 report.
o January 81 report.
rM Fifteenth day report preceding general election on Nov. 5th. 1974

(Primary, genera. special, runoff, cauus, or convention) (Date)

o Fifth day report preceding election on (t
(Primary, general, special, runoff, caucus, or -onocnton) (Data)

0 Termination report.

VERIFICATION BY OATH OR AFFIRMATION

State of California

Los Angeles 13.
County of

Roger C. Johnson being duly sworn, depose (affirm) and say
(ll Name of Treasurer of Committee)

that this Report of Receipts and Expenditures is complete, tre and correct.

Subscribed and sworn to (affirmed) before me this 1 -1 day of L VLIQ
OFFICI. EL I - 1 ,

ELIZABETH A. BENTLEY (..L-fi V/

S NOTARY PVBLC CALIFORNI* I
PRINCIPAl OFFMrC I" M /ycom xt

[SKAL]J tOS ANGELES COU.. y ssion exp
My Cosmisslo , I,,- 7.1976

Mf~Ebt REPORT AND ATrAcnbmE
The Clerk, U.S. House of Reprooltatios
Ofoe of Rocordo and Registration
1036 Longworth House OfSce Building
Washington. WC 20515

[L.. ELEC-IO-FO3
1
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Name of Committee . Roybal Campaign Committee

SUMMARY REPORT COVERING PERIOD FROMd Auzg. 31,.1974 'T'pjU Oct.. 14,* 1974

SECTION A-RECEIPTS:
Part 2. Individual contribstioos:

a, It.eisd (use scedole A-)2.

b l~.--Total IffivIi.4 bfott.ooa $ iA n 5355

Part L. SWl- and collectios: 921
- Itanalo., (use.0 ache. Be) noe S 921

Part S. Las roetwed:
a. ltennized (use mcbedde.A-) S---

TOta leoa n,d v
Part 4. Other receipta (refunds, rbh.. Interest at-.):

a. ltmannd (use.a&d"A-)

TOta other ..ott $ ..... f~
Part 5. Trmases in:

It.odsa al (-. aehadul. A-) ...... DlL..

TOTAL sscMIPTS 1,165.75 27,234.90
SECTION SI-EXPEWDITURItE&
part C, Coooane.1atlon. .ed" op-&dlUr-:

P&a 7. Eapeaditoree for personal earutea, ealartes. and refinburead exp..sa
s. Itenuiood (use duleDW)
b.Uutald.

Total aecpradituree for personal s none non
salares and relonburood expenses $ -. ---none-

Part &S.-r. .ad.:
a. Itenised (-.. schedule. D-)

b. Uit~e~ed.Total lea.e o.-~ltW none

part a. Other enadit-rs
a. Itonoied (us., wchdela C0) ~085

Part IC Tranaf o out: Twob oadt ,q-432 3-

Itoonl.. all (wae schedulD) - - 3 flfD.Sn

TOTrAL EXENDT1URES h ~ ~ . 42

SECTION C--CASE BALANCES,
Cash on bod at bostoolag of reporting par.- I; .1.771.3.
Add total wecoipts (sectioA bo.) lA.4O.Qk

SbtobL---.______ ___ 7.. 5t
Subtriset total expendituree (meectlo B aho15)--
Cash en hand atrclose of reporting ponied .g122.-

SECTION fl-DEnTS AND OBLIGATIONS-
P-a 11. Debt. and obltotions .ad g the conewittee (use, scedl E)..___ Timm
Part 12. Debts and obligatlso owed by the ro-ottee (uss w]Weuloe. none

*5h.ae.ar h .. 01 .o .h.~ I roI~d.(...eI5b..1 -rW.&.O. (ft.5o.1. I , O -&h..11
Ni. b. stt fAr mo.frS No o.h beho -d VC. r.e.s I..0 h .,.os ,nEo.0 .0

Tb.4 ~o" ho~ h .1..0..0 a.0 b. -W rO~* ho0 hhh~ .i4
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bUk bUULk. A

ITEMIZED RECEIPTS--CONTRIBUTIONS, TICKET PURCHASES, LOANS, AND TRANSFERS

Roybal Campaign Committee Part No. one
(Full Name of Candidate or Committee) (Use for itemizing Part 1, 2,3, 4, or 6)

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS
(Use separate page(s) for each numbered Part)

Date (month,
day. year)

Sept. 21,
1974

Oct. 3.
1974

Oct. 8,
1974

Full Name, Mailing Address, and ZIP Code
occupationn and principal place of bucinee, if any)

Life Underwriters Political Action Committee
1922 E. St., N. W.
Washington, D. C. 20006 Aggete Y-to-dta

Democratic State Central Committee,
Federal Candidates Campaign committee
6022 Wilshire Blvd. Aggregate Yaar-date
Los Angeles, Calif. 90036 $

Federal Citizenship Responsibility Group
2244 Walnut Grove Ave.
Rosemead, Calif. 91770 -ta, Yearto.-dt.

!

____________$-- -

Aggregate Year-to-date

A get. Year-to-dat.

Aggregate Year-to-dat.

Aggregate Year-to-date

TOTAL THIS PERIOD - I Sl5 Cn_

(Last page of this Part only)
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SCHEDULE B

ITEMIZED RECEIPTS-SALES AND COLLECTIONS

Roybal Campaiam Oommittee
(Full Name of Candidate or Committee)

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS

Total Sum of Proceeds durig the reporting period from:

1. Sale of tickets (iUst by event below)*
L Mao collections (List by event below)
8. Sale of y-".

Use for Part No.2 only

Total (Carry forward to Part 2 of Summary) $

List of Sales and Collections by Event

Date of Event Type of Ermt Amount From Sale of IAmount From M-.
(mnth, day, year) Tickets This Period- Callections This Period

TOTALS THIS PERIOD
(Last page of this Schedule only) none

-After completion of the above list by event -so - karate Schedule A to list the date, fall name and rnailing address (occupy
tion and principal plaoe of business, if any) of each person who has purchased one or morm tickets for event. such as dinners lon).n
eon, rallies, and siilar fundraisnlg event. during thi reporting period in amount in xcass of $100 or whos tel) ticket
porob . to date for lb clendar yea (a t.) are accin sso f $e. Attach the separate Bchedl. A to thi. Schedule.

Page



SCHEDITLE C
ITEMIZED EXPENDITURE-COMMUNICAT. .S AND NON-COMMUNICATIONS MEDIA

Roybal Campaign Committee Part No. one

(Full Name of Candidate or Committee) (Use for itemizing Part 6 or 9)SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS
(Use separate page (a) for each numbered Part)

ALLOCATE EXPENDITURES
CHECK )BY CANDIDATE
ZXPEW- (To be completed only by Committee
DATE E T supporting mome than one candidate)

DATE
OF PAYEE

PAY. (Reelpient of Payment) AMOUNT
ZIENT PURPOSE OF EXPENDITURE OF Amount
(month, Full Name. Maillng Address. (For omomuninatlons media EXPENDITURE Foil Name, Congressona of Expendl-day. (ocoopatlon and principal expenditr. also apeoify THIS DlPERIOt Df apiable). tore Thispear) plane pf basness, if "y' dte(s) of e)PERIOD Stte arty Peelod

ept. 4, Postmaster Postage X $3,151.69
ot. 2, Los Angeles, Calif.
11 90012q74- -T

ept. 2, Ayeroff Lithograph and
1974 Printing Uo. Printing X 415.05

5300 Santa Monica Blvd.
Los Angeles, Calif. 9 029

Capital City Postcard Ct. 7, 926 National Prss Bldg. 1,531.76
1;74 Washington, D.u. 200 ritn.

20004 Printing5-028-5

~~TOTAL THIS PERIOD 5i•D0S850
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ITEMIZED EXPENDITURES-PERSONAL SERVICES, LOANS. AND TRANSFERS

RovIAI ~m,'; C, m4 _t~. .Part 
NO.

a(Full Name of Canddat, or Committee) (Use for itemizing Part , 3, or 10)

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS
(Use separate page(s) for each numbered Part)

Date (month, PaD Name, Msl hgAddm, and ZIP Cede mfday. yer) (eecima.e p,1 dal pl---fbamte, f ay)

TOTAL THIS PERIOD
PLst page of this Part only)
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SCHEDULE E

DEBTS AND OBLIGATIONS

Roybal Campai COnmmnitte
(Full Name of Committee)

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS

(Use separate page(s) for each numbered Part)

Part No. _.1a
(Use for itemizing Part 11 or 12)

Full Name, Maling Address, and ZIP Code Amount of Cumoulative Outstanding
(occupation and principal place and businev., if ay) Original Debt, Payment Balance

ContActAgre To Date at Close
markt Fror a of This

Perlod -

TOTALS THIS PERIOD *none
(Last page of this Part only)

P e -Carry outstanding b-1-c only
pge to appropriate part of sormeary.
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UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Ofc of the al3OMMITTEE HEARING
WsigtD.C HIB ITN 0

REPORT OF RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES
FOR A

CANDIDATE
FOR NOMINATION OR ELECTION TO THE U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Edward R. Royal. 25 Caliornia
(M01 Naus of C.odat,) . (Distct and Sta, of Coandit)

7110 Federal Bldg. . Democratic
30. mo. 0Los (Street) Angeles D .- (Party AfMflation)

.Los Angeles, Calif. 90012 .
(City. Stat. SEP cOwe) . . .

o Check if New Addres...."...s"_'

-TYPE OF REPORT
(;... A ( eorlae e , nd Caurplote, it ApUo)o] March 10 report 0" Termination report

[] June 10 report [ Suspension report
(3 September 10 report 0 Amendment to report
0 January31 report
O Fifteenth day report preceding election on

(PnAs7. ge-l pWA fmof. coea, or eovnooe ) (Date)

I Fifth day report preceding - election on Inf- ; J S O .
(Povios.oy seMw]. opal, roe. aca.. or ooeotis) it)

CERTIFICATION OF NO RECEIPTS OR EXPENDITURES

o I hereby certify that I have had no receipts and have made no expenditures during this reportingperod

from O t, J& thru On+ 24 174

VERIFICATION BY OATH OR AFFIRMATION OF THE CANDIDATE

State of Q. If4 -fn-, 4

County of Los Angeles

Edward R. Roybal being duly sworn, depose (affirm) and ay
S. (Fol Narne of Candidate)

that this Report of Receipts and Expenditures is completptrue, and correct.

Subscribed and sworn to (affirmed) before me th"Y-t aOf~ ~~ A.D 194

*,a'- ?OPPC1ALSEAL / (Notary Publi)
c R My commission expires " . . e.9 "

______1_____7_196

COBKPLMTD RtEPOtr AND ATTACIENTS TO.
The 0e16 U.S. Hoe. of R.preemdati"
Office of Record. and Rattration
1036 Longworth ous.e m flidio g
Washinzto, D.C. 20515

m it. ZLY.C=i'9 WR= X
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UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Office of the Clerk

Washington, D.C.

REPORT OF RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES
FOR A

COMMITTEE

SUPPORTING ANY CANDIDATE(S) FOR NOMINATION OR ELECTION TO THE
UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Roybal Campaign Committee ld.hb..

(Foi Nam,. of Committee) 033-243

1553 Gordon St.

Los AngelesM)if. 90028

(City, stale, ZIP -d)

TYPE OF REPORT

(Check Appropriate Box and Complete, if Applicable)

o March 10 report.
o June 10 report.
[ September 10 report
o January 81 report.
o Fifteenth day report preceding election on

(Primary, general, special, runoff, caucus, or convention) (Date)
[ Fifth day report preceding" general election on .Nov. 5, 1974

(Primary, general, special, runoff, caucus, or convention) (Data)
o Termination report.

VERIFICATION BY OATH OR AFFIRMATION

State of California

County ofLos Angeles 
a.

Roger C. Johnson being duly sworn, depose (affirm) and say
(Full Namee of Treamurer of Committee)

that this Report of Receipts and Expenditures is complete, ,and correct.

(Sign rof urer of Comnitt.a)

Subscribed and worn to (affirmed) before me thiA4l- o vt - A.D. 19z/

OFFICIAL SEAL &lc
N lE .I Onosco My commission expires 22r..'e< , :19Z.

NOTAR P, U .CAJ-ORLA,-

MrCb-%- m n COMPLETED REPORT AND ATTACHIMENTS TO:The Clerk, U.S. House of Representatives

Offlo of Recarda and Registration
s036 Longwrrth House Office Building
Washiogto. Dim 20515

ILR. ELECTION'- FORM 3
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Name of Committee Roybal Campaign Committee

SUMMARY REPORT COVERING PERIOD FROM Oct. 14 THU Oct. 24, 1974

SECTION A-RECEIPTS:

a. Itemnied (use echedult A-)- - -.-- 9

Toa_____ m o~rbuis tL Q -.6 5,335.50

Part 2. Sale. and cellectijns:

Paut S. L.- rwWeivd: none none
a. Item~ized (eashedule A-) I
b. Un! -. lda$

Part 4. Other receipt. (refnds, rebates, letemest. etc.):
a. Itemized (ma. .cedaaA-)

TOWa ether receipt. $.. .... ..1.13
Past &. rTnf.re i:

Itemize. .11 (-. achedlul. A-) ~~l d.

TOTAL. RECEIPTS 1,400.00 28,634.90
SECTION BS-EXPENDITURES:

Pat Comncain medi expndiure. none none
Itemlne .11 (use schedule C-) - - -__ $..---.$--

Paut 7. Expenditures for personal seavices, &Wiades, and rebauned expenses:
s. Itemized (u.. .6.4.1. D$ - -----

Total expenditures for personal sevcs none none
salarla and ralbbuned eM.p.. ~

P.a 8. Loan. rnado:
a. Itemized (use schedue. D-)___

Part 9. Other expenditures:
. Itemizned (nsse scteiui; C). - $ -

Lb U~t~& - -- ---
Toal ether expenditures $ 9 27.23aq

F.ar 19. Tnan.fnr out:
Itemiza li (use schedule D-) _____ none $ none.

SECTION C-CASH BALANCES: OA ,-NrUE

Cash onhandat begnnig ofrepnrigpe . .11 .717.51
Add total receipt. (sectionAane 1 400.00

Subtract total expenditure. (.enties B ._ _ _ none
Cash en hand ate. ca of eporting pi- $T7l75

SECTION D-DEBTS AND OBLIGATIONS:
Part It. Debt nd obligations owied tothe eaunttee (eshedle E*) .. $
Part 1. Debt. and obligation owed byp the commeittee (moo schedule $).... - ..

Qctal~~~~b a. b al emI.ea 10nat (Sa..-, eel o 5..1=. nlnn. ), thU.I.aaff.
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SCHEDULE A

ITEMIZED RECEIPTS-CONTRIBUTIONS. TICKET PURCHASES, LOANS, AND TRANSFERS

Roybal Campain Committee Part No. one
(Full Name of Candidate or Committee) (Use for itemizing Part 1, 2,3,4, or 5)

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS

(Use separate page (s) for each numbered Part)

Date (month. Fl Name, Mailing Addre-, and ZIP Code Amount of Rseipt
d ay. Yea) (oecupation and principal placeofb eboss, if soy) r Agra'ete Year-to-date Thim Period

_______________ (opeeif applicable) _________

Oct. 23, Railway Labor Executives' Assn. Political League1974 2 400 First St., N. W. Room 804Washington, D. C. 20001 $30o.oo
Agrgto Yearto-data

Oct. 23, Association for Better Citizenship $ ,000.00
1974 1825 Magnolia -ve.,

Burlingame, Calif. 94010 Aggregat Yeardat

Aggrgte Year-to-date

J Aggrega. Year-to-date

SAggregte Year-to-date

____________ [Aereat. Year-to-date

Agggte Yearto-date

Aggregate Year-to-date

TOTAL THIS PERIOD $1,300.00

(Last page of this Part only)

1t..,. I
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SCHEDULE B

ITEMIZED RECEIPTS-SALES AND COLLECTIONS

Roybal Campaign Committee

(Full Name of Candidate or Committee)

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS

Total Sum of Proceeds during the reporting period from:

1. Sale of tickets (List by event below)*
2. Mams collections (List by event below)
a. Sale of Items

Total (Carry forward to Part 2 of Summary)

List of Sales and Collections by Event

Use for Part No. 2 only

9

$ 9.

Date of Event Typo of Event Amount Fron Sale of Ammmt s-al M.m
(month, day, year) Ticeots This Period- Colhetia This Peiod

TOTALS THIS PERIOD
(Last page of this Schedule only) none

*After completion of the above list by event, use a separate Schedule A to list the date, full name and mailing addrem (n up.-
lion and principal place of business, if any) of each person who has purchased one or more tickets for events such a dianne, lunch-
on, rallies, ad similar fundraising vents ding this nportig pod in an mount in esaoeo of $100 or whoso total ticket

purchase to date for the calendar year (aggregate) are in exce or 00. Attach the separate Schedule A to this Schdula

Pago 1



SCHEDI.E C
ITEMIZED EXPIINDITURI,-COlMUNICATI..S AND NON-COMMUNICATIONS MEDIA

C~., I C~. f~o. it+.o P
nS'uI Am .. .. 'n a t . ..r.C ....t....(Full Name of Candidate or Committee)

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS
(Use separate page (a) for each numbered Part)

(Use for
art No. one
itemnzing Part 6 or 9)

ALLOCATE EXPENDITURES
CHECK) BY CANDIDATE

TUBEN BY(To be completed only by Committees
TULETIOY upportIng more than m0e eandlidat)

DATE ______0-
OF PAYEEPAY- (Recipient of Paycoent) "AMOUNT

MEANT PURPOSE OF EXPENDITURE OF Amont

(month. Full Nao., Maflig Addres.. (For comnloalos oeda .. 1.EXPENDITURE Fll Name Co.ala! of En-
Aayr ioccupntion and p ncipal espenditno.., al.s elfr THIS Ditriot (If WpplioabIs}, tn'. Tbu.

place of busloos, if any) dateos) of uPERIOD Btate, an'rt Poriod

TOTAL THIS PERIOD none
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ITEMIZED EXPENDITURES-PERSONAL SERVICES, LOANS, AND TRANSFERS

Roybal 'ampaign Committee PartNo. one

(Fulz Name of Candidate or Committee) (Use for itemia Part 7, Sor I0)

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS
(Use separate pages) for each numbered Part)

Dt=thFl Nam. Esihng Add ad ZIP Amo usnt of

TOTAL THIS PERIOD none

(Lat page of this Part only)

PagoL
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SCHEDULE E

DEBTS AND OBLIGATIONS

Roybal Cmpaisn Cmnten
(Full Name of Committee)

Part No.
(Use for itemizing Part 11 or 12)

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS

(Use sepate page(s) for each numbered Part)

Date Incu re Nmei, e Addrolo.f 8d ZIP Cod. Amount of Cumnulativ Octotandiog
(MMeeth day. jamai.adplopl ~. a o.o Lany) Origial Dobt, p~uo pusaoc

•Yr) Coetraet Agre Te Date at Clos.
maut, ePonzis of This

TOTALS THIS PERIOD none
(Let page of thin Part only)

.Corry eoutring belance onty
Pa e to appropriate. p.t of Omo'Y
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UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Ofc, the clerCO_\AMITTEE HEARING
Washington, D.C .EXHIBITNO.J/-7 -

REPORT OF RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES
FOR A

POLITICAL CONIITTEE
SUPPORTING ANY CANDIDATE(S) FOR NOMINATION OR ELECTION TO THE

UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Roybal Campaign Committee.
(Full Nee. of Committee)

1553 Gordon St.
(Street)

Los Angeles, Calif. 90028
(City, State, Z1P code)

0 Check if New Address

HUOO- eser.
.'. 033-243 '

NOTE: If you have not registered then
- complete Registrtion (ILR.
Election Form 1) most scens-panX this Reot you h-

,egIo.ed .j number has
bee. asigrd. as Indiate.

TYPE OF REPORT

(Check Approriate Box and Complete, if Applicable)

o March 10 report I" Termination report
o June 10 report IL Suspension report
o September 10 report [ Amendment to report
o January 31 report
o Fifteenth day report preceding election on

(Primary, general, special, runoff, caucus, or convention) (Date)

o Fifth day report preceding election on
(Primary, general, special, rumoff, caucus, or convention) (Data)

VERIFICATION BY OATH OR AFFIRMATION OF TREASURER

State of C-1 i ' ox"i '
8s.

Countyof Los Angeles

I Roger C. Johnson being duly sworn, depose (affirm) and say
' (Full Name of Treasurer of Committee)

that this Report of Receipts and Expenditures is complete, tpip, and correct.

[SEAL My commssion ei

A, UBN COMPLETED REPORT AND ATIAC9MI
S OICIAL SEA The Clerk, U.S. House of Representatives

IS OffUi H. 0506 of Records and Registrati.o
SOARY PUUC' - ORNIA R1036 Longworth House Offc Building

Washington, D.C. 20315

H.R. ELECTION FORM.
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Name of Committ. "

SUMMARY REPORT COVERING PERIOD FROM O. 24 THRU Dec. 31, 1974

C.-A- -

S]EtiON A-4=BCMT:
Peot 1. lnividal embftuoa:

a. aitdu (um-...eh A--1A) a 550.00
b.Total liidul mbt I d l.o oa. O

wt. ,,e .d casism= 1,793.25 2,755.42
Itmoso (sea meboh 3En $

Puat. L ea uudwi
a Ihamd (um"a-b'A*)

U 
-. -  -m ---

Twk s& o- I none It f none
Wat4 lOt'aeeI (.on" 4

" 
$tehatdj

a. Itmirned Cue. ethdudA)

TOtaGW r $ none none

"Pt .L Tkaedmft:a none none
]tmhe aD(eea-ebdeb) , .. .. 1 1 1

lmt .4.lu a . 2.5 o8.2__ __ 31t one

ltmb (meeedu ) C $ none none

Wat.kxpindtto~awpanaamana. eal-Amt and raimuepmde
&l[Jn d (um.g e dl D)

Totl m mltam for pmiWal aicee
eaal,- . aem ! none ; nn

PatS L m mae:
a Iteamid (.. eaha 30) .-----W
•. UaI ----.

Tt k 1 none I none
.Wte Ot (a.ie pmditaC: 5237.37

L U4---- otbw mpm& B-4-32,519-54

Wat O. IL 1 ot: 200.00 200.00
Itemitn (to wbodl" D

)  
.11

TQWAL EUIENDURMh ~ g~4w~
nW C--C H BALANCES,1301751

Add tot reepto ( ,mm A abm) $ 5no 25

Subd toa expmdftu (se den U ah m). $ 2 -.. 2 4. .
Cub m hmd as el duo niwamg s 1 Ai

SUCTION D-DEUNF AND ODUGATIONS: none
Wat IL Debt.s ad oUsag.m owed toth eemmd#m ( wWhEl) -
Wit Debt ado o ,e d nt.e eatte (a.. echedo. N ..... "

d.". ft b. - ad e b- ..ed.d 6 ea. -a .a& ..d f- .. wi.. 0k.ad b s
Nf., " fddW hd. .. d-. -- fd 0..1I. .. eIf .tI.a ae.
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ITEMIZED RECEIPTS-CONTRIBUTIONS, TICKET PURCHASES, LOANS, AND TRANSFERS

___ bal Campaign Committee Part No. one
(Full Name of Candidate or Committee) (Use for itemizing Part 1, 2,3,4, or 5)

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS

(Use separate pages) for each numbered Part)

Date (month. Full Name, Meiling Addres, and ZIP Cod. Aaount of hemipt
day, year) (occupation and principal place ofbusi.,1say) bAg-inste Yiaf-to-dste This Ps, sd

____________ (eomPet if aplicable) - ___-__

Oct. 26, United Steelworkers of America, Political
1974 Action Fund $250.00

Five Gateiay Center [ .... :,:..,:.
Pittsburgh, Ca. 15222 • .:

Nov. 18, Transportation Political Education League
1974 14600 Detroit Ave.,

Cleveland, Ohio 44107 .,.300.00

Atszst. Yes-5.dsts

83W",at T.t&"dt.

Aggegate Yew-to~dst.

Aggrgt Ys.t...t.

Aggregate Tese~o-tooa

Aggregate Year-todate

TOTAL THIS PEROD 8550.00
(Last page of this Partonly)

Page"
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SCHEDULE B

ITEBIZED RECEIPTS-SALES AND COLLECTIONS

Roybal Campaign Comittee
Usefor PartNo. 2 only

(Full Name of Candidate or Committee)
SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS

Total Sum of Proceeds during the reporting period from:
L Sale of tickets (List by event below)* 1,671.25

* Man collections (List by event below) $
* Sale of ,  

$ 12 200
Total (Carry forward to Part 2 of Summary) $ 1-79-25,

List of Sales and Collections by Event

Date of Il t Type of Evennt Fr., sled I Amoot From Mm(ne0th, €ay, raor) tsce~ Th" Pede lColection This Period

Oet. 25. 1974 Dance and political rally $1.793.25

FPag one

TOTALS THIS PERIOD $1,793.25
(Iot page of this Schedule only)

*After coinplotion of tho .omr Hot by ovft, ose a .parte Schedule A to list the date, full cm and ,oothog .ddrem (owula-
m and pinn Ipal place of business, if soy) o each person who bas pnrehoed one or ofore tickets for eots o. a dinne. 1o,-

h o4 d similar fundrbog ov-to drilog thi reporting period in o moot In eJcess of l$100 or whose total tickt
r= to date for the calendar ya (ageogat) or In eaejo o4 $100. Attab lb. oepamto Sohrduo A to this SBhodobo.



ITEMIZED EXPENDITURE-COMVIUNICATIONS AND NON-COMMUNICATIONS MEDIA
--- _ _ _ _PartNc -

(Full Name of Candidate or Committee) (Use for itemizing Part 6 or 9)
SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS

(Use separate page (s) for each numbered Part)

ALLOCATE EXPENDITURES
CHECK -/) BY CANDIDATE
EXPENDS- (To be ompletd only by Comnmittees
TU E BY supporting more than one candidate)

DATE ELECTION

OF PAYEE
PAY- (Recipient of Payment) PURPOSE OP EXPENDITURE AMOUNT
o PENT PO O n E DTTHIS Amount
(month, Full Name, Mailing Address, (For lmmunictons media EXPENDITURE Fll Name, CongTessional of Expend

year) place of business, if any) date (s) of use) PERIOD State, audParty Period

Oct. 25 St. Peter'sChurch Rental of hall for X 3150.0019i4 51 No. Broadway dance
1974 Los Angeles, Calif.

90012

ot. 25, Rudy Macias Musicians for dance x $300.00
1974 312 So. Vail Ave.

Montebello, Calif.
90640

Nov.4, Aldine Co. Address labels of voter X $617.50
22, 1160 So. Figueroa St.
1974 Los Angeles, Calif.

90015

Nov. 4 Postmaster Stamps 1
Dec. 7 Los Angeles, Calif. $156.18

1974 
90012

Nov. 6 Capital City Postcards Printing calendar cards
Dec. 6 926 National Press Bldg. and air freight a 82,046.74Washington, D. C.

20004

I1974 346 No. Larchstont Blvd. 3.3.60

Los Angeles, Calif.
90004 -- Tx __

TOTAL THIS PERIOD i one



ITEMIZED EXPENDITURE-COMMUNICONS AND NON-COMMUNICATIONS. MEDIA
- Roy. . Campaign Committee part No.__

(Full Name of Candidate or Committee) 
"  

(Use for Itemihn Part 6 or 9)
SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS.
(Use separate page (a) for each numbered Part)

. ECK ALLOCATE EXPENDITURES
'"CE BY CANDIDATEN - (To be eaapletod only by Coonniteoe

TOREfBoYting more thn -e. candidate)

DATE ELECTION
OP PAYEE

PAY- (Reclplent ef Pnyrnot) AMOUNT
ENT P0E OF EXPENDITURE or Amount

month, , PM Name, Maling Addnes (Pe enoucatlene Media EXPENDITURE Fu Name Conloal ofdday (oempation and principal xpmtdiltw. also epwify , THIS Dislot (If abl). terExP"
a place of bulnefay) dat.s e e) PERIOD sa Party Period

Nov. 9, Congressional Q~aterly .
1974 Service -subecription X -1174.00

1414 22nd St., *N. V.
Vashington, D. C.20037

rov. 15, Westward Ho Restaurant dimmers for campaign I 356 9
974 541 So. Arroyo Parkway committee

Pasadena, Calif. 91105

5 , .... : - , . 'Y J -

TOTAL TIS PUDnAIs~.i 21
(Last paceof this Purtonly)__ o
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ITEMIZED EXPENDITURES-PERSONAL SERVICES, LOANS, AND TRANSFERS

Roybal Uampaign Committee PartNO. one

(Full Name of Candidate or Committee) (Use for itemizing Part 7, 8,or 10)

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS
(Use separate page (s) for each numbered Part)

Date (month, Fu.1 Name. Mailing Addr-s, and ZIP Code 4&AmouffI of

day, er) (occupation and principal place of bushnisa, if .ny) Tb., Pes
hi s ali

Nov. 22,
1974

DSG Campaign Fund (transfer out)
P. 0. Box 280 0Washington, M...C. 20013 . .. ;:-. . ,,

1200.00

TOTAL THIS PERIOD $200.00
(Last page of this Part only)

Page I

,|.
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SCHEDULE E

DEBTS AND OBLIGATIONS

Roybal Campaign Committee

(Full Name of Committee)

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS

(Use separate page (s) for each numbered Part)

Part No. - one
(Use for itemizing Part 11 or 12)

Data Inurred Full Nane. Mailing Address, and ZIP Code Amount of Cu.ulsti-o Outstaoding
montht, day. (occupation and principal pise and business, if any) Original Debt, Payment Blance

year) Cootr.ct, Agree- To Data at Clos-
bnent, or Pre nj of This

• ., h . ,

"__ _ _ , _;_, , . . , " . . *l.:,, .. : i ".

' . , ,. .' . .. " ", .I: '

, • , . • ,. ** ,' - ,',

I . *. * --,_I.**

TOTALS THIS P
(Last page of this PartonlY)

.Csrry outstanding balanes osly
Page .-..i...-...Par to o t
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DEPOSIT TICKET v ilV l I I '1 rllm/ j.ll k3!
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39

. 40

41

* 42

43

4'

45

46

'48

49

CorN

TOTAL DEPOSIT .

DEPOSIT FOR CREDIT OF

ACCOUNT NUMBER 0/3 - ' -

N AM E PeAOA I A~rgj

DATE
DATE / 28 '!l .

5897
COM 1701 .51 "00 ey

JAK 1974
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COMMITTEE HEARING•j~ - mINO -
CHECKING ACCOUT "I' 'N-

DEPOSIT TICKET
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DATE )-e- Z,

004 12 .1 0 0
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COMMITTEE HEARING
CHECKING ACCOU1-rXHIBIT NO- - 1 L

DEPOSIT TICKET
SECURITY FIRST NATIONAL BANK

NOTICE U-thi tickt o ord..poit t br-c
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COMMITTEE HEARING
wEXHIBTNO __ -_ _

CH.EC:'iNG ACCOUNT
DEPOSIT "lCK'T

SECURITY FIRST NATIONAL BANK
,, ,oi,,,,0, 0 p,,0 b,0 ]

N 0 T I C E d .
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COMMITTEE HEARING
EXHIBIT NO-2 2L..

CHEC:'tNG ACCOUNT
DEPOSIT TICKET

SECURITY FIRST NATIONAL BANK

CHCCK *., ........................s,N 0'-/ T 2 I C E

4 70 -/ 7 I , "/oo -

5 /b- /
6 --Sz-

7

8

9
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TOTAL DEPOSIT -- .3 Q 0 -
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ACCOUNT ______

DATE .2 0

$500 is a redeposit of
Casado's NSF check.
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CoMMITrEE HEARING EXHIBIT No. 33

EXECUTIVE SESSION KOREAN INVESTIGATION

WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 1, 1978

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITrEE ON STANDARDS OF OFFICIAL CONDUCT,

Washington, D.C.
The parties to the deposition met at 10 a.m., in room 2212,

Rayburn House Office Building, Washington, D.C.
Present: Representative Fenwick.
Also present: John W. Nields, Jr., chief counsel, and John H.

Desmond, investigator.
Mrs. FENWICK. Will you rise?
Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you will give before

this committee in the matter now under consideration will be the
truth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth, so help you God?

Mr. ROYBAL. I do.
Mrs. FENWICK. Thank you.
Mr. NIELDS. Will you state your name for the record.
Mr. ROYBAL. My name is Edward R. Roybal, I represent the 25th

Congressional District of the State of California.
Mr. NIELDS. That's R-o-y-b-a-l?
Mr. ROYBAL. That is correct.
Mr. NIELDS. How long have you represented that district?
Mr. ROYBAL. Since 1973. I am going on my 16th year.
Mr. NIELDS. 1963?
Mr. ROYBAL. That's right.
Mr. NIELDS. Congressman, have you supplied this committee with

appointment books for the years 1968 through 1976?
Mr. RoYBAL. No; I have supplied the committee with all the

appointment books in my possession which doesn't include the
years from 1966 to-I don t remember the years I did supply. But I
did supply everything I had.

Mr. NIELDS. Let me reframe the question.
Do you have any records or does your office have any records of

appointments during the period 1968 through the end of 1976,
which you have not supplied the committee?

Mr. ROYBAL. No; we don't know anything in your possession.
Mr. NIELDS. You have also supplied the committee with certain

logs of telephone calls and messages. Is that correct?
Mr. ROYBAL. That is correct.
Mr. NIELDS. Do you have, or does your office have any logs or

other records of telephone calls or messages which you have not
supplied the committee for the period 1968 through the end of
1976?



Mr. ROYBAL. No; we don't.
Mr. NIELDS. Now, Congressman, the materials which you did

supply the committee don't contain any telephone messages or
records of telephone calls for the year 1974. Do you have-do you
know why the records don't include 1974, but do supply the years
surrounding it?

Mr. ROYBAL. We gave you everything in our possession. I have no
idea why 1974 would be missing.

Mr. NIELDS. Is there anyone in your office who would have kept
custody of the telephone messages or logs thereof?

Mr. ROYBAL. It is usually not customary for me to keep any
telephone messages or logs of telephone calls from one Congress to
another. It happened to be accidental, I suppose, that we have the
records we now have. I don't know of anyone in the office outside
my personal secretary who might have any records outside of those
that we have given you. But to my knowledge, there are no such
records in the office at the present time.

Mr. NIELDS. The logs of telephone calls and messages which you
did supply the committee, were those maintained in your Washing-
ton congressional office?

Mr. ROYBAL. Yes; my Washington congressional office, that is
correct.

Mr. NIELDS. Was there any particular custodian of those records?
Mr. ROYBAL. My personal secretary was probably the custodian.
Mr. NIELDS. Who is your personal secretary?
Mr. ROYBAL. Nancy Naylor, and she told me the only records she

had were those submitted to you.
I think they were given to you, personally.
Mr. NIELDS. Yes; do you have any records or copies of correspon-

dence with Tongsun Park, Hanhco Kim, or any representative of
the Korean Government?

Mr. ROYBAL. No; we don't.
Mr. NIELDS. Can I take it that pursuant to the request from the

committee, you have searched your files or done whatever it is you
have to do to assure yourself you don't have such?

Mr. ROYBAL. Yes; our office staff went through all the files in our
possession and, as I predicted, there was no correspondence from
any of the officials of Korea.

Mr. NIELDS. Have you brought with you those records of cam-
paign contributions which were in your possession or subject to
your control?

Mr. ROYBAL. I have with me the campaign records I have which
cover the years 1974 to 1976. My campaign manager may have
other records but these are the only ones I had in my possession
and are usually the only ones I keep. After a period of 2 to 3 years
I just dispose of these records because I find no use for them.

Mr. NIELDS. But to your knowledge, your campaign manager has
another set of these records in his possession?

Mr. ROYBAL. He may h ' e another set of the 1974-76 records. I
don't know that he has an other records. I will inquire when I get
back to Los Angeles and if he has any record 1968 to the present
time, I will submit each and every one of them to the committee.

Mr. NIELDS. What is the name of your campaign manager?



Mr. ROYBAL. Was my campaign manager, Roger Johnson. He is
no longer. He lives in Hollywood, or lived in Hollywood, in Los
Angeles.

Mr. NIELDS. The campaign records you have brought with you
are contained in manila folders marked 1974-77?

Mr. ROYBAL. That is correct. These are copies of reports we made
in connection with reporting laws.

Mr. NIELDS. These cover contributions to yourself as well as those
to your committee?

Mr. ROYBAL. I never receive contributions personally. They all go
to my committee. The committee makes a report. The report was
prepared by Roger Johnson and does include all income and ex-
penditures of funds during the committee functions in 1974 and
1976.

Mr. NIELDS. Do you know a man named Tongsun Park?
Mr. ROYBAL. I know him by sight and reputation.
Mr. NELDS. Have you ever met him?
Mr. ROYBAL. I don't think I have ever met him personally but he

is known by every member of the House and Senate.
Mr. NIELDS. Do you mean by reputation or because you have seen

them?
Mr. RoYBAL. No; by reputation. I think we know every lobbyist in

the House of Representatives and he was just another lobbyist.
Mr. NIELDS. For what?
Mr. ROYBAL. It is my information that he was a rice broker who

bought and sold rice and that was his main function.
Mr. NIELDS. For what was he a lobbyist?
Mr. ROYBAL. For the purchase and sale of rice, particularly, not

necessarily a legislative advocate but a merchant who bought and
sold rice on the open market-in the world market, excuse me.

Mr. NIELDS. In what manner did he lobby, Congressman, in that
connection with that business?

Mr. ROYBAL. I don't know that he ever lobbyied Congress directly
but I do know he was known as a lobbyist who was interested in
rice and was known to be a businessman who negotiated rice deals
and it is my understanding he was particularly interested in sup-
plying Korea for rice, which to me, was a surprise even knowing
that Korea needed rice.

Mr. NIELDS. Did you ever learn that he was a lobbyist for the
Government of Korea?

Mr. RoYBAL. No; I never knew he was a lobbyist for Korea or any
other government. I always thought him to be a businessman, a
rice broker who was interested in legislation which affected the
purchase of rice, the sale, and the distribution of rice.

Mr. NIELDS. Were you aware of the names of any individual
Congressmen whom he lobbyied in connection with his rice busi-
ness?

Mr. ROYBAL. I was a member of the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs for 7 years and also the Committee on Foreign Operations and
have been a member of that committee for an additional 7 years. I
have never known him to lobby any member of either the Foreign
Affairs Committee or the Committee on Foreign Operations which
is a part of the Committee on Appropriations.
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So when I use the term, "lobbyist," it is a term used to describe
someone who is doing some kind of lobbying on the Hill but not
necessarily someone with whom I have had contact. The same is
true with other lobbyists on the Hill. We know who they are but
they don't lobby you directly when you are not high enough on a
committee to be of any assistance.

Mr. NIELDS. From whom do you know that he lobbyied?
Mr. ROYBAL. I don't know of anyone he lobbyied.
Mr. NIELDS. From whom did you learn that he was a lobbyist?
Mr. ROYBAL. No one in particular; whether he was registered or

not, that's not for us to determine. It was just general rumor. Just
as it is rumored you are the attorney for the committee you are
working for. I am not so sure you are; but it is the same assump-
tion as to the lobbyist.

Mr. NIELDS. I take it your belief that he was a lobbyist was based
on a conversation with someone or some group of people.

Mr. ROYBAL. I don't think that was a subject matter important
enough to be discussed by members of the House. I think it was
just a general assumption that someone was a lobbyist.

Mr. NIELDS. How did it come to your attention that Tongsun
Park was a lobbyist?

Mr. ROYBAL. I suppose by general knowledge. His name was
constantly in the paper. He was known as a socialite, as an individ-
ual who would have social events, as one whose reputation was
such that if you had a fund raiser in Washington, D.C., he was
always good for at least a table. Since I have never had a fund
raiser in Washington, D.C., I don't know that to be a common fact.

Mr. NIELDS. But you don't know the name of any Congressman
who ever mentioned his name to you?

Mr. ROYBAL. It all depends on what you mean, "mentioned his
name."

Mr. NIELDS. Spoke his name in your presence.
Mr. ROYBAL. Oh, I suppose there were occasions when his name

was spoken in my presence but I don't remember the circum-
stances.

Mr. NIELDS. Do you recall who mentioned his name?
Mr. ROYBAL. No, I don't.
Mr. NIELDS. But the individual was well known enough to have

him pointed out by any Member of Congress, particularly members
of the Committee on Foreign Affairs and the Committee on Foreign
Operations.

Do you remember him being pointed out to you by anyone in
particular?

Mr. ROYBAL. Not necessarily pointed out, but when you are
around here long enough, you more or less get information via the
process of osmosis, so you have a pretty good idea as to who is
doing the lobbying on Capitol Hill. If a Member of Congress did not
know that, he is not alert to know what is going on.

Mr. NIELDS. Did Tongsun Park ever make any gift to you?
Mr. ROYBAL. No.
Mr. NIELDS. Did he ever offer to make a gift to you?
Mr. ROYBAL. No.



Mr. NIELDS. Did he ever make a contribution to any of your
campaigns, either directly to you or to one of the committees which
supported you?

Mr. ROYBAL. He never made a contribution directly to me and if
a contribution was made to my campaign, it would show up in the
reports I have given you. I have read some of these reports and I
see no evidence of the fact Mr. Park made a contribution to the
campaign at all. I don't think he would be particularly interested
in making a contribution to a Californian, anyway.

Mr. NiELDS. But I take it what you are saying is that you have
no knowledge of his ever making a contribution to any of your
campaigns?

Mr. RoYBAL. I not only have no knowledge, but I have no evi-
dence in records I have that he ever made a contribution to my
campaign and I see no reason why he should have made a contribu-
tion to my campaign, since first of all I was not high enough on
either the Committee on Foreign Affairs or Foreign Operations,
never handled any of the Korean legislation, I was most particular-
ly interested in the Middle East and Latin America. Any legisla-
tion that came through the committee, that is the Committee on
Foreign Operations, that included the Middle East, I would be
personally involved in that, and involved also in those matters
which affected Latin America.

Mr NI LDs. Did Tongsun Park, to you knowledge, ever offer to
make a contribution to any of your campaigns?

Mr. ROYBAL. No; he never did.
Mr. NIELDS. Did you ever attend any function given by Tongsun

Park at the Georgetown Club or any other place?
Mr. ROYBAL. I attended the Georgetown Club but never at the

invitation of Mr. Park.
Mr. NIELns. Have you seen Tongsun Park at the Georgetown

Club?
Mr. ROYBAL. No. Not the one time I visited the Georgetown Club.
Mr. Nmm. Did Tongsun Park ever offer to make any gifts or

make any gifts to any members of your family?
Mr. ROYBAL. Definitely not.
Mr. NIELDS. Do you know a man named Kim Dong Jo?
Mr. ROYBAL. No; I don't.
Mr. NiELs. Former Ambassador to the United States from the

Republic of Korea?
Mr. RoYBAL. No; I don't know him.
Mr. NiELs. And you have never met him?
Mr. ROYBAL. Not to my knowledge. May I also state that in the

Committee on Foreign Affairs there are usually some social func-
tions whereby ambassadors from all over the world are usually
honored. It is quite possible that as a member of that committee I
attended such functions at which time some of these individuals
were present but I don't remember personally meeting any of them
and to my knowledge, I never have.

Mr. NizLUs. Did you attend functions given by the Embassy of
the Government of Korea?

Mr. ROYBAL. I don't remember that I ever did.
Mr. NIELDS. Did you ever speak to Kim Dong Jo or any other

ambassador of the Government of Korea on the telephone?



Mr. ROYBAL. Yes; I have spoken to the ambassadors of Korea,
Israel and most any other country that the United States has
relations with.

Mr. NIELDS. So you have talked to ambassadors or an ambassa-
dor of the Government of Korea?

Mr. ROYBAL. I am sure that I have as a member of the Commit
tee on Foreign Affairs, but I don't remember which ambassador it
was nor can I tell you the year, the time, nor the same of the
individual.

Mr. NIELDS. Do you know that you talked to such ambassador or
do you just assume?

Mr. ROYBAL. I don't know that I did, I assume I did, since I was a
member of the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Mr. NIELDS. Were you ever visited in your office by an ambassa-
dor from the Republic of Korea?

Mr. ROYBAL. Not from Korea, but from other countries.
Mr. NIELDS. So you can state definitely that Kim Dong Jo, Am-

bassador from South Korea, was never in your office?
Mr. ROYBAL. I can state, none have ever visited my office regard-

less of what their name is.
Mr. NIELDS. Do you know a man named Hancho Kim?
Mr. ROYBAL. No, sir.
Mr. NIELDS. Has, to your knowledge, any official of the Govern-

ment of Korea made any gift to you or to your campaign or any of
your campaigns?

Mr. ROYBAL. Not to my knowledge, no one has.
Mr. NIELDS. To your knowledge, has any Korean national made a

contribution to any of your campaigns for Congress?
Mr. ROYBAL. I have in my district, a place called Little Korea

and I have fund raisers in my own district and I assume that there
have been Koreans who have made contributions to my campaign,
that is by buying, perhaps, a ticket to one of my fund raisers. If
that is the case, then the name of those particular individuals will
be found in the records I have given you.

Mr. NIELDS. Have you-I take it Little Korea refers to a commu-
nity in your district in which Koreans live?

Mr. ROYBAL. I have more Koreans in my district than any other
Member of Congress from California. It is an area where Koreans
usually seem to gather. They are businessmen, some very promi-
nent, some very wealthy. The majority are very poor.

Mr. NIELDS. Have you received a visit by any members of the
Korean Embassy, other than the ambassador, in your office in
Congress, during the last 2 years?

Mr. ROYBAL. Definitely not.
Mr. NIELDS. Have you received a visit from any member of the

Korean Embassy in your congressional office at any other time?
Mr. ROYBAL. No, I have not.
Mr. NIELDS. Now, referring to the period 1968, up to the present

time, have you made any deposits into any bank accounts of yours
of cash in an amount greater than $500?

Mr. ROYBAL. No, sir.
Mr. NIELDS. Have you made any loans or gifts of cash in an

amount greater than $500 during the same period?



Mr. ROYBAL. To anyone? Of cash? Never to anyone. I never make
a cash loan to anyone. Whenever I make a loan it is by check and
then I get a promissory note to pay that back at the highest rate of
interest I can possibly get.

Mr. NIELDS. I take it the same is true, as to gifts?
Mr. ROYBAL. I am a graduate of business administration and I

follow the rules very closely when a loan is being made.
Mr. NIELDS. Have you made any purchases, when you have made

any purchase, of at least $500 in cash?
Mr. ROYBAL. Never in cash.
Mr. NIELDS. Have you ever placed $500 in any safety deposit box

or a safe, either in your congressional office or a bank?
Mr. ROYAL. No.
Mr. NIELDS. Have you ever placed any statements in the Congres-

sional Record on the subject of Korea?
Mr. Ro AL. It is quite possible that during the Korean War I

did place something in the record with regard to Korea because I
was definitely opposed to the Korean War-excuse me. I am not
talking about Korea, I mean Vietnam. That being the case, no, I
have not. I get Korea and Vietnam confused when it comes to the
war.

Mr. NIELDS. Do you maintain an account at the Sergeant at
Arms?

Mr. ROYBAL. Yes, I do.
Mr. NiFLDS. Do you maintain checking accounts anywhere else?
Mr. ROYBAL. Yes, I do.
Mr. NIELDS. Where?
Mr. RoYBAL. I think it is called Security First National. Yes.
Mr. Nmxus. Where is that?
Mr. RoYBAL. I am talking about my account now for the cam-

paign committee, not personal account.
Mr. NimLws. No, I am asking only about personal account.
Mr. ROYBAL. I have an account which has a balance of about

$700 at the-don't remember the name of the bank, but I will
supply it for the record.

Mr. NIELS. Is it in Washington?
Mr. ROYBAL. It is in Washington.
Mr. NIELDS. Any other checking accounts maintained by you?
Mr. ROYBAL. On a personal basis, no.
Mr. NIELDS. Have you maintained any checking accounts during

the period 1968 until the present time, other than the two you
have mentioned?

Mr. ROYBAL. No.
Mr. NIELDs. No checking account in California, at all?
Mr. ROYBAL. Not personal checking account, only campaign

checking account.
Mr. NIELDs. And the campaign checking account is at the Securi-

ty First National Bank?
Mr. ROYBAL. That is my understanding.
Mr. NIELDS. That's in Los Angeles?
Mr. ROYBAL. In Los Angeles. Now, it could have changed at the

beginning of this campaign. If so, I will supply that for the record.
Mr. NIELDS. Did you maintain a checking account in Los Angeles

before you became a Member of Congress?



Mr. ROYBAL. Yes, I did.
Mr. NIELDS. Did you discontinue that account when you became

a Member of Congress?
Mr. ROYBAL. When I became a Member of Congress I transferred

everything to the House bank, the Sergeant at Arms.
Mr. NIELDS. Do you maintain any savings accounts?
Mr. ROYBAL. Yes, I do.
Mr. NIELDS. Where?
Mr. ROYBAL. In Los Angeles, Pan-American, Pan-American Bank,

I have a small savings account.
Mr. NIELDS. Is that the only one?
Mr. ROYBAL. The only one.
Mr. NIELDS. Have you maintained any other savings account for

the period 1968 until the present time?
Mr. ROYBAL. Yes; in fact, I have a savings account at Eastland

Savings and Loan.
Mr. NIELDS. Eastern?
Mr. ROYBAL. Eastland; it is now called Columbia Savings and

Loan. I have had that account for several years. The Pan-American
Savings Account has about $250 in it. Eastland Savings and Loan
has been my depository bank for years. I was at one time president
of the board-chairman of the board, so I kept an account there. I
am no longer chairman of the board, however, my savings account
has dwindled down to just a token deposit.

Mr. NIELDS. Do you maintain any safety deposit boxes?
Mr. ROYBAL. Yes, I do.
Mr. NIELDS. Where?
Mr. ROYBAL. At Bank of America in Los Angeles. That is situated

on the corner of 1st and Main Streets.
Mr. NIELDS. Is that the only place where you maintain a safety

deposit box?
Mr. ROYBAL. It is the only place and it is in the name of myself

and my wife. In fact, all savings accounts and everything I have is
in a joint tenancy.

Mr. NIELDS. Have you maintained any other safety deposit boxes
since--

Mr. ROYBAL. That is the only one I have maintained since I got
married in 1940.

Mr. NIELDS. I take it you maintain no joint checking accounts
other than those you mentioned?

Mr. ROYBAL. No, I don't.
Mr. NIELDS. Does your wife maintain a separate checking ac-

count?
Mr. ROYBAL. Yes, she does.
Mr. NIELDS. Where is that?
Mr. ROYBAL. It is in Washington, D.C., and our home expense

account which she manages herself.
Mr. NIELDS. Where is that?
Mr. ROYBAL. I believe it is in the Citizens' Bank of Maryland.
Mr. NIELDS. Do you maintain any accounts with any brokerage

firm?
Mr. ROYBAL. No, not that I remember.
Mr. NIELDS. Is it possible that you have an account with a

brokerage firm which you have forgotten?



Mr. ROYBAL. It is possible but if I have forgotten it, it is very
small. It is probably no more than a minimal amount, if any, But I
don't forget where my deposits are. In this particular instance if I
have forgotten, it is very small.

Mr. NiFxDs. Is there any brokerage firm you have done business
with, where you think you may have maintained an account with?

Mr. ROYBAL. Well, by brokerage firm I assume brokerage firms
through which I could buy stocks and bonds. There have been
several I have dealt with throughout the years but never an ac-
count as such. I never buy stock on a margin.

Mr. NILDS. Is there one with whom you have dealt principally?
Mr. RoYAAL. There is one with which I have dealt principally

whose name has now changed and I can also supply it for the
record.

Mr. NIELDS. Can you supply it now or do you have to look it up?
Mr. RoYBAL. I will have to look it up.
Mr. NIELDS. How about others you have dealt with secondarily?
Mr. RoYBAL. That's probably the only one where I have dealt

with them directly.
Mr. NIELDS. I have no further questions.
Mrs. FENWICK. I don't think I have any either because as we

went along, they were all answered.
Did Mr. Park ever discuss anything with you? I mean ask you to

do something or did you have any conversation with him?
Mr. RoYBAL. I never had any conversation with him at all.
Mrs. FENWICK. You told us, Congressman, that you had given us

all the books of-appointment books that exist. Did any others ever
exist which are no longer in your possession. Were they destroyed
or did you have a policy of getting rid of them? Did they ever exist?

Mr. ROYBAL. Oh, yes, I keep a record of all phone calls that I get
and all that I make and I usually keep them for 3 years and then
dispose of them.

Mrs. FENWICK. Also appointment books.
Mr. ROYBAL. Appointment books, too, and everything I had has

been given to the committee.
Mrs. FFNWICK. In other words, you have testified everything in

your possession has been given to the committee but there are
some years for which there are no books. Were there books for
those years?

Mr. ROYBAL. Yes.
Mrs. FENWICK. What do you think have happened to them?
Mr. ROYBAL. They were destroyed. I have had a change of secre-

taries and each secretary-I never thought it was important to
keep them from one Congress to another, so we just probably
disposed of them.

Mrs. FENWICK. Were you aware of the interest of the rice mer-
chant, Mr. Park, in California rice?

Mr. ROYBAL. No, I was not. I thought most of the rice that he
was interested in came from perhaps another State, but he was
most interested in getting rice at a price at which he could make a
profit. It is my understanding that it was quite a profitable busi-
ness.

Mrs. FENWICK. What other State came to your attention?



Mr. ROYBAL. I suppose Louisiana rice, also California rice, be-
cause we do grow rice in California and it is a rice-producing State.
But it so happens I represent the downtown section of Los Angeles
and there isn't a single grain of rice that grows in my district.
Therefore, he wouldn't be interested in my district.

Mrs. FENWICK. Have your ever heard of a man called Connell?
Mr. ROYBAL. No, I have not.
Mrs. FENWICK. Or a man called Dore?
Mr. ROYBAL. No.
Mr. NIELDS. Do you know Joseph Alioto?
Mr. ROYBAL. Alioto, former mayor of San Francisco.
Mr. NIELDS. Yes.
Mr. ROYBAL. Yes, I do know him.
Mr. NIELDS. Did you ever talk about rice with him?
Mr. ROYBAL. No.
Mr. NIELDS. Did you ever talk about Tongsun Park or rice with

Congressman Hanna?
Mr. ROYBAL. No. Congessman Hanna is from the State of Califor-

nia who would have probably talked to the California delegation
with regard to rice and I don't know of any time that he brought
the subject matter up either to me, personally, nor did he ever
bring it up before the California delegation which meets every
Wednesday morning. So I don't know of any particular time at
which Congressman Hanna or any other Congressman from Cali-
fornia discussed the matter of rice either with me personally or
any other member of the California delegation.

Mr. NIELDS. Have you ever talked to Congressman Passman
about rice?

Mr. ROYBAL. I have talked to Congressman Passman about rice
for Korea. Congressman Passman was quite interested in Korea. In
fact, all legislation pertaining to Korea was handled by Mr. Pass-
man. He gave me the opportunity to deal with the Middle East and
Latin America. On various occasions together with statements
made on the floor, indicated he was interested in Korea. There is
no secret of the fact that he did promote the best interests of
Korea. He was interested in Korea as a whole. But never did I hear
Congressman Passman ask me or anyone in the committee about
anything with regard to the sale of rice directly.

Mr. NIELDS. Did he ever mention the name Tongsun Park to you?
Mr. ROYBAL. I don't remember that he ever mentioned the name

Tongsum Park to me; no.
Mr. NIELDS. Did you ever attend a luncheon.-
Mr. ROYBAL. But everyone around knew Tongsun Park, so when

one was talking about the sale of rice to Korea, you did not have to
be too smart to know who was handling. Everyone knew it, includ-
ing the clerks around here. Anyone who has been on the Hill for
any time at all and was familiar with the needs of Korea for more
rice; and if they did know, they suspected that Mr. Park was a rice
broker and was involved and would get the business.

Mr. NIELDS. Did you ever hear any Congressman-hear of a
particular Congressman who received a gift or campaign contribu-
tion from Tongsun Park?

Mr. ROYBAL. No. As I say, I was on the Committee on Foreign
Affairs for 7 years and this committee for an additional 7 years



and I have never known anyone on either committee to receive any
gift. What I do know is that if you have a fund raiser in Washing-
ton, D.C., Mr. Park would be good for one table, which is true of
any lobbyist on Capitol Hill.

Mr. NIELDS. Do you know of any Congressman who sold a table
to Tongsun Park?

Mr. ROYBAL. No. I was never involved in anyone's fund raiser,
but I would assume Mr. Park bought a table; and having attended
most of these meeting, I can say I have never seen Tongsun Park
at a fund raiser for any Congressman and I attend as many func-
tions for my colleagues as I can. It is always on a complimentary
basis. We invite one another because we would like to have our
own colleagues present when a fund raiser is being held and when-
ever I have gone to these affairs it has always been on a compli-
mentary basis and I don't remember ever having seen Mr. Park at
any of the fund raisers in the almost 16 years I have been in the
House of Representatives.

Mr. NIELDS. Did you attend a luncheon arranged by Congressman
Passman, also attended by Kim Dong Jo, the Korean Ambassador,
Park and the representative from the Office of Supply for the
Republic or Korea?

Mr. ROYBAL. I don't remember ever attending such a luncheon.
What date was that luncheon and where was it held?

Mr. NIELDS. September 12, 1974, in the Capitol.
Mr. ROYBAL. I did not attend the luncheon and I was not a

member of the Committee on Foreign Operations in 1974.
Mr. NIELDS. You say you did not attend the luncheon?
Mr. ROYBAL. No.
Mr. NIELDS. Were you aware there was such a luncheon?
Mr. ROYBAL. No. Besides, I was not a member of the Committee

on Foreign Affairs during those years.
Mr. NIELDS. You are certain you did not attend such a luncheon?
Mr. ROYBAL. Since I was not a member of the Committee on

Foreign Operations, I can see no reason why I would be invited to
attend, to begin with.

Mr. NIELDS. This luncheon was also attended by Congressman
Leggett, McFall, Montgomery.

Mr. ROYBAL. I don't see why I w, uld have attended the luncheon,
not being a member of the subcommittee. I am sure anyone in Mr.
Park's position would want to be very fi >,ndly with any member of
the Committee on Foreign Affairs or For ign Operations. But I was
not a member of the committee, therefore, I should not have been
invited.

Mr. NIELDS. I have no further questions.
Mrs. FENWICK. You may be excused.
[Whereupon, at 11 a.m., the deposition was concluded.]
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Washington, D.C.
The parties to the deposition met at 1:05 p.m., in room 2351,

Rayburn House Office Building.
Present: Representative Floyd Spence.
Also present: John W. Neilds, Jr., chief counsel; and John H.

Desmond, investigator.
Mr. SPENCE. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you will

give in this deposition before this committee in the matters now
under consideration will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing
but the truth, so help you God?

Mr. ROYBAL. I do.
Mr. SPENCE. Thank you.
Proceed.
Mr. NEILDS. Before we start, I would like the record to reflect

that copies of the committee's rules, the House rules, House Reso-
lution 252 and a resolution of this committee dated February 8,
1977, have been made available to the witness.

Will you state your name for the record?
Mr. ROYBAL. My name is Edward R. Roybal.
Mr. NEILDS. Have you ever received a contribution from a man

named Tongsun Park?
Mr. ROYBAL. Yes; now in retrospect I have.
Mr. NEILDS. When was that?
Mr. ROYBAL. Some time in 1954. Excuse me, 1974.
Mr. NEILDS. And where did you receive it?
Mr. ROYBAL. In the office of Congressman Passman.
Mr. NEILDS. And how did you happen to be in the office of

Congressman Passman?
Mr. ROYBAL. Well, I had served with Congressman Passman on

the Committee on Foreign Operations during 1972 and 1973.
During those 2 years, he often asked me to go to his office to meet
people that had come from foreign countries. Most of them were
from Korea.

I also met with him in the Rayburn Building, with people from
Korea, and during that time he also gave me the responsibility of
meeting with anyone that came from Latin America.

When I was summoned again to his office, and, incidentally, you
have to know Mr. Passman to know that when he asks anyone on
his committee to go to his office, you just went to his office-when
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I was summoned to go to his office in 1954, I went there thinking
that again I was going to meet some of his Korean friends, and I
was there at his request.

Mr. NEILDS. First of all, I take it you mean 1974?
Mr. ROYBAL. I keep saying 1954, don't I? I am sorry, it is 1974.
Mr. NEILDS. What was it that made you believe that you were

going there to meet his Korean friends?
Mr. ROYBAL. Well, this had been a common practice. I had been

going to his office to meet his Korean friends, and I really don't
know why I went, because every time I did go to his office to meet
anyone that he was introducing me to, he never gave me a chance
to get a word in edgewise. He monopolized the whole conversation.
He was never able to even pronounce my name correctly. He had
trouble pronouncing the R's, and he called me everything except by
my name. But nevertheless I was there, I suppose, for window
dressing. And after the interview was over, I just dismissed myself
and that was the end of the conversation. But because of the fact
that he had made it a practice over a period of the previous 2 years
of introducing me to various people, I just assumed that this was
another encounter with some of the people that he had been re-
quested to meet.

Now the people from Latin America that I met with and I
entertained were people that he in the past used to meet and
entertain, but he turned over the whole Latin American situation
over to me with the result that I was stuck with it.

Now when I went to his office, I was sucked into the situation by
the mere fact that this had been going on now for 2 years, and I
suppose that during those 2 years I went to his office maybe a half
dozen times or more, one time meeting with these people in the
Rayburn room, so this was a common occurrence that I suppose
happened with other members of the committee. But it primarily
happened with me because I was the most loyal member of the
committee from the standpoint that it was my major committee
and I attended every meeting that the committee had.

Mr. NEILDS. Are you referring now to the subcommittee?
Mr. ROYBAL. This is the Subcommittee on Foreign Operations.
Mr. NEILDS. When you say 1972 and 1973, you were on that

subcommittee?
Mr. ROYBAL. Yes.
Mr. NEILDS. Do you mean 1973 and 1974?
Mr. ROYBAL. No; I started on the subcommittee in 1972 and 1973,

and I served also in 1974 and 1975. I was not on the committee the
following 2 years, but then came back to the committee now.

Mr. NEILDS. 1972 was an election year, so that the new Congress
would have begun in January of 1973; is that right?

Mr. ROYBAL. Yes; but I got on the committee, served on the
middle--

Mr. NEILDS. In the middle of one Congress?
Mr. ROYBAL. No; I served on the committee-yes, 1972 and 1973.

The election took place in 1973, so it started in 1974.
Mr. NEILDs. I think the congressional elections take place in even

years.
Mr. ROYBAL. What is that?
Mr. NEILDs. Congressional elections take place in even years.



Mr. ROYBAL. In even years.
Mr. NEILDS. So if there was an election in 1972, the new Congress

would have come in, in 1973.
In any event, Congressman, I take it, it is your testimony that

you spent two full Congresses.
Mr. ROYBAL. I spent 2 full years on his committee.
Mr. NEILDS. Just 2 years, one Congress.
Mr. ROYBAL. Before the 1974 encounter.
Now whatever the dates were, maybe I am mistaken on the

dates.
Mr. NEILDS. What were the names of some other Koreans whom

you met in Congressman Passman's office?
Mr. ROYBAL. I don't recall the names of any of those that I met

in Passman's office. First of all, he couldn't even pronounce my
name. I doubt that he was able to pronounce the names of Kore-
ans, but there were several who did come during that time.

Mr. NEILDS. Korean officials or simply Korean nationals?
Mr. ROYBAL. No; they didn't seem to be Korean officials. They

were just people from Korea, and I suppose that the State Depart-
ment had arranged for Mr. Passman to meet with them, as the
State Department had arranged for me to meet with Latin Ameri-
cans, whose names I also don't remember.

Mr. NIELDS. Referring to the meeting with Tongsun Park, did
Congressman Passman talk to you personally to invite you to his
office?

Mr. ROYBAL. I am not sure that he called me personally on the
phone or talked to me personally on the phone, but his usual
practice was to personally call me and invite me to his office.

Mr. NIELDS. Did he tell you that the person whom you were to
meet was to give you a campaign contribution?

Mr. ROYBAL. No, he did not, but during the ending session of the
previous year, we were talking about campaigning, and he said at
that time that he would get one of his very dear friends to help me
in my campaign which was to take place the following year.

Mr. NIELDS. Where did that conversation occur?
Mr. ROYBAL. That occurred on the tram, coming from or going to

the House of Representatives.
Mr. NIELDS. Was that in response to a request by you?
Mr. ROYBAL. No, I never made any request to him nor to anyone

else for that matter.
Mr. NIELDS. What prompted him to make the offer?
Mr. ROYBAL. I have no idea. First of all, we were talking about

the campaign, the fact that I have a poor district, and that when-
ever I have banquets, I usually give tickets, particularly to senior
citizens, that they serve two purposes, one, that the senior citizen
is registered to vote. The other is that it made it possible for me to
fill the tables to make it appear that I had a large number of
people going to my banquets, and as a result of that conversation,
he said "Well, maybe next year I can have one of my dear friends
help you."

Now the use of "my very dear friends" was something that
Passman used all the time. Everyone was his very dear friend.
When I was introduced to anyone, he always referred to me as "my
very dear friend," and they were also his very dear friends, that he



was introducing to me his very dear friend. So that was a common
phrase of Passman, and everyone was his very dear friend. Again
you have to know Otto Passman to be able to see the picture as it
is.

Mr. NIELDS. What occurred when you arrived at his office?
Mr. ROYBAL. I went into his office. He introduced me to his very

dear friend, an exchange of money was made, and the whole en-
counter probably took 60 seconds.

Mr. NIELDS. Was Otto Passman in the room when the exchange
of money took place?

Mr. ROYBAL. I am not sure that he was. On the other hand, there
is no reason why he shouldn't have been, because he called me
there for that purpose to begin with, but it is possible that he was
out of the room at the time.

Mr. NIELDS. And who was the person who gave you the money?
Mr. ROYBAL. Someone of Korean descent gave me the money that

I now assume to be Mr. Park.
Mr. NIELDS. You have seen Mr. Park recently; is that correct?
Mr. ROYBAL. I have seen Mr. Park, in the newspapers and on

television. You see, in 1974, who knew Mr. Park? Very few people
knew Mr. Park in 1974. He was not the glamorous, rich millionaire
that was pictured in the newspapers afterwards. He was not the
national figure that he became in 1975 and 1976, nor was he the
international figure that he has become today.

Mr. NIELDS. Did you see him testify on television?
Mr. ROYBAL. No, I did not. I was in California and did not see

him testify on television.
Mr. NIELDS. But you have seen his pictures in the newspapers

recently; is that right?
Mr. ROYBAL. Yes, I have.
Mr. NIELDS. Did you recognize him when you saw him in the

newspaper?
Mr. ROYBAL. I did not recognize him as the one that had given

me the contribution. He made as little impression on me as I did
on him no doubt.

Mr. NIELDS. Have you ever received any other cash contributions
as large as $1,000.

Mr. ROYBAL. Not cash contributions, no.
Mr. NIELDS. Have you ever received any other cash contributions

in a congressional office building?
Mr. ROYBAL. Not cash contributions, no. Checks I have received

by mail.
Mr. NIELDS. I should have asked you what was the size of this

contribution?
Mr. ROYBAL. $1,000.
Mr. NIELDS. And it was in cash?
Mr. ROYBAL. And it was in cash.
Mr. NIELDS. Have you ever received any contributions of this

large an amount in person from someone whom you had never met
before?

Mr. ROYBAL. I have received contributions of $1,000, or large
contributions, from persons I have never met before, yes.

Mr. NIELDS. In cash?



Mr. ROYBAL. Never in cash. You see, the contribution that was
made--

Mr. NIELDS. So would it be fair to say then that this is the only
contribution that you have personally received from someone
whose name you did not know and still did not know other than
what you have read in the newspapers?

Mr. ROYBAL. It is fair to say that that is the only contribution,
cash contribution, in that amount that I have received from
anyone that I did not know, but it is also proper to say that this
contribution was made on behalf of Mr. Passman, that it was not
solicited, that Mr. Passman summoned me to his office, that the
exchange was made, and that I even thanked Mr. Passman for
making available those funds.

Mr. NIELDS. What did you do with the funds that you received
from Mr. Park?

Mr. ROYBAL. Well, we put them in the general cash flow of the
campaign committee.

Mr. NIELDS. What does that mean?
Mr. ROYBAL. That means it became part of the campaign moneys

which was recorded as part of the campaign money that came into
the committee at that time.

Mr. NIELDS. Was it reported?
Mr. ROYBAL. Yes. You have my records and you no doubt can

find it in my records.
Mr. NIELDS. By name of contributor?
Mr. ROYBAL. No. Had I known who the contributor was, I would

have done it, and I also did not put Mr. Passman's name because
he was not the contributor. Therefore, it was listed as cash.

Mr. NIELDS. Mr. Roybal, didn't the laws require at that time that
contributions of over $100 be reported by name of contributor?

Mr. ROYBAL. It probably did, but my practice was to put in the
money. The reporting was done by someone else.

Mr. NIELDS. But how was that person to report by name in this
case?

Mr. ROYBAL. The person did not report by name. The person
reported in cash.

Mr. NIELDS. Did you tell anyone what the source of the $1,000
was?

Mr. ROYBAL. No, I just turned the money in.
Mr. NIELDS. And who did you turn it in to?
Mr. ROYBAL. I turned it into either the chairman of the commit-

tee who was involved at that time or to my secretary who usually
made the deposits.

Mr. NIELDS. Who was your secretary?
Mr. ROYBAL. Dianne Lewis.
Mr. NIELDS. Was she in Washington or in California?
Mr. ROYBAL. No, in Los Angeles.
Mr. NIELDS. So you carried the money to Los Angeles with you.
Mr. ROYBAL. That is correct.
Mr. NIELDS. And you gave it to Dianne Lewis.
Mr. ROYBAL. That is right.
Mr. NIELDS. Or to somebody else.
Mr. ROYBAL. Probably Dianne Lewis. She is the one that would

make the deposit. Not only that, but it was also my practice to



turn in all cash that I received. I would sell tickets to my affairs,
and usually take that on just prior to the affair if things were
going badly. I would go out throughout the district and sell these
tickets. Many times I would sell two tickets for the price of one.
The idea, first of all, was to get people to the affair, and at the
same time pay for its expenses. So I did turn in money and do turn
in money whenever I do sell tickets in the various rounds that I
make. Wherever I go in the district, I do that.

Mr. NIELDS. Is it possible that you gave this money to someone
other than Dianne Lewis?

Mr. ROYBAL. Oh, it is possible; but not probable. I am sure that I
gave it to Dianne Lewis.

Mr. NIELDS. Can you tell us the name of anyone else to whom
you might have given it?

Mr. ROYBAL. The only other one that I might have given it to
would have been the treasurer of the committee which was Roger
Johnson, but I don't think that I did. I think I gave it to Dianne
Lewis.

Mr. NIELDS. Did I understand correctly from what you said a
moment ago that this money was treated as having been used to
purchase tickets?

Mr. ROYBAL. This money was used, as I have said before, to
purchase tickets; and the tables were set aside to senior citizens
that we invited. I do that all the time.

Mr. NIELDS. When in 1974 did you have such a dinner?
Mr. ROYBAL. Well, we had one dinner in February of 1974. We

had two or three other functions during the year.
Mr. NIELDS. And might it have been one of these other functions

that the money was received in connection with?
Mr. ROYBAL. No; I don't think so. I think the money was received

in February for the February dinner.
Mr. NIELDS. Have you spoken to Dianne Lewis within the last 3

months or so about this contribution?
Mr. ROYBAL. Yes; I have.
Mr. NIELDS. And what did you say to her and what did she say to

you?
Mr. ROYBAL. I asked her if she had any record of my giving her

that money and she said she did; that it had been deposited; and
that you now have the deposit slip.

Mr. NIELDS. And did she say she remembered receiving the
money?

Mr. ROYBAL. Yes.
Mr. NIELDS. Or simply that she had a deposit ticket?
Mr. ROYBAL. That she remembered receiving the money. The

problem is that at the time that I gave the money, I don't exactly
remember whether I gave it to her, because I go to different
meetings that my subcommittees have; and I turn money to my
subcommittee chairmen somewhere, and this is why I am not 100-
percent positive that I remember that I gave Dianne Lewis the
money, because I don't in my mind visualize that instance in which
I turned the money over to her; but she does remember receiving
the money, and remembers recording it, and you have the records
that would show that.



Mr. NIELDS. And how does she identify any record of deposit as
relating to money received from Tongsun Park?

Mr. ROYBAL. As cash, not only Tongsun Park, but any other cash
that I turned in at that particular time.

Mr. NIELDS. Did you turn in any other cash to Dianne Lewis?
Mr. ROYBAL. Yes; I did.
Mr. NIELDS. How much?
Mr. ROYBAL. Maybe an additional $200, maybe $300, but $200 for

sure.
Mr. NIELDS. Congressmen, you recall, or I take it you are famil-

iar with, the testimony of Tongsun Park in public with respect to
his contributions to you.

Mr. ROYBAL. Yes; I am also familiar with the testimony of Tong-
sun Park in private, because on March 10 I was called by UPI and
I was told that, according to sources, Park testified secretly before
the Committee on Ethics that he gave me a contribution.

At that particular time I was in California. I called back the
reporter, and he told me that a leak from someone who was in
attendance at this secret meeting had leaked to them that Park
had testified that he had given me a campaign contribution. He
told me at that time that it wasn't his intention to write anything
about it because he wanted to get more information.

This was on March 10 that this call was made. Then on Monday,
March 13, I came back to Los Angeles, and I talked to the chair-
man of the committee.

Mr. NIELDS. You mean back to Washington?
Mr. ROYBAL. I mean back to Washington from Los Angeles, and I

talked to the chairman of the committee, and I told him what had
happened. I told him that the only possibility that I had received a
contribution from Tongsun Park was that it was done through an
intermediary, that it could have been done in Passman's office or
through my Korean community.

I have a committee made up of Koreans in my district. At that
time I had an area called "Little Korea" in my district, and they
had fundraisers for me. So I told the chairman these facts.

Mr. NIELDS. You are referring to Chairman Flynt of this commit-
tee, at this point?

Mr. ROYBAL. Chairman Flynt, of this committee.
Mr. NIELDS. You had previously placed a call to me?
Mr. ROYBAL. No, sir. Then he advised me to place a call to you,

and I did place a call to you; and you came into my office with
another gentleman that you introduced me to, whose name I don't
remember.

Mr. NIELDS. For the record, that was Jeffrey Harris.
Mr. ROYBAL. All right. And I told you the same thing that I had

told the chairman.
Mr. NIELDS. I ask you to pause just for a moment to clear up one

other point.
Mr. ROYBAL. All right.
Mr. NIELDS. Isn't it a fact that you had two conversations on the

telephone with me that day, one before your conversation with the
chairman and one afterwards?

Mr. ROYBAL. I don't remember m hether I had one or two; but I
did have a conversation with the chairman before. Now why I



would have a conversation with you before I went to the chairman,
I don't remember. I think if there were two conversations, maybe I
had two conversations with you after I saw the chairman.

Mr. NIELDS. Do you recall having a conversation with me in
which you inquired whether the newspaper reporter's account was
accurate, and I told you I could not answer the question? Then you
had a conversation with the chairman. Then you called me up and
asked me to go to your office. Then I went to your office.

Mr. ROYBAL. I don't remember the sequence of that at all; but
you are probably correct.

Mr. NIELDS. Let me ask you one other question before you go on
with this account. Think very carefully.

Did you personally talk with the reporter or did you simply get a
message that someone in your office had received?

Mr. ROYBAL. I personally talked with the reporter from Los
Angeles.

Mr. NIELDS. Didn't you tell me on the telephone in our conversa-
tion that you had simply seen a note given to you by one of your
staff members about a call from a reporter?

Mr. ROYBAL. No, sir.
Mr. NIELDS. And that you did not talk to the reporter?
Mr. ROYBAL. I did not tell you that at all. I did not tell you that

at all. What I told you is exactly what I have recorded here, and
this was on March the 13th. Whether I talked with you before I
talked with the chairman, that I don't remember, but I did talk to
the chairman and then I talked with you and the gentleman that
was with you, and told you the same thing that I told the chair-
man.

Mr. NIELDS. All right.
Now again getting back, you mentioned an intermediary.
Mr. ROYBAL. Yes.
Mr. NIELDS. That there were two possibilities. One was that the

money from Tongsun Park had come through an intermediary.
Mr. ROYBAL. Well, I consider Mr. Passman to be the interme-

diary. Mr. Park didn't know me from a damn. I did not solicit
money from him. He had never been in my office. He had never
called my office. In fact, I assured myself of that before I even
talked to you the first time. I knew that we had absolutely no
contact with him. Had it not been that Mr. Passman asked him to
make a contribution to me, he would have never done it, and that
is how I was sucked into this thing. So it is quite evident that Mr.
Passman was the intermediary.

Mr. NIELDS. So it was Mr. Passman that you were referring to
when you mentioned an intermediary.

Mr. ROYBAL. Yes.
Mr. NIELDS. What happened then when Mr. Harris and I went to

your office?
Mr. ROYBAL. I don't know what you mean "what happened"?
Mr. NIELDS. Was there a conversation?
Mr. ROYBAL. Oh, of course. There was a conversation in which I

told you the same thing I told the chairman of the committee.
Mr. NIELDS. Which was?
Mr. ROYBAL. Mr. Flynt.



Mr. NIELDS. That there were two possibilities. One was that it
had come from Koreans in your community, and the other was
that--

Mr. ROYBAL. It had come from Otto Passman.
Mr. NIELus. From Mr. Passman.
Mr. ROYBAL. Came through Otto Passman; right.
Mr. NIELDS. And you told us at that time, did you not, that the

money was directly given to you by Otto Passman?
Mr. ROYBAL. I did not say that the money was given to me

directly by Otto Passman. It had been given to me in Otto Pass-
man's office.

Mr. NIELDS. And weren't you in fact asked whether there was
ever any money given to you by a Korean national in Otto Pass-
man's office, and your reply was no?

Mr. ROYBAL. I don't remember such question at all.
Mr. NIELDS. And you were specifically asked whether the money

had personally been handed to you by Otto Passman, and you said
yes.

Mr. ROYBAL. I could not have said yes because the money was not
handed to me by Otto Passman. The money was handed to me in
Otto Passman office.

Mr. NIELDs. The question was not what you could have said but
what you did say.

Isn't it a fact that you did say that the money was handed to you
directly by Otto Passman?

Mr. ROYBAL. No, it is not a fact.
Mr. NIELDS. Congressman Roybal, I take it you are familiar with

Tongsun Park's testimony in open session?
Mr. ROYBAL. Oh, yes. I think the whole Nation is familiar with

Tongsun Park's testimony in open session.
Mr. NIELDS. You are familiar with the fact that he testified that

money was given to you and then on the same day a similar
amount of money under similar circumstances to Congressman
Rarick.

Mr. ROYBAL. Yes, and I think one should also take into considera-
tion that Mr. Park had several months to prepare his testimony,
that he no doubt rehearsed it very carefully before he testified in
Seoul, that his government was very much interested in seeing to
it that the Congress did appropriate the foreign aid that is going to
be in the foreign aid bill, that his entire testimony, I believe, and
so does the Nation, was very well orchestrated. So that when he
came here, he was very well prepared to give the testimony that he
did, and we do know what he said, yes.

Mr. NIELDS. I am not sure I understand the point of your re-
marks, sir.

Are you suggesting that his testimony was in some fashion un-
truthful or that it was very well prepared and he had a lot of time
to think about it?

Mr. ROYBAL. He was very well prepared, and had a lot of time to
think about it, and in some instances amazing doesn't seem to
remember too well.

For example, documents found in his own home. The poor man
doesn't have the faintest idea how they got there.



Mr. NIELDS. I would like to have this marked "Committee Exhib-
it 1" of this date.

[The document (dated Apr. 25, 1978) was marked "Committee
Exhibit No. 1" for identification.]

Mr. NIELDS. Did you see Mr. Rarick on the day that you received
the contribution?

Mr. ROYBAL. No, I did not.
Mr. NIELDS. I am going to show you a document marked "Com-

mittee Exhibit 1." I will let you read it.
Mr. ROYBAL [reading].

I deeply appreciate the kindness and courtesy which you extended to me during
our conversation yesterday. I am off to Louisiana on Sunday but look forward to
visiting with you again when I return to Washington in early October.

This is signed by John R. Rarick, Member of Congress.
Mr. NIELDS. I ask you to look at the date of that letter.
Mr. ROYBAL. That is August 23, 1974.
Mr. NIELDS. I am going to ask you whether that refreshes your

memory in any way at all about the time of year in which you
received the $1,000 contribution from Tongsun Park.

Mr. ROYBAL. It does not.
Mr. NIELDS. So your testimony is that you received the $1,000

contribution from Tongsun Park in February of 1974.
Mr. ROYBAL. My testimony is that my records will reflect when

that money went into the coffers, and they do state that it was
February of 1974.

Now it seemed to me that if Mr. Rarick had just been there, I
would have seen him come out at the time, but I didn't.

Mr. NIELDS. I have no further questions.
Mr. ROYBAL. May I finish what I started to put on here?
Mr. NIELDS. Yes.
Mr. ROYBAL. Because I think that the sequence of this thing may

be helpful.
Now a recapitulation.
On the 10th of March I received the first call saying that Park

had testified secretly and he had given me a contribution in 1972
or 1974. On March 13 I talked with the chairman, and later I
talked with you.

On March 16 I received a call from ABC and AP, and they said
that Park had given me a contribution.

Then on March 17, a Los Angeles Times report was made, a
small report, in which it was said that Park had made a contribu-
tion to me. Park then started his public testimony on April 3, and
some time on April 3 or 4, he did testify that he had given me a
contribution in Passman's office. That is the sequence of the whole
thing.

Mr. DESMOND. Mr. Roybal, in Tongsun Park's testimony before
the committee, he stated that Otto Passman had told him that he
had two colleagues who were having difficulty collecting money in
their campaign, and that he wanted him to make a contribution to
these two Congressmen. He identified one as Rarick and the other
as you, and indicated that he gave that on the same day.

Mr. ROYBAL. I don't vouch for Mr. Tongsun Park's testimony.
The truth of the matter is that I didn't have an opponent that
year.



Mr. DESMOND. That is right, that was my next question.
Mr. ROYBAL. So you see, I could not have told Mr. Passman or

anybody else that I was having a rough time. So I think that Mr.
Park has made a mistake in the timing or sequence in which these
contributions were made.

Now, of course, I know that he got the immunity to tell the
gospel truth, but one must always look at the eventuality that
there may be a mistake in dates.

Now if he has a check that he cashed for $1,000 on that particu-
lar date, perhaps that could be evidence, but I am sure that $1,000
to Mr. Park was just change that he carried with him. Of that I
have no doubt, because I carry on many occasions, including now,
maybe half of that, and I don't earn $9 million in a few years, so
again here is a situation where an individual has made testimony
that I don't doubt is not true.

I don't doubt that he is the one that gave me that money. I don't
say that, but again the sequence of everything that happens I can
assure you was pretty well orchestrated.

Now particularly in view of the fact that there are billions of
dollars that this Government will make available to Korea under
the Foreign Assistance Act. You know you just look at the situa-
tion and you can look at the sequence of this thing. He didn't come
out here voluntarily; did he?

Mr. DESMOND. Well, Mr. Roybal--
Mr. ROYBAL. He didn't come here voluntarily, because I think his

government wanted him to come out here because that money is
important to him, but I don't think that that is the crux of the
thing. The thing is that there was money exchanged, and now you
tell me there is a difference insofar as date is concerned. I have
records that show one thing, and he may have records that show
another. I don't know. Let's compare records.

Mr. NIELDS. Just to make it absolutely clear, Congressman
Roybal, you have no records that indicate a contribution from
Tongsun Park by name; do you?

Mr. ROYBAL. No, I do not, but I do have records that indicate
that there is money posted to the cash account of my committee,
and I sure didn't put it in.

Mr. NIELDS. Have you ever received any other contributions
which you were required to report by name but which you did not
report by name?

Mr. ROYBAL. No; not to my knowledge.
Mr. NIELDS. Have you ever passed on a reportable amount of

money to one of your aides without telling him where it came
from?

Mr. ROYBAL. Like in this instance?
Mr. NIELDS. Yes.
Mr. ROYBAL. Yes.
Mr. NIELDS. What other?
Mr. ROYBAL. Oh, no other, just this instance.
Mr. NIELDS. Just this one time.
Mr. ROYBAL. That is right, or any other time where I sell tickets

and I say these are from ticket sales, and I do sell tickets for
picnics, for different things that I have.
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Mr. NIELDS. There are other times when you have sold tickets to
the same person in an amount which makes it mandatory to report
the sale by name?

Mr. ROYBAL. No; usually the ticket sales are to several people.
Probably the most amount would be $50. I have picnics, for exam-
ple, where tickets are sold for $2.50, and I sell tickets to various
individuals, either sell them over a bar somewhere, some meeting
that I go to, at the race track, or wherever I happen to be. The idea
is to get people to these affairs, particularly when in a district like
mine, it is most difficult to sell tickets at $50.

Now there are some that can sell for a lot more, but in my
district you sure can't sell for more than $50.

Mr. NIELDS. Did Mr. Park indicate that he was giving you the
money for tickets?

Mr. ROYBAL. No; Mr. Park did not indicate he was giving me the
money for tickets at all.

Mr. NIELDS. So it was your decision to treat this as money for
tickets.

Mr. ROYBAL. It was my decision, and also the fact that I had had
a discussion with Passman in the past, and told him that I do give
tickets to my senior citizens, and it was every intention for me to
use that money for that purpose and it was used for that purpose.

Mr. DESMOND. Mr. Roybal, is there any reason why you would
not give Tongsun Park credit for contributing $1,000 to your cam-
paign?

Mr. ROYBAL. First of all, I didn't know what his name was at the
time.

Mr. DESMOND. Then did you ask Mr. Passman if this particular
Korean was an agent of a foreign government or a foreign nation-
al?

Mr. ROYBAL. No. Mr. Passman never mentioned it again.
Mr. DESMOND. And you didn't question whether he could have

been a representative of the Korean Government and you did not
know?

Mr. ROYBAL. I had no reason to believe that he was.
Mr. DESMOND. That he was what?
Mr. ROYBAL. That he was a representative of the Korean Govern-

ment. The FBI had never informed anyone, and no one in Govern-
ment had, so I didn't ask him, no.

Mr. NIELDS. Congressman, you testified that you didn't know his
name at the time. Surely Mr. Passman introduced you to him;
didn't he?

Mr. ROYBAL. Mr. Passman introduced me to a lot of people whose
name he probably mispronounced the way he mispronounced, and
during all the time that I served with Mr. Passman, he never
pronounced my name right once.

Mr. NIELDS. But he did introduce you to Mr. Park using some
name?

Mr. ROYBAL. Introduced me to his very dear friend, using some
name, and he introduced me to Mr. Park as his very dear friend,
mispronouncing my name.

Mr. NIELDS. Did you ask Mr. Park what his name was?
Mr. ROYBAL. No.



Mr. NIELDS. But he was giving you a $1,000 contribution which
you were required to report by name.

Mr. ROYBAL. Yes.
Mr. NIELDS. But you did not ask him his name.
Mr. ROYBAL. No; I did not.
Mr. DESMOND. Mr. Roybal, getting back to the converting of a

contribution to senior citizens dinner tickets, had you ever done
this in the past, prior to this instance?

Mr. ROYBAL. Yes, in the past, yes.
Mr. DESMOND. Prior to 1974?
Mr. ROYBAL. Yes.
Mr. DESMOND. And you have done it since 1974?
Mr. ROYBAL. We give tickets to senior citizens; yes.
Mr. DESMOND. Would Mr. Johnson, meaning Roger Johnson, your

treasurer, be apprised of this?
Mr. ROYBAL. Not necessarily. Mr. Johnson did not handle the

various functions. He managed the campaign and he did the re-
cording after deposits were made. Usually a campaign committee,
for example, would be formed for certain things. I have a campaign
committee that is going to handle the picnic this year, the same as
I have other campaign committees. There will be a campaign com-
mittee that is going to handle a dinner. This is a dinner where we
charge $12.50 or $15. This is designed to get the people in the lower
income brackets to also participate. The picnic is to get the very
poor to participate, and most of those tickets are given away. We
don't make any money on the picnic at all. We lose money, and if
we don't lose money, we come out even.

Mr. DESMOND. Would this show on any of your records, Mr.
Roybal?

Mr. ROYBAL. What is that?
Mr. DESMOND. Would this show on any or your records?
Mr. ROYBAL. It would show as cash coming in.
Mr. DESMOND. Who would give out or distribute the tickets to the

senior citizens?
Mr. ROYBAL. I would.
Mr. DESMOND. Nobody on your staff other than yourself?
Mr. ROYBAL. That is right.
Mr. DESMOND. I have no further questions.
Mr. NIELDS. I have no further questions.
Mr. SPENCE. If there are no further questions, then the taking of

the deposition will be adjourned.
[Whereupon, at 1:50 p.m., the taking of the deposition was con-

cluded.]
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WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 13, 1978

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON STANDARDS OF OFFICIAL CONDUCT,

Washington, D.C.
The committee met, pursuant to call, at 10 a.m. in room 2247,

Rayburn House Office Building, Hon. John J. Flynt, Jr., chairman
of the committee, presiding.

Present: Representatives Flynt, Spence, Teague, Quillen, Ben-
nett, Quie, Hamilton, Preyer, and Fenwick.

Also present: John M. Swanner, staff director; John W. Nields,
Jr., chief counsel.

Mr. FLYNT. The committee will come to order.
The committee will stand in recess until the arrival of a quorum.
[Recess.]
Mr. FLYNT. The committee will come to order.
The staff director will call the roll.
Mr. SWANNER. Mr. Flynt.
Mr. FLYNT. Here.
Mr. SWANNER. Mr. Spence.
Mr. SPENCE. Here.
Mr. SWANNER. Mr. Teague.
[No response.]
Mr. SWANNER. Mr. Quillen.
Mr. QUILLEN. Here.
Mr. SWANNER. Mr. Bennett.
[No response.]
Mr. SWANNER. Mr. Quie.
[No response.]
Mr. SWANNER. Mr. Hamilton.
Mr. HAMILTON. Here.
Mr. SWANNER. Mr. Cochran.
[No response.]
Mr. SWANNER. Mr. Preyer.
[No response.]
Mr. SWANNER. Mrs. Fenwick.
Ms. FENWICK. Here.
Mr. SWANNER. Mr. Flowers.
[No response.]
Mr. SWANNER. Mr. Caputo.
[No response.]
Mr. SWANNER. Mr. Chairman, five members are present, seven

absent.
Mr. FLYNT. Five members have answered to their names. A

quorum is not present. Without making a determination at this
time as to what further proceedings there will be with regard to
the presence of a quorum, the opening statement defining the scope
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and purpose of this hearing will be read into the record as soon as
there is a quorum present.

We are informed that there is a probability that we will have
seven members here at 12 o'clock.

The committee will stand in recess until 12 o'clock pending the
arrival of a quorum.

[Recess.]
Mr. FLYNT. The committee will come to order.
The staff director will call the roll.
Mr. SWANNER. Mr. Flynt.
Mr. FLYNT. Here.
Mr. SWANNER. Mr. Spence.
[No response.]
Mr. SWANNER. Mr. Teague.
[No response.]
Mr. SWANNER. Mr. Quillen.
[No response.]
Mr. SWANNER. Mr. Bennett.
[No response.]
Mr. SCANNER. Mr. Quie.
[No response.]
Mr. SWANNER. Mr. Hamilton.
[No response.]
Mr. SWANNER. Mr. Cochran.
[No response.]
Mr. SWANNER. Mr. Preyer.
[No response.]
Mr. SWANNER. Mrs. Fenwick.
[No response.]
Mr. SWANNER. Mr. Flowers.
[No response.]
Mr. SWANNER. Mr. Caputo.
[No response.]
Mr. SWANNER. Mr. Chairman, 1 member is present, 11 absent.
Mr. FLYNT. We are aware of the fact that there would not be a

quorum at 12 but since that was the hour set for reconvening, the
committee was called to order.

We are informed reliably that there will be a quorum present at
12:30. Accordingly, the committee stands in recess until 12:30.

[Recess.]
Mr. FLYNT. The committee will come to order. The staff director

will call the roll.
Mr. SWANNER. Mr. Flynt.
Mr. FLYNT. Here.
Mr. SWANNER. Mr. Spence.
Mr. SPENCE. Here.
Mr. SWANNER. Mr.Teague.
[No response.]
Mr. SWANNER. Mr. Quillen.
Mr. QUILLEN. Here.
Mr. SWANNER. Mr. Bennett.
Mr. BENNETT. Here.
Mr. SWANNER. Mr. Quie.
[No response.]



Mr. SWANNER. Mr. Hamilton.
Mr. HAMILTON. Here.
Mr. SWANNER. Mr. Cochran.
[No response.]
Mr. SWANNER. Mr. Preyer.
Mr. PREYER. Here.
Mr. SWANNER. Mrs. Fenwick.
Mrs. FENWICK. Here.
Mr. SWANNER. Mr. Flowers.
[No response.]
Mr. SWANNER. Mr. Caputo.
[No response.]
Mr. SWANNER. Mr. Chairman, seven members answer present,

five members absent.
Mr. FLYNT. Seven members have answered to their names when

the roll was called. A quorum is present.
The Chair will now state the purpose and scope of this hearing

and the committee's authority to hold this hearing.
This investigative hearing is held pursuant to House Rule

X4.4(eX1)(B) which provides that the Committee on Standards of
Official Conduct shall-
investigate, subject to subparagraph (2) of this paragraph, any alleged violation by a
member, officer or employee of the House, of the Code of Official Conduct or of any
law, rule, regulation, or other standard of conduct applicable to the conduct of such
Member, officer, or employee in the performance of his duties or the discharge of
his responsibilities, and, after notice and hearing, to recommend to the House by
resolution or otherwise such actions the committee may deem appropriate in the
circumstances.

Additionally, House Resolution 252, 95th Congress, 1st Session,
mandates in section 3 that this committee-
after appropriate notice and hearing, shall report to the House of Representatives
its recommendations as to such action, if any, that the committee feels appropriate
by the House of Representatives as a result of any alleged violation of the Code of
Official Conduct or of any law, rule, regulation, or other standard of conduct
applicable to the conduct of such Member, officer or employee in the performance of
his duties or the discharge of his responsibilities.

The scope and purpose of this hearing is to resolve the allega-
tions contained in the statement of alleged violation with regard to
Representative Edward R. Roybal. The object of this hearing shall
be to ascertain the truth.

I will ask counsel for Mr. Roybal if counsel on behalf of Mr.
Roybal insist that the statement of alleged violations be read or is
it permissible for it to be included in the record at this point?

Mr. HIBEY. We will waive a reading of it, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. FLYNT. The reading of the statement of alleged violations is

waived by counsel for Mr. Roybal, and without objection, the state-
ment of alleged violation in its entirety will be inserted in the
record at this point.

Mr. FLYNT. Does the respondent also waive the reading of the
response to the statement of alleged violation?

Mr. HIBEY. He does, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. FLYNT. Counsel for Mr. Roybal has waived the reading of the

response to the statement of alleged violation, and without objec-
tion, the response to the statement of alleged violation is incorpor-



ated in the record at this point and will be printed in the record at
this point.

Mr. FLYNT. Mr. Nields, will you call your witnesses so I may
administer the oath.

Mr. NIELDS. Mr. Chairman, I think, under the supplemental
rules, I would request permission to make an opening statement at
this time.

Mr. FLYNT. You may proceed.
Mr. NIELDS. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

OPENING STATEMENT BY MR. NIELDS
Mr. NIELDS. Mr. Chairman, members of the commmittee, Mr.

Hibey and Mr. Anderson, there are four charges against Mr.
Roybal arising out of the receipt by him of a $1,000 cash contribu-
tion from Tongsun Park in 1974. The first and third charges have
to do with Mr. Roybal's failure properly to disclose the contribution
and his efforts to conceal it. The first charge is that he failed to
report the contribution at the time it was received as required by
law, and the third charge is that, in testimony given before this
committee under oath, Mr. Roybal denied ever having received it.

The second and fourth charges have to do with his failure to put
the money to its proper use. The second charge is that Mr. Roybal
diverted the money from its campaign purpose to a personal pur-
pose. The fourth charge is that in Mr. Roybal's second appearance
before this commnittee he testified falsely when he admitted re-
ceipt of the money but claimed that he had put it in the "general
cash flow of the campaign committee."

At this hearing, the staff will offer proof in support of these
charges. Tongsun Park will testify to a very vivid scene which
occurred in the office of Congressman Otto Passman in 1974. He
will testify that Otto Passman told him that he had two friends in
Congress whom he wanted Mr. Park to make contributions to. Mr.
Park went to Mr. Passman's office; Mr. Passman called Mr. Roybal
on the telephone; Mr. Roybal appeared a few moments later; Mr.
Passman introduced them to each other, Mr. Park to Mr. Roybal,
and left the room.

Tongsun Park, after a brief conversation with Congressman
Roybal, gave him an envelope filled with $1,000 in cash. Mr.
Roybal left. Mr. Passman returned. He then called Congressman
John Rarick of Louisiana. A few moments later, Mr. Rarick came
into the room; Mr. Passman introduced Mr. Park and Mr. Rarick,
and Mr. Passman left the room.

Mr. Park then gave Mr. Rarick an envelope filled with $1,000 in
cash. Mr. Rarick left; Mr. Passman returned.

Mr. Park remembers the approximate time of this contribution
as being August 1974. He remembers that time because he knew
that it was at or about the time of the Louisiana primary, which
was always held in August. The date will be further pinpointed
because Tongsun Park received a thank you note from Congress-
man Rarick indicating the date as August 22, 1974.

The staff will then offer in evidence copies of the campaign
contribution reports filed by Mr. Rarick and his campaign commit-
tee, showing no contribution from Tongsun Park.



Staff will offer in evidence records from the bank account of the
campaign committee showing that there were no cash deposits
approaching $1,000 into that bank account following the time of
Tongsun Park's contribution.

Staff will then offer proof of the three different versions of the
facts which Mr. Roybal has given to this committee. First, in his
testimony on February 1, 1978, Mr. Roybal testified that he knew
Tongsun Park by sight and reputation but had never met him and
never received any campaign contribution from him. Then in mid-
March when Mr Roybal learned Mr. Park had named him as a
recipient of money, Mr. Roybal told committee investigators he had
received $1,000 from Otto Passman and that Otto Passman had
told him that the money came from one of his supporters.

Mr. Roybal deduced this might have been Mr. Park but he had
never received anything directly from Mr. Park or any oriental.

Then on April 25, 1978, after Tongsun Park had testified in open
session, Mr. Roybal testified again. This time he testified that he
received $1,000 in Mr. Passman's office directly from a Korean
person whom he now assumed was Tongsun Park. He claimed,
however, that the money was received in February 1974, not
August, that it had been turned into his campaign through one of
his employees in Los Angeles whose name is Dianne Lewis, and he
referred to a deposit ticket of February 21, 1974, showing a deposit
of cash, an amount greater than $1,000, which he claimed was
Tongsun Park's money.

The committee will hear testimony from Dianne Lewis that al-
though Mr. Roybal did give her some cash in 1974 which she put in
the bank in this deposit ticket, Mr. Roybal told her at the time that
he had received the cash from "the Jewish community."

In sum, staff will prove by clear and convincing evidence that,
contrary to Mr. Roybal's first testimony, the contribution was in
fact received and it was not reported; contrary to his second testi-
mony, the money was not received in February but rather in
August, and the money which was put into his bank account in
February came from another source.

The staff will urge on the committee that one of the reasons why
Mr. Roybal denied receiving the money when he first testified,
denied receiving money from Tongsun Park, was that in fact he
had not reported it and in fact had not turned it into his campaign
committee, and consequently could not afford to admit he had ever
received it.

Mr. FLYNT. Mr. Hibey, do you or Mr. Anderson desire to make an
opening statement at this time?

Mr. HIBEY. I will make a brief opening statement, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. FLYNT. You may proceed.
Mr. HIBEY. Is it the Chair's pleasure that I stand or sit?
Mr. FLYNT. We prefer that you stand unless you request other-

wise.

OPENING STATEMENT BY MR. HIBEY

Mr. HIBEY. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, what
this case is not is that it is not a case of payoff for an official act. It
is not a payment based upon a continuing relationship, either
personal or business. It is not, at least to our knowledge, a payment



from a foreign agent. It was a campaign contribution. It is not-
and we insist and we will stress this-and is not a case of perjury.

For a while there will be little or no dispute as to certain
operative facts surrounding the campaign contribution in question.
One thing we hope to demonstrate to the satisfaction of this com-
mittee-and this to be done by Mr. Roybal in his first opportunity
to address this committee since the investigation of him began-is
that at no time has this man, who is a 30-year veteran of public
life, enjoying an excellent reputation and who has served for
almost 16 years in the House of Representatives-at no time did he
lie or intend to deceive this committee or the House of Representa-
tives when he gave his testimony.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. FLYNT. Mr. Nields.
Mr. NIELDS. Mr. Chairman, the first witness is Tongsun Park.

TESTIMONY OF TONGSUN PARK
Mr. FLYNT. Mr. Park, will you remain standing and raise your

right hand, please. Do you solemnly swear the testimony you will
give this committee in the matter now under consideration will be
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you
God?

Mr. PARK. I do.
Mr. FLYNT. Mr. Park, are you accompanied by your attorney, Mr.

William Hundley?
Mr. PARK. Yes.
Mr. FLYNT. Your name is Tongsun Park?
Mr. PARK. Yes.
Mr. FLYNT. You may proceed, Mr. Nields.
Mr. NIELDS. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. Park, have you ever met Congressman Edward R. Roybal?
Mr. PARK. Yes.
Mr. NIELDS. When did you first meet him?
Mr. PARK. I met him for the first time in Mr. Passman's office.
Mr. NIELDS. How did you happen to be in Mr. Passman's office?
Mr. PARK. As I recall, Congressman Passman told me that he

had a dear friend to whom he wanted me to be helpful, and so that
was the reason I was in the Congressman's office and that is when
I met Mr. Roybal.

Mr. NIELDS. Did he tell you one dear friend or more than one
dear friend?

Mr. PARK. I think he said two dear friends.
Mr. NIELDS. Did you bring anything with you when you went to

his office?
Mr. PARK. I believe so.
Mr. NIELDS. What did you bring?
Mr. PARK I brought contributions which I was going to make for

these two friends.
Mr. NIELDS. When you say contributions, do you mean cash?
Mr. PARK. Yes.
Mr. NIELDS. How much?
Mr. PARK. I believe each contribution amounted to $1,000.
Mr. NIELDS. Did you bring anything else with you besides the

cash?



Mr. PARK. I don't think so.
Mr. NIELDS. Did you bring any envelopes?
Mr. PARK. Oh, the cash, as always whenever I made a contribu-

tion. Cash was contained in an envelope.
Mr. NIELDS. What time of day did you arrive at Congressman

Passman's office?
Mr. PARK. I am not positive but I think it was sometime after

lunch, midafternoon shall we say.
Mr. NIELDS. What happened when you arrived at Congressman

Passman's office?
Mr. PARK. I think the Congressman proceeded to call Mr. Roybal

and 2 minutes later I believe the Congressman did come into
Congressman Passman's office.

Mr. NIELDS. What happened after Congressman Roybal entered
Congressman Passman's office?

Mr. PARK. I think we were properly introduced by names. Mr.
Park, Mr. Roybal, and then the Congressman left his office. And
we were sitting close to the Congressman's desk facing each other.

Mr. NIELDS. Did you have a conversation then?
Mr. PARK. I think we had an exchange of some pleasant greet-

ings, having met Congressman Roybal for the first time, and I am
not positive but I think we had some reference to Korean Ameri-
cans being in his district. But it was, as I recall, a very short and
uneventful kind of situation. I would venture to estimate perhaps 2
or 3 minutes of time spend, and I merely executed the making of
the contribution in the form of cash as I stated earlier, and we said
goodbye and left.

Mr. NIELDS. When you say you executed it, do you mean you
handed him the envelope with the cash in it?

Mr. PARK. Yes.
Mr. NIELDS. Did you say anything as you handed it to him?
Mr. PARK. No; I do not remember anything special. I think if I

said anything: Congressman Passman asked me to be helpful to
you and I am delighted to make this contribution.

Mr. NIELDS. My question is, did you mention that it was a cam-
paign contribution?

Mr. PARK. I believe I said something to that effect, yes.
Mr. NIELDS. What happened after Mr. Roybal left?
Mr. PARK. Then Congressman Passman came back and he called

another Congressman friend of his who turned out to be Mr.
Rarick, from his home State.

Mr. NIELDS. When you say he called him, did he call him on the
telephone?

Mr. PARK. I believe so.
Mr. NIELDS. When you say he called him, did he call him on the

telephone?
Mr. PARK. I believe so.
Mr. NIELDS. In your presence?
Mr. PARK. Yes.
Mr. NIELDS. Did Mr. Rarick come to the office?
Mr. PARK. Yes.
Mr. NIELDS. What happened when Mr. Rarick entered the room?
Mr. PARK. I think we went through a similar type of procedure.

Again, it was the first time I met Mr. Rarick, so we were properly
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introduced by names, Mr. Rarick and Tongsun Park, and subse-
quently Mr. Passman left the office and again Mr. Rarick and I sat
down. And I seem to recall more vividly the meeting that I had
with Mr. Rarick because he made some specific reference to the
fact that he was a conservative and because of the young universi-
ty volunteers in his district, knowing his political philosophy, that
he was up against a great battle, and it was going to be a great
help that I was about to make a contribution to his campaign.

So I had the impression that he had already known why I was
there.

Mr. NIELDS. Did you make the contribution to him?
Mr. PARK. Yes; I indeed made the contribution in the same

fashion that I did to Mr. Roybal.
Mr. NIELDS. Did he then leave?
Mr. PARK. Yes; we exchanged again pleasant greetings, and I

think he also said he expected to call on me personally after he
returns to Congress later in that same year.

Mr. NIELDS. In fact did he ever return to you again?
Mr. PARK. No; he wrote me a letter which you are familiar with,

but as you know he was defeated, and we never had the occasion to
see each other as we had intended to.

Mr. NIELDS. Mr. Park, do you in fact remember what Mr. Rarick
was wearing?

Mr. PARK. I think he had a light-colored suit, something similar
to what Mr. Spence is wearing. Earlier I made a comment that I
liked his suit very much. For some reason again I vividly remem-
ber Mr. Rarick had a tan-colored necktie. And those of you who
know Mr. Rarick, he is a very handsome, attractive man, and that
is what I remember.

Mr. NIELDS. Was it a summer suit?
Mr. PARK. Yes; I believe so.
Mr. NIELDS. Do you remember what Mr. Roybal wore?
Mr. PARK. I do not remember anything particularly about him,

no. I just came back from England and in London, summer being
what it is, they don't make any distinction, anything about
summer or winter clothes. But in this country those of us seem to
wear light clothes during the summer months, and perhaps Mr.
Roybal had summer clothes but I don't--

Mr. NIELDS. Mr. Park, you say Mr. Rarick was from Mr. Pass-
man's home State. Just for the record, what State is that?

Mr. PARK. The State of Louisiana.
Mr. NIELDS. From your own memory, Mr. Park--
Mr. PARK. And a great State, I might add.
Mr. NIELDS. From your own memory, can you tell us when this

meeting occurred?
Mr. PARK. I believe it was certainly during the month of August.
Mr. NIELDS. And the year?
Mr. PARK. 1974.
Mr. NIELDS. How do you know that it was during the month of

August?
Mr. PARK. Because it was right after the Korean National Inde-

pendence Day, which falls on the date of the 15th of August every
year.



Mr. NIELDS. What is it that makes you remember it was around
the time of the Korean Independence Day?

Mr. PARK. And I also remember Korean Independence Day in
conjunction with the Louisiana primary. I had many friends, as I
know, and I would also be interested in how my friends do in the
primary, so it was right around Louisiana primary time, so it had
to be the latter part of August.

Mr. NIELDS. And Mr. Rarick was having a primary, I take it.
That is the point.

Mr. PARK. Yes; as I recall, he had a runoff election and my
contribution was specifically intended for some assistance to his
runoff election.

Mr. NIELDS. I take it he was defeated in that runoff election and
that is the reason why you never saw him again?

Mr. PARK. That is what I was told, yes.
Mr. NIELUS. Mr. Park, did you ever receive a thank you note

from Mr. Rarick shortly after the time that you made the contribu-
tion?

Mr. PARK. Yes.
[Counsel hands paper to witness.]
Mr. NIELDS. Mr. Park, I am showing you a letter. Copies of that

letter are marked as exhibit 1 which each member of the commit-
tee has, I believe, and counsel for Mr. Roybal have.

Can you identify that letter, please.
Mr. PARK. Yes; this is the same instrument, the letter, that I did

receive from Mr. Rarick expressing his thanks for the contribution
I made.

Mr. NIELDS. He doesn't use the word "contribution" in that
letter, does he?

Mr. PARK. No.
Mr. NIELDs. He thanks you for your kindness and courtesy

during the meeting the day before; is that right?
Mr. PARK. I think this is generally understood.
Mr. NIELDs. There is a stamped date at the bottom of that letter

that says August 26, 1974. What is that?
Mr. PARK. That is the stamp indicating the date that this partic-

ular letter was received by my office.
Mr. NIELDS. And your office had a practice of stamping incoming

mail?
Mr. PARK. Yes.
Mr. NIELDS. Mr. Chairman, I ask that copies of exhibit 1 be made

part of the record.
What Mr. Park has been looking at is an original which we

obtained from the Justice Department. With counsel's consent and
the committee's consent I would ask that copies be received in
evidence. Without that consent I would offer the original.

Mr. FLYNT. Do you have any objection?
Mr. HIBEY. I have no objection, subject to my being able to

examine it at some moment. The copies we have received are not
as clearly legible.

Mr. FLYNT. Would you like to see the original?
Mr. HIBEY. I need only look at it.
Thank you, and I have no objection to its being received.
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Mr. FLYNT. Without objection, the copy of the original here from
Mr. Rarick to Mr. Park will be received into the record at this
point.

[Whereupon, Exhibit No. 1 was marked for identification and
received in evidence.][Exhibit No. 1 follows:]

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,

Washington, D.C., August 23, 1974.

Mr. TONGSUN PARK,
Washington, D.C.

DEAR MR. PARK: I deeply appreciate the kindness and courtesy which you ex-
tended to me during our conversation yesterday.

I am off to Louisiana on Sunday but look forward to visiting with you again when
I return to Washington in early October.

With kindest personal regards.
Sincerely,

JOHN R. RARICK,
Member of Congress.

Mr. NIELDS. Mr. Park, did you ever give any other money to any
other Congressman at Otto Passman's request?

Mr. PARK. Not that I recall. I think those two we just discussed
are the only ones.

Mr. NIELDS. Had you ever given any money to Otto Passman
personally?

Mr. PARK. I think that has been discussed. I think I don't have to
go into that.

Mr. NIELDS. That is about $50,000 a year starting in 1972?
Mr. PARK. Yes.
Mr. NIELDS. And that was in cash?
Mr. PARK. Mostly, yes.
Mr. NIELDS. Mr. Park, you have already said you did not meet

Mr. Rarick again. Had you ever seen him before the meeting?
Mr. PARK. No; well, I think I might have seen him once or twice

at those gatherings where most of the Louisianans were brought
together because I used to go to some of those functions. But I don't
have a specific recollection.

Mr. NIELDS. But you had never conversed with him before as you
recall?

Mr. PARK. No.
Mr. NIELDS. And you had never given him any money before?
Mr. PARK. No.
Mr. NIELDS. Had you ever met Mr. Roybal before?
Mr. PARK. No.
Mr. NIELDS. Had you ever given him any money before? Had you

ever seen Mr. Roybal again?
Mr. PARK. I believe I saw him after we met in Congressman

Passman's office somewhere in the Rayburn Building. I recognized
him and he said hello but I don't know whether he recognized me
or not. But as many Congressmen do, they usually respond wheth-
er you know the person or not. But I seem to think I met the
Congressman afterwards.

Mr. NIELDS. Did you ever give him any money again?
Mr. PARK. No.
Mr. NIELDS. Mr. Chairman, I have no further questions of this

witness.



Mr. FLYNT. Mr. Hibey.
Mr. HIBEY. Mr. Park, I understand from your testimony on direct

examination, that when you met Mr. Roybal in Mr. Passman's
office you indicated to him, that is to Mr. Roybal, that "Congress-
man Passman asked me to give you a campaign contribution and I
was happy to be helpful." Is that correct, sir?

Mr. PARK. That is correct.
Mr. HIBEY. Now, sir, is it fair to say you were not solicited for

the payment of this campaign contribution by Congressman
Roybal?

Mr. PARK. I think that is an accurate statement.
Mr. HIBEY. Did you ever ask Mr. Roybal to do anything for you

then or at any time?
Mr. PARK. No. No.
Mr. HIBEY. Had you ever had any business relationship with Mr.

Roybal or any member of his family?
Mr. PARK. No.
Mr. HIBEY. Did you talk to Mr. Roybal about rice or anything

like that in that meeting?
Mr. PARK. No. There was no need. He is not from the rice-

growing district.
Mr. HIBEY. That is correct. Do you know what district he is from,

Mr. Park?
Mr. PARK. I think he is from the great city of Los Angeles.
Mr. HIBEY. That is correct. Thank you.
Mr. PARK. There was some information that was transmitted to

me that some redistricting was involved or something.
Mr. HIBEY. What was said after you gave him the money? Did he

say anything more than thank you?
Mr. PARK. No. I think again only it was an uneventful type of

meeting, and my recollection concerning that money is not as vivid
as the one I had with Mr. Rarick.

Mr. HIBEY. Do you recall that you testified in executive session
on or about March 9, 1978, and made this statement, quote, "And
Mr. Roybal said"-I am referring to page 1004, counsel-"Thank
you very much. It will be very helpful to my campaign." And it
was simple as that.

Do you recall giving that answer?
Mr. PARK. I think I said not from positive recollection but I felt

that is something that Mr. Roybal said to me and usually that is
the reaction that I get whenever I make the contribution to a
Congressman.

Mr. HIBEY. I didn't see anything in this testimony, Mr. Park,
which suggested a qualification on that particular statement. Do
you dispute that statement was made, that you had said that Mr.
Roybal said to you, "Thank you very much, it will be very helpful
to my campaign"?

Mr. PARK. That is what I thought that he said at the time.

Mr. HIBEY. And do you think that, today, that is what he said?
Mr. PARK. I am not 100 percent positive but it doesn't make any

difference one way or the other to me.
Mr. FLYNT. Mr. Hibey, may I interrupt you at this point?

Mr. HIBEY. Of course, Mr. Chairman.



Mr. FLYNT. We are having a vote and usually the procedure is
for us to proceed until the second bells ring. I assume you have
additional questions to ask this witness.

Mr. NIELDS. I have some additional questions.
Mr. FLYNT. The committee will suspend so that the members

may repair to the floor of the House of Representatives to be
recorded on this recorded vote, and I would request all members to
return as soon as possible after they have recorded their vote.

The committee will stand in recess until this vote is completed.
[Recess.]
Mr. FLYNT. The committee will come to order.
Mr. Hibey, you may proceed.
Mr. HIBEY. Before I proceed, Mr. Chairman, may I note the fact

that there are present in the hearing room now only five members
of the committee.

Mr. FLYNT. Mr. Bennett, I think, will be back promptly. You may
suspend awaiting the additional members or you may proceed as
you desire.

Mr. HIBEY. I appreciate that, Mr. Chairman. It is not my inten-
tion to be obstructive or dilatory.

Mr. FLYNT. I understand that. And I want to state for the record
as we have stated earlier today, there is some question as to the
appropriate number of members with which to conduct this hear-
ing. There are those who feel that the rule provides that two
members shall constitute a quorum for the purpose of receiving
testimony and hearing evidence. The Chair, however feels, and I
know at least some of the members of the committee agree with
the Chair on this, that at this point in time we are doing more
than receiving testimony and hearing evidence.

We are in effect sitting as a court. It is for that reason that the
Chair delayed calling the meeting to order today until we had a
quorum of seven. There are a number of members of the commit-
tee, as I am sure counsel is aware, who are out of town.

The Chair is going to do his best to maintain the largest number
of committee members present for this hearing, and the Chair is
going to, as always, try to be completely fair and objective. I know
the respondent and counsel for respondent are just as anxious to
conclude these proceedings as we are. Consistent with the Chair's
determination to be fair, I am going to suggest-I am not going to
insist-that at any time that the membership of the committee
present drops below five, upon motion made by counsel we will
suspend until we have five or more.

I would hope that counsel would concur in that and with the
understanding that the Chair and the committee will make every
effort possible to have a full attendance.

Mr. HIBEY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to state on the record that the
Chair and the committee have accorded us every courtesy with
respect to the attempt by the Chair to get a quorum of seven
members into the hearing room, and I deeply appreciate that. I
will concur with the suggestion of the Chair that we may proceed
at this point with five members present. There will come a time
when Mr. Roybal himself will testify, and I wish to express my
wish on behalf of my client that as many members of the commit-
tee as possible be in attendance for the hearing of his statement.



Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Chairman.
Mr. FLYNT. The gentleman from Indiana.
Mr. HAMILTON. Your statement puzzled me. I was under the

impression that the rules were clear on the point that two mem-
bers of the committee were sufficient for the taking of testimony.
Am I correct in that?

Mr. FLYNT. The gentleman has stated the rule correctly but I
think that the further statement by the Chair that when this
committee is sitting as a court, as indeed we are at this time, it is
the opinion of the Chair that it would be manifestly unfair to
proceed with only two members present.

Mr. HAMILTON. I recognize, Mr. Chairman, that we would like to
have all members of the committee present, but as you pointed out
we have a very difficult situation confronting us with five members
of the committee not able to be here. That leaves of us only seven
upon which to draw. To maintain five of the seven here throughout
the testimony, I think, will be extraordinarily difficult, given the
other responsibilities of the Members of the House.

Mr. FLYNT. I recognize that.
Mr. HAMILTON. It does seem to me that a decision to require five

members ought to be a decision reached by the committee.
Mrs. FENWICK. Mr. Chairman.
Mr. FLYNT. Yes, ma'dam.
Mrs. FENWICK. I do most earnestly concur with the remarks of

the gentleman from Indiana. It seems to me the House is going to
constitute the court and it is clear in the rules that two members
are required for hearings.

Mr. FLYNT. The objections of the gentleman from Indiana and
the gentlelady from New Jersey are duly noted; but this member of
the committee, if he can possibly avoid it, will not conduct this
hearing with only two members present. If anybody wants to
appeal that ruling, I will entertain a motion to do so.

Mr. HAMILTON. I am not thinking of that, Mr. Chairman. I
recognize that you and the members of the committee are in an
extraordinary constitutional position. I know the chairman is
making every effort to be fair in his position, and I appreciate and
respect that. I did want to clarify the rules as I understood them to
be.

Mr. FLYNT. As the Chair stated earlier, the gentleman stated the
rule eminently correctly, but I think there comes a time when the
rule of fairness should supersede the technical letter of the rule,
and that is the ruling of the Chair.

I will say this, as Judge Preyer and Mr. Bennett have both
indicated, they can and will be here possibly as early as 4 o'clock,
certainly not later than 5.

I am certain we will give Mr. Roybal, the respondent in this case,
an opportunity to be heard, when he takes the stand, by a full
quorum of this committee, notwithstanding the rule of two consti-
tuting a quorum for the purpose of hearing testimony.

The Chair does not want to be dilatory in this, but the Chair is
trying to conduct this matter in a judicious fashion because while
this is not a judicial proceeding, the Chair and certain members of

this committee are of the firm opinion this is a quasi-judicial
hearing because of the results which could come from it.



The Chair will entertain a motion if anybody wants to make it.
The Chair has stated his position on it. If there is any desire to
overrule the ruling of the Chair, the Chair will certainly entertain
such motion.

You may proceed if you wish, Mr. Hibey.
Mr. HIBEY. Mr. Park, you testified the occasion on which you

made your campaign contribution to Mr. Roybal was in August
1974; is that correct?

Mr. PARK. As far as my recollection goes, yes.
Mr. HIBEY. Was it also your statement or is it fair to say, Mr.

Park, that the way in which you are able to recall that particular
date is by virtue of the letter which is staff exhibit No. 1, a letter
dated August 23, 1974, sent to you by Mr. John Rarick, then a
Member of Congress; is that correct?

Mr. PARK. What I think I stated is that I seem to, as to the time
of the year involved, because of the Korean independence day
celebration, and also there is a primary in Louisiana.

Mr. HIBEY. There were two incidents which cause you to remem-
ber: the independence day celebration in Korea, and the Louisiana
primary, because you have friends, most notably Mr. Otto Pass-
man.

Mr. PARK. And several others.
Mr. HIBEY. All of whom were involved in primaries around that

time?
Mr. PARK. Yes.
Mr. HIBEY. The right peg in securing your knowledge that the

occasion of the meeting with Mr. Roybal in Mr. Passman's office
was in August 1974 was the personal letter of Mr. Rarick to you,
dated August 23, 1974; is that not correct?

Mr. PARK. The specific date of August 22, as a date during which
time I met Congressman Roybal, was something that I remember,
and as a result of the letter, I think I was helped to remember
more accurately. I think that is the statement I would like to make
regarding your question.

Mr. HIBEY. So it is fair to say the letter secured your knowledge
this event took place in August and on August 22, 1974?

Mr. PARK. The letter helped me to secure the date, not necessar-
ily the approximate time. Because as I said earlier, relating to
independence day and the Louisiana primary, I would have known
it was August, but the letter helped me to identify specifically the
date.

Mr. HIBEY. I want to go back, if I may, in order to clarify my own
understanding. I do not mean to be duplicative, Mr. Chairman; I
would look upon this as being the last area of questioning of the
witness.

You did testify in March 1978 that Mr. Roybal said, "Thank you
very much. It will be very helpful to my campaign."

Do you recall making that statement in your testimony March 9,
1978.

Mr. PARK. Yes.
Mr. HIBEY. If the Chair will indulge me a moment-I have no

further questions of the witness under cross-examination.
Mr. FLYNT. Do you have redirect, Mr. Nields?
Mr. NIELDs. No, Mr. Chairman.



Mr. FLYNT. Mr. Park, will you step down.
You may call your next witness.
Mr. PARK. I just wanted to say I enjoyed being with you again

and especially seeing Congressman Quillen, because I spent as
many as 9 months, which represents a great many of my formative
years, in Bristol, Tenn.

Mr. QUILLEN. King College is a wonderful college, and thank you
very much for pointing out you know about Bristol. That is a fine,
fine college.

Mrs. FENWICK. You have touched upon a sensitive nerve.
Mr. PARK. Thank you. And with the exception of Chairman

Flynt, I wish you all success in your reelection.
Mr. FLYNT. Call the next witness.
Mr. NIELDS. Mr. Chairman, at this time I would like to offer in

evidence a stipulation between counsel for the staff and counsel for
the respondent.

Mr. FLYNT. Have you shown it to counsel for respondent?
Mr. NIELDS. It has been signed by counsel for respondent and has

been marked as committee exhibit A, and I would ask permission
to enter it into evidence and read it. (See exhibits.)

Mr. FLYNT. With no objection the stipulation will be received for
the record at this point and counsel may read it if he so desires.

Mr. NIELDS. It is hereby stipulated and agreed by and between
John W. Nields, Jr., Chief Counsel, Special Staff, House Committee
on Standards of Official Conduct, and Stanton D. Anderson, Esq.
and Richard Hibey, Esq., counsel for respondent Edward R. Roybal,
that the attached copies of reports filed with the Clerk of the
House of Representatives marked as exhibits 2-17 are true and
accurate copies of all reports of receipts of campaign contributions
received by Mr. Roybal or any committee acting on his behalf
which were filed with the Clerk of the House of Representatives
with respect to contributions received during the year 1974.

At this time, Mr. Chairman, I would like to offer into evidence
and into the record of this hearing exhibits 2 through 17.

Mr. HIBEY. No objection, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. FLYNT. Without objection, exhibits 2 through 17 will be

received for the record at this point.
[Whereupon, committee hearing exhibits 2 through 17 were re-

ceived in evidence (see "exhibits").]
Mr. NIELDS. I would like to indicate for the record that Tongsun

Park's name did not appear on any of these exhibits, 2 through 17,
which have just been taken into the record.

Mr. FLYNT. The record will speak for itself.
Mr. NIELDS. The next witness is Roger Johnson.

TESTIMONY OF ROGER JOHNSON

Mr. FLYNT. Mr. Johnson, will you raise your right hand.
Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you will give before

this committee in the matter now under consideration will be the
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God?

Mr. JOHNSON. I do.
Mr. NIELDS. Your name is Roger Johnson?
Mr. JOHNSON. Yes; that is right.
Mr. FLYNT. You may proceed.



Mr. NIELDS. Mr. Johnson, in 1974 were you the campaign com-
mittee treasurer for Edward Roybal?

Mr. JOHNSON. Yes, I believe I was.
Mr. NIELDS. In such capacity, was it your responsibility to report

contributions received by his campaign committee?
Mr. JOHNSON. Yes.
Mr. NIELDs. Did Mr. Roybal ever tell you during the year 1974

that he had received a contribution from a man named Tongsun
Park?

Mr. JOHNSON. No; he did not.
Mr. NIELDS. Did Mr. Roybal ever personally give you $1000 in

cash in 1974 for deposit into the campaign account?
Mr. JOHNSON. No; he did not.
Mr. NIELus. Into what account were campaign contributions put

for the Roybal campaign committee in 1974?
Mr. JOHNSON. The Roybal campaign committee.
Mr. NIELDs. Account?
Mr. JOHNSON. Yes.
Mr. NIELDS. Was that at the--
Mr. JOHNSON. Security Pacific National Bank.
Mr. NIELDS. Thank you. I have no further questions of this

witness, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. HIBEY. How long have you known Mr. Roybal?
Mr. JOHNSON. Since 1947.
Mr. HIBEY. Have you worked in his campaign since he entered

public life?
Mr. JOHNSON. Yes; I have been his campaign manager.
Mr. HIBEY. Do you know others who know Mr. Roybal?
Mr. JOHNSON. I know many.
Mr. HIBEY. Have you ever heard his reputation for truthfulness

and honesty discussed in the community? And if so, do you know
what that reputation is?

Mr. NIELDS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to state for the record at
this time that I believe these questions are relevant to what is
termed the second phase of hearings. I have no objection to having
this put in at this time, just with the understanding that this is
under the committee's rules relevant to the second phase of the
hearings.

Mr. FLYNT. With that understanding, you may proceed.
Mr. HIBEY. Do you know what the reputation of Mr. Roybal is for

truthfulness or honesty?
Mr. JOHNSON. His reputation is excellent or I would not be with

him.
Mr. HIBEY. During the years you have been involved with Mr.

Roybal's campaigns have there been any complaints of campaign
irregularity or in the campaign accounts ever been made by
anyone?

Mr. JOHNSON. Never.
Mr. HIBEY. Do I take it, sir, you share the opinion of his excellent

reputation.
Mr. JOHNSON. I certainly do.
Mr. FLYNT. Redirect?
Mr. NIELDS. No redirect, sir.
Mr. FLYNT. Mr. Johnson, you may step down. Mr. Nields.



Mr. NIELDS. At this time, I would like to offer in evidence a
stipulation marked "exhibit B."

Mr. FLYNT. Stipulation B or exhibit B?
Mr. NIELDS. The stipulations are marked A and B; the actual

exhibits are numbered numerically.
Mr. FLYNT. Any objection?
Mr. HIBEY. No objection:.
Mr. FLYNT. You may proceed with that.
Mr. NIELDS. Is that received for the record?
Mr. FLYNT. It is (see "exhibits.")
Mr. NIELDS. Without objection, I would like to read it.
Mr. HIBEY. No objection.
Mr. NIELDS. It is hereby stipulated and agreed by and between

John W. Nields, Jr., Chief Counsel, House Committee on Standards
of Official Conduct, and Stanton D. Anderson, Esq., and Richard
Hibey, Esq., counsel for Edward R. Roybal, that if called, Stephen
C. Newkirk would testify as follows:

1. That he is assistant vice president for security Pacific National
Bank, Civic Center Branch, 110 South Spring Street, Los Angeles,
Calif., and is familiar with records relating to the account main-
tained at the bank by the Roybal campaign committee;

2. That exhibit 18 is a copy of a record maintained by the bank
in the ordinary course of its business which reflects all deposits
into and checks written on the Roybal campaign committee ac-
count for the year 1974;

3. That exhibits 19-31 are copies of deposit tickets maintained by
the bank in the ordinary course of its business reflecting deposits
into the Roybal campaign committee account and indicating, with
respect to each deposit, the number and size of the checks deposit-
ed and the total amount of currency deposited.

At this time, Mr. Chairman, I would like to offer in evidence at
this hearing exhibits 18 through 31.

Mr. FLYNT. Any objection?
Mr. HIBEY. No objection, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. FLYNT. Without objection, exhibits 18 through 31 will be

received for the record at this point. (See exhibits.)
Mr. NIELDS. I would like to state for the record, there are six

deposits in exhibit 18 in amounts in excess of $250 during and after
August 1974, and for each such deposit, there is a deposit ticket
which has been placed in evidence. The only ticket showing cash is
for October 29, which shows cash of $365.

Mr. FLYNT. The record will speak for itself.
Mr. NIELDS. Mr. Chairman, at this time, I offer in evidence

exhibit No. 33, which is a transcript of the deposition of Edward R.
Roybal on February 1, 1978.

Mr. FLYNT. Is there objection?
Mr. HIBEY. No objection, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. FLYNT. Without objection, exhibit 33 will be received for the

record at this point. (See exhibits.)
Mr. NIELDS. Mr. Chairman, I request permission to read excerpts

of that deposition into the record at this time.
Mr. FLYNT. Any objection to reading it by excerpts?
Mr. HIBEY. If the choice is between reading the entirety of the

transcript or the excerpts, no objection. I only ask that the entirety



of the transcript be placed in the record and the committee in its
deliberation read the entire transcript.

Mr. FLYNT. Without objection, the entire transcript will be re-
ceived for the record, (see Exhibits) and without objection the
committee counsel may read excerpts.

Mr. NIELDS. This is on page 5 of the transcript: Question. "Do
you know a man named Tongsun Park?"

Mr. HIBEY. Excuse me, Mr. Nields, may I inquire, is that which is
going to be read that which has already been specified in counts 3
and 5 of the complaint, or are you specifying more than that?

Mr. NIELDS. More than that.
Question. Do you know a man named Tongsun Park?
Answer. I know him by sight and reputation.
Question. Have you ever met him?
Answer. I don't think I have ever met him personally but he is known by every

member of the House and Senate.
Question. Do you mean by reputation or because you have seen them?
Answer. No, by reputation. I think we know every lobbyist in the House of

Representatives and he was just another lobbyist.

Turning to page 9, again with respect to Tongsun Park.
Question. Do you remember him being pointed out to you by anyone in particular?
Answer. Not necessarily pointed out, but when you are around here long enough,

you more or less get information via the process of osmosis, so you have a pretty
good idea as to who is doing the lobbying on Capitol Hill. If a member of Congress
did not know that, he is not alert to know what is going on.

Question. Did Tongsun Park ever make any gift to you?
Answer. No.
Question. Did he ever offer to make a gift to you?
Answer. No.
Question. Did he ever make a contribution to any of your campaigns, either

directly to you or to one of the committees which supported you?
Answer. He never made a contribution directly to me and if a contribution was

made to my campaign, it would show up in the reports I have given you. I have read
some of these reports and I see no evidence of the fact Mr. Park made a contribu-
tion to the campaign at all. I don't think he would be particularly interested in
making a contribution to a Californian, anyway.

Question. But I take it what you are saying is that you have no knowledge of his
ever making a contribution to any of your campaigns?

Answer. I not only have no knowledge, but I have no evidence in records I have
that he ever made a contribution to my campaign and I see no reason why he
should have made a contribution to my campaign, since first of all I was not high
enough on either the Committee on Foreign Affairs or Foreign Operations, never
handled any of the Korean legislation, I was most particularly interested in the
Middle East and Latin America. Any legislation that came through the committee,
that is the Committee on Foreign Operations, that included the Middle East, I
would be personally involved in that, and involved also in those matters which
affected Latin America.

Question. Did Tongsun Park, to your knowledge, ever offer to make a contribution
to any of your campaigns?

Answer. No, he never did.

Page 12:
Question. To your knowledge, has any Korean national made a contribution to

any of your campaigns for Congress?
Answer. I have in my district, a place called Little Korea and I have fund raisers

in my own district and I assume that there have been Koreans who have made
contributions to my campaign, that is by buying, perhaps, a ticket to one of my fund
raisers. If that is the case, then the name of that particular individual will be found
in the records I have given you.

Page 21:
Question. Have you ever talked to Congressman Passman about rice?



Answer. I have talked to Congressman Passman about rice for Korea. Congress-
man Passman was quite interested in Korea. In fact, all legislation pertaining to
Korea was handled by Mr. Passman. He gave me the opportunity to deal with the
Middle East and Latin America. On various occasions together with statements
made on the floor, indicated he was interested in Korea. There is no secret of the
fact that he did promote the best interests of Korea. He was interested in Korea as
a whole. But never did I hear Congressman Passman ask me or anyone in the
committee about anything with regard to the sale of rice directly.

Question. Did he ever mention the name Tongsun Park to you?
Answer. I don't remember that he ever mentioned the name Tongsun Park to me,

no.
Question. Did you ever attend a luncheon--
Answer. But everyone around knew Tongsun Park, so when one was talking

about the sale of rice to Korea, you did not have to be too smart to know who was
handling. Everyone knew it, including the clerks around here. Anyone who has
been on the Hill for any time at all and was familiar with the needs of Korea for
more rice; and if they did know, they suspected that Mr. Park was a rice broker and
was involved and would get the business.

That completes the reading of that exhibit.
I will next call a witness, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. FLYNT. Before we call the next witness, the bells indicate a

recorded vote is in progress before the House. The members may go
to the floor of the House to record their votes and the committee
will resume its hearing as soon as possible after the vote is com-
pleted. In the event there are to be a series of votes following this
one, those parties present will be notified and the committee mem-
bers may wait until the series of votes is completed. However, if
there is only one vote, at the time I request, subject to that under-
standing, the committee will stand. in recess until the votes have
been completed.

[Recess.]
Mr. FLYNT. The committee will come to order.
Mr. Nields, will you call your next witness.
Mr. NIELDS. Mr. Chairman, I call Mr. Harris.

TESTIMONY OF JEFFREY HARRIS, DEPUTY CHIEF COUNSEL,
COMMITTEE ON STANDARDS OF OFFICIAL CONDUCT, SPE-
CIAL STAFF
Mr. FLYNT. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you will

give before this committee in the matter now under consideration
will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so
help you God?

Mr. HARRIS. Yes; I do.
Mr. FLYNT. Are you Mr. Jeffrey Harris?
Mr. HARRIS. Yes, I am, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. FLYNT. A member of the special staff of this committee?
Mr. HARRIS. That is correct, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. FLYNT. You may proceed.
Mr. NIELDS. Mr. Harris, exactly how are you employed?
Mr. HARRIS. I am Deputy Chief Counsel of the Special Staff of

the Committee on Standards of Official Conduct, specifically work-
ing on the Korean influence investigation pursuant to House Reso-
lution 252.

Mr. NIELDS. Have you had a conversation with Edward Roybal?
Mr. HARRIS. Yes; I have.
Mr. NIELDS. Approximately when was that?



Mr. HARRIS. It was approximately the 10th of March 1978. I
think it is approximate. It might have been 2 or 3 days later, on
Monday the 13th.

Mr. NIELDS. How did the conversation come about?
Mr. HARRIS. Well, in midafternoon, Mr. Nields, you informed me

that you were going to Mr. Roybal's office and you asked me to
accompany you. We went to Mr. Roybal's office about 3 in the
afternoon.

Mr. NIELDS. Who was there?
Mr. HARRIS. We went into his outer office where there were some

office personnel and were shown into his private office, and it was
yourself and myself and Mr. Roybal.

Mr. NI.LDS. Did we have a conversation?
Mr. HARRIS. Yes; we did.
Mr. NIELDS. Can you give your best recollection of what was said

by Mr. Roybal, what the full conversation was?
Mr. HARRIS. Yes; Mr. Roybal stated that he had heard through a

reporter that he had been mentioned by Tongsun Park in his then
private testimony. He stated that he had been in touch with Mr.
Flynt and Mr. Swanner about it and had been told by them that
you were the person that he should contact.

He contacted you and asked, he stated, to see you, and hence we
were in his office.

He said that he had heard that Park mentioned that he had
received some money, that Mr. Roybal had gotten a contribution
from Mr. Park, and Mr. Roybal said there are only two explana-
tions that he could think of that could explain how Park could so
testify.

He stated that, first, he had a large Korean population in his
district known as Little Korea and there was a possibility that if
Park gave him money it had come through Little Korea. He stated
the second possibility was that it came through Mr. Passman, and
he went on to explain that he had received $1,000 from Mr. Pass-
man to buy dinner tickets for a dinner that Mr. Roybal was run-
ning.

Mr. Passman said that the money came from a supporter of
Passman's, and Mr. Roybal said he received this $1,000 from Pass-
man, and gave away the tickets that the $1,000 was to buy to
senior citizens in his district so they could attend the dinner.

Mr. BENNETT. You meant Mr. Roybal said that instead of Mr.
Passman said that?

Mr. HARRIS. That is exactly what I meant. Mr. Roybal was doing
the talking. Thank you, Mr. Bennett.

Mr. Roybal said the tickets purchased with that money were
given to senior citizens in his district so they could attend the
dinner.

Mr. Nields, you then asked Mr. Roybal whether it was possible
that he was given the money by an oriental person in Mr. Pass-
man's office rather than given by Mr. Passman. Mr. Roybal said
that was not possible, that as a matter of fact he had never re-
ceived a contribution face to face from an oriental person, and with
that we concluded the conversation and you and I left.

Mr. NIELDS. I have no further questions of Mr. Harris.
Mr. FLYNT. Mr. Hibey.



Mr. HIBEY. How long have you been working on the investigation
involving Korean influence?

Mr. HARRIS. Since April 1977.
Mr. HIBEY. This has been your sole and exclusive work since that

date in the month of April and the year 1977?
Mr. HARRIS. That is correct.
Mr. HIBEY. Mr. Harris, you have been performing the function of

lawyer on the staff; is that correct?
Mr. HARRIS. Yes, sir.
Mr. HIBEY. As an attorney on the staff, you are responsible for

the investigations that are being conducted in the name of the
staff; is that right?

Mr. HARRIS. I think that is a fair statement, Mr. Hibey.
Mr. HIBEY. Is it also a fair statement that the time, place, and

circumstances of an event which you are investigating are critical
to your understanding of facts in a particular case? Would that be
fair to say?

Mr. HARRIS. It would be fair to say to a point.
Mr. HIBEY. Well now, let's explore that point, if we can. It is

important to know, I take it, when a particular event took place;
isn't that right?

Mr. HARRIS. Generally speaking, you are correct.
Mr. HIBEY. It is important to know, for instance, not only wheth-

er Mr. Park made a contribution to someone, in this case Mr.
Roybal, but also when it took place; wouldn't that be fair to say?

Mr. HARRIS. In that context I would say that is critical, yes.
Mr. HIBEY. Wouldn't it also be critical to know exactly when

certain facts came to your attention in order for us to be able to
assess the accuracy of them; yes or no?

Mr. HARRIS. Yes and no. There are situations in which the exact
time or date would be critical. There are situations in which it
would be more benign, but there are situations in which what you
say is very true, Mr. Hibey.

Mr. HIBEY. Because isn't it also true from the standpoint of the
investigator he wants to be sure of his facts so that he is not
mistaken in his reportage of them? Wouldn't that be fair to say?

Mr. HARRIS. I would say that that is correct also, Mr. Hibey.
Mr. HIBEY. Mr. Harris, it is all part of being careful in the

preparation of one's investigation, isn't it?
Mr. HARRIS. To an extent, I would agree with you.
Mr. HIBEY. You have some hesitation over that proposition, sir.
Mr. HARRIS. I have some hesitation with your basic proposition

that dates and times are always critical. I think there are situa-
tions in which they are important and I think there are situations
in which they are not important. Sometimes they are and some-
times they aren't.

Mr. HIBEY. Do you have an example immediately in mind of a
situation where dates are not important?

Mr. HARRIS. Yes. I could give you almost any example. Let's do it
in the context.

Mr. HIBEY. Of this case?
Mr. HARRIS. Of this case. I would say that in a case in which we

are trying to determine whether, for example, someone filed an

election report and received a contribution, that it might be impor-



tant to know in which year it was received or in which reporting
period, but not what day. And specifically I have in mind the case
of Mr. Brademas, for example.

Mr. HIBEY. All right. When did you attend the meeting of Mr.
Nields and Mr. Roybal in this case?

Mr. HARRIS. When did I attend it? You mean the date?
Mr. HIBEY. The date.
Mr. HARRIS. It was either Friday the 10th or Monday the 13th of

March.
Mr. HIBEY. How did you fix that date?
Mr. HARRIS. My recollection.
Mr. HIBEY. Just on the basis of your recollection? Was it not

aided by anything?
Mr. HARRIS. Well, it was aided by the fact that it occurred during

the period that Mr. Park was testifying in private before the com-
mittee and that span of time I used as a reference.

Mr. HIBEY. You are not saying that it happened at the time that
Mr. Park was in executive session?

Mr. HARRIS. You see, Mr. Park was in executive session over a
period of time and there were certain days in which he did not
testify. One day, for example, he was ill and it did happen during
that span of time between the first and his last executive session.

Mr. HIBEY. In the month of March 1978, from information sup-
plied to me by Mr. Nields-and I would stand corrected if the
information is not as I am now stating it-Mr. Park testified in
executive session on March 1, March 2, March 6, 7th, 8th, and 9th,
and not at any other time during March; is that correct?

Mr. HARRIS. I don't know that, Mr. Hibey.
Mr. HIBEY. Will you stipulate to that, Mr. Nields?
Mr. NIELDS. Yes.
Mr. HIBEY. Will you stipulate also that Mr. Park did not testify

in executive session in the month of April 1978?
Mr. NIELDS. I just don't recall. But if that is what I told you

when I gave you a written summary, I am sure that is true.
Mr. HIBEY. That is what you told me orally. I have not received a

written summary to that effect, so I represent to you that is what
you told me on the phone, Friday, September 8.

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Hibey, would you give me the starting date? I
just don't recall what you just said. Did you say March 1?

Mr. HIBEY. March 1st, 2nd, 6th, 7th, 8th, and 9th.
Mr. HARRIS. That was the 2-week period he testified, that is

right.
Mr. HIBEY. But he did not testify in April 1978, to your knowl-

edge; is that correct?
Mr. NIELDS. Mr. Chairman, I think now I have a recollection he

did testify later in March and I so notified Mr. Hibey. I think it
was March 31.

Mr. HIBEY. I am asking now about April.
Mr. HARRIS. I don't know whether there were other sessions of

Mr. Park after what I consider the main session, but I did not
attend them so I cannot give you an answer. It is just not within
my knowledge, Mr. Hibey.



Mr. HIBEY. Is it usually the investigator's function to memorial-
ize in writing an occasion in which he is performing an investiga-
tive act?

Mr. HARRIS. I guess investigators do that, yes.
Mr. HIBEY. I take it that lawyers who are involved in investiga-

tions do the same thing, wouldn t you agree?
Mr. HARRIS. Well, as a general proposition, yes. I can't agree

universally.
Mr. HIBEY. But as a general proposition you would so agree; isn't

that correct?
Mr. HARRIS. Yes.
Mr. HIBEY. If you had a number of cases involving a multitude of

complex or simply numerous facts, sound judgment would seem to
dictate that the attorney or the investigator would keep memoran-
da on his various investigative acts; is that right?

Mr. HARRIS. As a general proposition I agree again, Mr. Hibey.
Mr. HIBEY. You did that in this case, did you not?
Mr. HARRIS. I made a memorandum of the conversation of Mr.

Roybal in April, April 19 perhaps.
Mr. HIBEY. Yes; Mr. Harris, April 19, 1978, you made a memo-

randum of the conversation you had on March 13, 1978; is that
correct?

Mr. HARRIS. If that is the date on my memorandum, that is
correct, Mr. Hibey.

Mr. HIBEY. Do you have a copy of your memorandum with you?
Mr. HARRIS. No; I don't.
Mr. HIBEY. Could counsel provide you with a copy of the memo-

randum?
Before you examine the memorandum, would your recollection

be fresher of the occasion in which you talked to Mr. Roybal if you
were to have memorialized that occasion on the 13th of March of
1978, as opposed to the 19th of April, 1978?

Mr. HARRIS. As to certain peripheral facts there is no doubt that
you are right. As to certain other facts, namely what I was speak-
ing to here from Mr. Roybal and what I was principally briefed on
before I went, you are wrong.

Mr. HIBEY. So what you are telling me is that you were exercis-
ing judgment as to which facts were important to you and which
facts were not important?

Mr. HARRIS. That is not what I am telling you. You asked me
would my memory be fresher as to the facts or the circumstances
of the meeting if I had memorialized it immediately, and I am
telling you that as to certain facts you are undoubtedly correct. For
example, something has occurred to me since I wrote the memo
that is not in the memo, and that is something Mr. Roybal said,
which was a passing remark, that when you are on a committee
chaired by Mr. Passman and you got a call from the chairman, you
went.

I now remember that. That is not in my memorandum.
Mr. HIBEY. It is something you have not testified to either previ-

ously; is that corrct?
Mr. HARRIS. That is correct.
As to Mr. Roybal's explanation, as to the possibilities where or

how Park could have said that he gave money to Mr. Roybal, my



memory will be as fresh on that I suspect 5 years from today as it
was the day I heard it.

Mr. HIBEY. You testified in this room just a few minutes ago that
one of the possible explanations was that the money was received
through Otto Passman. Did you not just testify to that?

Mr. HARRIS. From Passman.
Mr. HIBEY. I said through. You testified "through," did you not?
Mr. HARRIS. I don't think I did. And if I did, what I meant to say

was from Passman--
Mr. HIBEY. Would it be fair to say if you did, you were mistaken?
Mr. HARRIS. No, no, no. I don't know what I said, and absent the

record being read back let me say this. What I intended to say is
that Mr. Roybal said if he got money from Park it was given from
Park to Passman to Roybal.

Mr. HIBEY. I don't understand why you would say you don't
know what you said a few minutes ago, yet you are able to remem-
ber what Mr. Roybal said when you memorialized this thing 5
weeks later. Would you explain that to me.

Mrs. FENWICK. I think that is important.
Mr. HARRIS. I do not know the exact quote I said a few minutes

ago, what I am saying to you any more than you can tell me what
you said verbatim a few minutes ago. But what I am telling to you
as a lawyer, it was critical in this case what Mr. Roybal was going
to say, if anything, about the allegations that he had heard that
Park had named him.

Mr. HIBEY. Doesn't that underscore the necessity on the part of
an attorney investigating these kinds of charges to memorialize
that thing immediately? Why did you wait 5 weeks?

Mr. HARRIS. I am glad you asked that. I have been waiting for
you to ask that. I waited 5 weeks, Mr. Hibey, because I went along
at Mr. Nields' request. I was not and am not the attorney responsi-
ble for the situation involving Mr. Roybal.

Mr. HIBEY. So I understand--
Mr. HARRIS. Please let me finish. As such, I expected he would

make a memorandum of it and I would not, as is my practice,
when I ask someone who is not on the case involved to come along
with me. Mr. Nields came to me at a later date and said, "Did you
memoralize it in a memorandum?"

I said, "No."
He said, "I suggest you do it. And I do not want to discuss this

matter with you until you put down on paper what you recall
because I want your memorandum to be your recollection."

Mr. HIBEY. So you did not go in there as being the person who
was to memorialize the event; is that correct?

Mr. HARRIS. That is correct.
Mr. HIBEY. It was 5 weeks later that you became that person to

memorialize the event; is that correct?
Mr. HARRIS. I think, as you well know, Mr. Hibey, Mr. Nields

also memorialized it.
Mr. HIBEY. I am well aware of that, Mr. Harris.
Please look at the exhibit. We have established the date as April

19, 1978; is that correct?
Mr. HARRIS. Yes.



Mr. HIBEY. Would you read aloud the first. sentence of the memo-
randum.

Mr. HARRIS. "At midafternoon, Nields and I went to Congress-
man Roybal's office at his request."

Mr. HIBEY. At midafternoon; is that correct, sir?
Mr. HARRIS. I just read that, yes.
Mr. HIBEY. On April 19, 1978?
Mr. HARRIS. No.
Mr. HIBEY. Then is it fair to say that this statement is not a true

and accurate statement?
Mr. HARRIS. No. The date, if you were familiar with our filing

system --
Mr. HIBEY. I am not.
Mr. HARRIS. Then if you would like me to finish, I will familiar-

ize you.
Mr. HIBEY. Please finish.
Mr. HARRIS. The date is the date of the drafting of the memoran-

dum, not the event.
Mr. HIBEY. But how is anyone to tell from this document? Isn't it

a fair reading of this document, Mr. Harris, that the interview
which you report in this memorandum took place on April 19,
1978? Is that not a fair reading of this document?

Mr. HARRIS. Not to my way of thinking, Mr. Hibey.
Mr. HIBEY. Show me where in this document you make reference

to the date March 13 or March 13, 1978?
Mr. HARRIS. I don't, and the reason is because I was not sure of

the exact date. I have testified I am not certain to this day. And if
that were a critical fact, I could not tell you for certain about the
exact date this took place within the scope I have set.

Mr. HIBEY. Would you grant me this, sir, that the memorandum
as it stands dated April 19, 1978, and beginning with the first
sentence that you have now read aloud for this committee to hear,
that this memorandum cannot possibly be construed to memorial-
ize the occasion of March 13, 1978, which occasion you have testi-
fied to on direct examination? Yes or no?

Mr. HARRIS. I can't do that, Mr. Hibey.
Mr. HIBEY. Why?
Mr. HARRIS. Well, because it is clear, as I told you, from our

filing system-although not perhaps to you-the date it was memo-
rialized in writing was April 19. It specifically does not mention a
date, so--

Mr. HIBEY. But is it not fair to construe the date April 19 as the
midafternoon occasion of this interview?

Mr. HARRIS. I do not think so. I am willing to concede if you did
not know the fact about the system in which we draft memoran-
da-which, by the way, are not drafted for your benefit, although
incidentally in this position you are certainly entitled to have them
all, you might arrive at that conclusion.

Mr. HIBEY. That conclusion is a mistaken one, is it not?
Mr. HARRIS. Yes; it is.
Mr. HIBEY. A mistake concerning the date on which something

occurred; isn't that correct?
Mr. HARRIS. It would be your mistaken conclusion, that is cor-

rect, Mr. Hibey.



Mr. HIBEY. No further questions of the witness on cross.
Mr. FLYNT. Redirect?
Mr. NIELDS. No questions, Mr. Harris.
Mr. FLYNT. You may come down, Mr. Harris. Mr. Nields.
Mr. NIELDS. Mr. Chairman, at this time I would like to offer into

the record hearing exhibit No. 34, which is the executive session
testimony of Edward R. Roybal, April 25, 1978.

Mr. FLYNT. Is there objection?
Mr. HIBEY. No objection, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. FLYNT. Without objection, the committee hearing exhibit No.

34 will be received in the record.
[Whereupon, committee hearing exhibit No. 34 was identified

and received in evidence.]
Mr. NIELDS. Mr. Chairman, I request permission to read excerpts

of this deposition into the record at this time.
Mr. FLYNT. Any objection to reading excerpts instead of reading

it in its entirety, Mr. Hibey?
Mr. HIBEY. I have no objection so long as the entire transcript

will be in the record and members of the committee will have the
opportunity to read it.

Mr. FLYNT. You may proceed.
Mr. NIELDS. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Page 2:
Question: Have you ever received a contribution from a man named Tongsun

Park?
Mr. ROYBAL. Yes; now in retrospect I have.
Mr. NIELDS. When was what?
Mr. ROYBAL. Some time in 1954. Excuse me, 1974.
Mr. NIELDS. And where did you receive it?
Mr. ROYBAL. In the office of Congressman Passman.
Mr. NIELDS. And how did you happen to be in the office of Congressman Passman?
Mr. ROYBAL. Well, I had served with Congressman Passman on the Committee on

Foreign Operations during 1972 and 1973. During those 2 years, he often asked me
to go to his office to meet people that had come from foreign countries. Most of
them were from Korea.

I also met with him in the Rayburn Building, with people from Korea, and during
that time he also gave me the responsibility of meeting with anyone that came from
Latin America.

When I was summoned again to his office, and, incidentally, you have to know
Mr. Passman to know that when he asks anyone on this committee to go to his
office, you just went to his office-when I was summoned to go to his office in 1954,
I went there thinking that again I was going to meet some of his Korean friends,
and I was there at his request.

Mr. NIELDS. First of all, I take it you mean 1974?
Mr. ROYBAL. I keep saying 1954, don't I? I am sorry, it is 1974.

Page 8:
Question: And who was the person who gave you the money?
Mr. ROYBAL. Someone of Korean descent gave me the money that I now assume to

be Mr. Park.

Page 10:
Mr. NIELDS. What did you do with the funds that you received from Mr. Park?
Mr. ROYBAL. Well, we put them in the general cash flow of the Campaign Com-

mittee.
Mr. NIELDS. What does that mean?
Mr. ROYBAL. That means it became part of the campaign moneys which was

recorded as part of the campaign money that came into the committee at that time.

Page 11:



Mr. NELDS. Did you tell anyone what the source of the $1,000 was?
Mr. ROYBAL. No; I just turned the money in.
Mr. NIELDS. And who did you turn it in to?
Mr. ROYBAL. I turned it in to either the chairman of the committee who was

involved at that time or to my secretary who usually made the deposits.
Mr. NMELDS. Who was your secretary?
Mr. ROYBAL. Dianne Lewis.

Page 12, line 19:
Mr. NIELDS. Is it possible that you gave this money to someone other than Dianne

Lewis?
Mr. ROYBAL. Oh, it is possible, but not probable. I am sure that I gave it to Dianne

Lewis.
Mr. NIELDS. Can you tell us the name of anyone else to whom you might have

given it?
Mr. ROYBAL. The only other one that I might have given it to would have been the

treasurer of the committee, which was Roger Johnson, but I don't think that I did. I
think I gave it to Dianne Lewis.

Mr. NIELDS. Did I understand correctly from what you said a moment ago that
this money was treated as having been used to purchase tickets?

Mr. ROYBAL. This money was used, as I have said before, to purchase tickets, and
the tables were set aside to senior citizens that we invited. I do that all the time.

Mr. NIELDS. When in 1974 did you have such a dinner?
Mr. ROYBAL. Well, we had one dinner in February of 1974. We had two or three

other functions during the year.
Mr. NIELDS. And might it have been one of these other functions that the money

was received in connection with?
Mr. ROYBAL. No, I don't think so. I think the money was received in February for

the February dinner.
Mr. NIELDS. Have you spoken to Dianne Lewis within the last 3 months or so

about this contribution?
Mr. ROYBAL. Yes; I have.
Mr. NiELDS. And what did you say to her and what did she say to you?
Mr. ROYBAL. I asked her if she had any record of my giving her that money and

she said she did, that it had been deposited, and that you now have the deposit slip.

Page 26:
Mr. DESMOND. Mr. Roybal, is there any reason why you would not give Tongsun

Park credit for contributing $1,000 to your campaign?
Mr. ROYBAL. First of all, I didn't know what his name was at the time.

Further down on page 27:
Mr. NIELDS. Congressman, you testified that you didn't know his name at the

time. Surely Mr. Passman introduced you to him, didn't he?
Mr. ROYBAL. Mr. Passman introduced me to a lot of people whose name he

probably mispronounced the way he mispronounced, and during all the time that I
served with Mr. Passman, he never pronounced my name right once.

Mr. NiLDs. But he did introduce you to Mr. Park using some name?
Mr. ROYBAL. Introduced me to his very dear friend, using some name, and he

introduced me to Mr. Park as his very dear friend, mispronouncing my name.
Mr. NIELDS. Did you ask Mr. Park what his name was?
Mr. ROYBAL. No.
Mr. NIELDS. But he was giving you a thousand dollar contribution which you were

required to report by name.
Mr. ROYBAL. Yes.
Mr. NMELDs. But you did not ask him his name.
Mr. ROYBAL. No, I did not.

Mr. Chairman, the next witness is Dianne Lewis.
Mr. FLYNT. Call Dianne Lewis.

TESTIMONY OF DIANNE LEWIS, AN EMPLOYEE OF

REPRESENTATIVE EDWARD R. ROYBAL

Mr. FLYNT. Ms. Lewis, before taking the stand, would you remain

standing and raise your right hand. Do you solemnly swear the



testimony you give before this committee in the matter now under
consideration will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but
the truth, so help you God?

Ms. LEWIS. Yes.
Mr. FLYNT. You are Ms. Dianne Lewis?
Ms. LEWIS. Yes, sir.
Mr. FLYNT. Are you accompanied by your counsel, Mr. Russell

Gaspar?
Ms. LEWIS. Yes, sir.
Mr. FLYNT. You may proceed, Mr. Nields.
Mr. NIELDS. Mr. Chairman, for reasons which I am sure you can

understand and I think we can all understand, this has been an
extremely difficult situation for Ms. Lewis. She has requested that
rather than respond to questions from me, at least at the outset,
she be permitted to give her testimony as a brief statement.

The risk of following such a procedure, in my view, is that the
witness does not know the relevant issues and may give testimony
on things which the committee would rather not hear. However,
her counsel has been over it with her. He is aware of the relevant
issues, and I have no objection if it makes her more comfortable for
her to give a statement and then to be examined on that by me
and then Mr. Hibey. But I think that is up to the committee to
decide and to find out whether Mr. Hibey has any objections.

Mr. FLYNT. Mr. Hibey, do you have any objection?
Mr. HIBEY. Mr. Chairman, I certainly do not want this witness to

feel any great discomfort, any greater than she is experiencing by
having to participate in proceedings such as this one. I have not
had the opportunity to confer with her. I have talked to counsel. I
simply do not know what her prepared remarks will entail. I do
not mean to suggest any apprehension on my part but since Mr.
Nields does raise the existence of the possibility, let me say that I
have no objection to the format, that perhaps if the proposed
statement is something that since it will be read to the committee,
might be shared with counsel, a brief opportunity to peruse it, we
might be able to go forward very quickly thereafter.

Mr. NIELDS. I do not understand that there is a written state-
ment.

Mr. GASPAR. So there is no confusion, there is no written state-
ment. It is just that Ms. Lewis would be a little more comfortable if
she were permitted to describe her knowledge of events relevant to
this inquiry in narrative form rather than in direct response to
questions.

Mr. HIBEY. I am not going to object, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. FLYNT. Does any member of the committee have any objec-

tion to this procedure?
Hearing none, Ms. Lewis, you may proceed as you have request-

ed.
Ms. LEWIS. Thank you, sir.
Mr. FLYNT. In this connection the Chair would caution you, Ms.

Lewis, that you have been advised generally by Mr. Gaspar what is
and what is not relevant. I would like to request Mr. Gaspar to
stop Ms. Lewis at any time that he feels she is commenting on
facts which have no bearing on this case.

Mr. GASPAR. Yes, sir, I will.



Mr. FLYNT. Also I would certainly expect counsel for respondent
and counsel for the committee to object and make an effort to stop
anything that is clearly irrelevant to the issues in this case. With
that understanding, Ms. Lewis, you may proceed.

Ms. LEWIS. I work in the Los Angeles office of Congressman
Edward Roybal a a caseworker. My duties include casework, con-
stituent.

Mr. QUILLEN. Mr. Chairman, it is difficult to hear.
Ms. LEWIS. My functions include casework, working with con-

stituents, representing the Congressman at congressional seminars.
The point in question is the money that were supposed to have
been given to the Congressman, and to the best of my recollection
the only time the Congressman has given me cash money was in
February 1974. It was in the Los Angeles office, and he stated that
these moneys were given to him at a breakfast of Jewish communi-
ty leaders and that they were to be used for senior citizen tickets
and that I was to deposit it in the bank, which was done at a later
date.

Mr. FLYNT. Do you wish to make a further statement?
Ms. LEwIs. The dinner dance was held the weekend of Febru-

ary-it was mid-February. The Congressman was in the office
Friday prior to the dinner dance. That is when he gave me the
moneys, and the dance was held on either-I can't remember the
exact date-Saturday or Sunday, and the moneys were held in the
office until a deposit was made the following Thursday at the
regular bank.

To my knowledge there was no other cash or checks that were
received at the dance that were given to me, and the moneys that
were recorded were the moneys given to me in the office by the
congressman, which is a total amount of $1,200.

Mr. NIELDS. I have just one or two questions to supplement, Mr.
Chairman.

First, Ms. Lewis, you were struggling with the date.
Mr. HIBEY. I will stipulate it was February 17.
Mr. NIELDS. Fine.
February 17 was the date of the dinner, and the Thursday follow-

ing on which the deposit ticket was dated would be the 21st?
Ms. LEWIS. The 21st of February, 1974.
Mr. NIELDS. And you are aware the amount of cash on the

deposit ticket on the 21st was $1,200?
Ms. LEwIs. Yes, sir.
Mr. NIELDS. I take it that you are aware of adding no other cash

other than the cash you received from Mr. Roybal to that deposit
ticket?

Ms. LEWIS. No other cash moneys were mixed with that money
for the deposit.

Mr. NIELDS. But I take it it is also true that you didn't count the
money when you got it; is that right?

Ms. LEWIS. At the time the moneys were given to me I did not
count it. I counted it at a later date.

Mr. NIELDS. But you did count the moneys?
Ms. LEWIS. Yes. To make the listing on the deposit slip.
Mr. NIELDS. Do you remember whether the money was loose or

in an envelope when you received it?



Ms. LEWIS. It was loose.
Mr. NIELDS. Where did he take it from?
Ms. LEWIS. He took it out of his wallet.
Mr. NIELDS. If you will give me just a moment, Mr. Chairman,

this is an unfamiliar procedure.
Mr. FLYNT. All right.
Mr. NIELDS. Ms. Lewis, do you remember now anything else that

Mr. Roybal said to you when he gave you the money?
Ms. LEWIS. He stated that money had come from the members of

the Jewish community and that they did not want to be put on a
sucker list, so to list it as cash.

Mr. NIELDS. In other words, they didn't want their name to
appear?

Ms. LEWIS. To appear to be used on a separate list for future
mailings.

Mr. NIELDS. I have nothing further of this witness, Mr. Chair-
man.

Mr. FLYNT. Mr. Hibey.
Mr. HIBEY. I just want to be clear on one point. The only time

you counted the money was when you tallied the proceeds from the
dinner dance together with what the Congressman gave you for
purposes of making out the deposit slip in the amount of $1,200; is
that right?

Ms. LEWIS. There were no other cash moneys given to me from
the dinner dance.

Mr. HIBEY. Again?
Ms. LEWIS. There were no other moneys, currency from the

dinner dance, given to me to make the deposit. There were checks
but no other cash.

Mr. HIBEY. That you recall?
Ms. LEWIS. That I recall.
Mr. HIBEY. There could have been cash, however, that was re-

ceived?
Ms. LEWIS. I don't recall any other cash money being given to

me.
Mr. HIBEY. Thank you.
No further questions, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. NIELDS. Just one further question.
You are aware it is expectable that some cash would be received

at the door of the dinner dance?
Ms. LEWIS. Yes, sir.
Mr. NIELDS. And I take it if that cash does not appear on any

other deposit tickets, it's a mystery to you why not?
Mr. HIBEY. I didn't hear that question.
Mr. NIELDS. I say if that cash did not appear on some other

deposit ticket, you simply don't know why it does not.
Ms. LEWIS. I am not aware of any other cash that would have

been deposited.
Mr. NIELDS. Nothing further, Mr. Chairman.
The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Hibey, do you have anything else?
Mr. HIBEY. No, Mr. Chairman.
The CHAIRMAN. You may step down, Miss Lewis.
Mr. NIELDS. I have nothing further, Mr. Quillen.



Mr. QUILLEN. Mr. Chairman, whomever can clarify this for my
own information, on September 30, 1974, there is a bank deposit to
the Roybal campaign committee, where Philip Friedman shows a
deposit of $1,300 in cash.

Mr. NIELDS. I think I can clarify that, Congressman.
Mr. QUILLEN. But I think the prior testimony was that there was

no deposit of cash made after Mr. Roybal's meeting with Passman.
Mr. NIELDS. That's true, there was not. The $1,300 deposit was

made of two checks, one $1,000 and one $300 and that is to be
found on the deposit tickets which you will find behind the bank
statements.

Mr. QUILLEN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Hibey?
Mr. HIBEY. I was going to ask that the Chair indulge me 5

minutes before we proceed.
The CHAIR. I might indulge you more than that.
Mr. HIBEY. There are only six Members here, Mr. Chairman, and

I think we earlier--
The CHAIRMAN. Do you have any idea when the next vote is

coming?
Mr. QUILLEN. It should have already been, but maybe we can

call.
The CHAIRMAN. The committee will come to order.
The Chair is informed that there are going to be two votes in

rapid succession, the first of which will require the full 15 minutes
and the second will require also 15 minutes, and it is hoped that
members of the committee, when they are recorded on the second
vote, can return to this hearing room as soon as possible.

With that understanding, the committee will stand in recess
until 4:40 p.m. and the Chair has promised he will make every
effort to have seven members present when Mr. Roybal testifies,
and the Chair honors that commitment.

The committee will stand in recess until 4:40 p.m.
Mr. FLYNT. The committee will come to order.
Let the record show that seven members are present.
Mr. Hibey.
Mr. HIBEY. I call Mr. Roybal.

TESTIMONY OF HON. EDWARD R. ROYBAL, A
REPRESENTATIVE IN CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF

CALIFORNIA
Mr FLYNT. Will you raise your right hand, and stand please. Do

you solemnly swear the testimony you will give before this commit-
tee in the matter now under consideration will be the truth, the
whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God?

Mr. ROYBAL. I do.
Mr. FLYNT. You may be seated.
You are Representative Edward R. Roybal?
Mr. ROYBAL. Yes, sir, I am.
Mr. FLYNT. You represent a district in California?
Mr. ROYBAL. Yes; I do, the 25th Congressional District of the

State of California.
Mr. FLYNT. Los Angeles County?
Mr. ROYBAL. Yes, sir.



Mr. FLYNT. Mr. Hibey, you may proceed.
Mr. HIBEY. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Roybal has a statement that he

wishes to make to the committee, and I would submit that would
be my direct examination and that would, of course, be subject to
cross-examination.

Mr. FLYNT. Do you have any objection, Mr. Nields?
Mr. NIELDS. No.
Mr FLYNT. Mr. Roybal, you may proceed.
Mr. ROYBAL. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, this is the first

opportunity that I have had to present my side of the case before
this committee. I only wish that I had been given the opportunity
to make this presentation to the full committee before formal
charges against me were made. Sometime in 1974 I was called by
Otto Passman, chairman of the Subcommittee on Foreign Oper-
ations, to come to his office. This was not unusual for he had called
me on other occasions to come to his office to meet foreign visitors,
most of them from Korea.

I remember that Mr. Passman mispronounced my name during
the introduction and I did not catch the name of the man whom he
referred to as his very dear friend who wanted to help me with a
campaign contribution. Since I had not solicited the contribution, I
felt that Passman was responsible, and in my mind gave him credit
for having helped me raise funds.

Four years later Mr. Nields came to my office and asked me
several questions. He did not tell me that I was under investiga-
tion. Sometime later, on February 1, 1978, my deposition was
taken. But before I did so, I asked Mr. Nields if I needed an
attorney, and he told me that he didn't think so. Before going to
the room where the deposition was taken, I was assured by my
staff that Mr. Park had never called or visited my office, and I
knew for a fact that I had never visited or called his, that I had
never attended any of his parties, and that neither I nor any
member of my family were engaged in the business venture with
him.

Based on this information and knowledge, I testified that I had
not received a campaign contribution from Mr. Park.

On March 10, 1978, while in Los Angeles I learned from a report-
er in Washington that I had been named by Park as the recipient
of a campaign contribution. On March 13, upon my return from
Los Angeles I called to see the chairman of this committee to try to
ascertain the facts, and he had confirmed the story I had heard.

In essence, I told both the chairman and Mr. Swanner, who was
present, that the only possibility that I had received the money was
through Mr. Passman or from a citizen group of Koreans in my
district.

I indicated to them that I had always been grateful to Mr.
Passman and that I even suspected that he might have been the
donor, but at any rate thankful to him for helping me raise funds
for my campaign.

I indicated also that I didn't think I received the money from Mr.
Park because more recently I had seen his picture in the newspa-
pers and did not connect him with the man in Mr. Passman's office
in 1974. At the time I made this statement about the pictures of



Mr. Park in the news media, I was thinking in terms of my
knowledge of the man in 1978 and not in 1974 when Park was very
little known. I was admonished by Mr. Swanner to promptly see
Mr. Nields.

That same day I talked to Mr. Nields and his associate and told
them essentially the same thing.

On April 25, 1978, I again testified under oath correcting my
original statement that I had not received money from Park. In
addition, after checking with my Los Angeles office, I explained
what I believed to be the disposition of the funds. Since I was
positive that the funds were spent in my campaign and since I gave
Dianne Lewis at least $1,000 in cash in February 1974, and was
aware of a deposit slip showing a $1,200 contribution, I assumed
that the deposit slip included the money received in Passman's
office, and on that assumption I testified that the money received
in Passman's office had been deposited to my campaign account.

I testified on what I believed to be the facts. I was in no way
trying to deceive this committee. I firmly believe that the money I
received from Park was part of the moneys deposited in my cam-
paign account in February 1974.

But, Mr. Chairman, I cannot independently prove that with docu-
mentary evidence since I did not personally attend to these matters
but delegated them to volunteers. In all candor, as a candidate I
must admit that the money I received from Mr. Park was not
properly recorded, that I agree with the testimony of Dianne Lewis
that prior to the dinner I gave her money coming from friends in
the Jewish community. This, however, Mr. Chairman, does not
deter me from my conviction that the moneys were used for my
campaign, regardless of whether there is evidence to indicate that
the campaign contribution may have been made in August and not
in February.

If my assertions concerning depositing and proper accounting for
it are wrong, it is because I assume from the records that I had
checked that I was correct.

I vigorously deny that I intentionally tried to deceive any one
member or the committee as a whole.

Mr. Chairman, I have been in public office for 30 years; 16 of
those years I have spent in the Congress of the United States. I
really believe that I enjoy an excellent reputation in my district
and, I hope, with my colleagues here in the House of Representa-
tives. I can assure you, Mr. Chairman, that I have too much
respect for you and the members of this committee and this Con-
gress to willfully or intentionally lie to a member of this or any
other committee, and that there isn't enough money to make me
throw that away, much less for 1,000 measly dollars.

I thank you, Mr. Chairman, for this opportunity.
Mr. HIBEY. I submit the witness for cross examination.
Mr. FLYNT. Mr. Nields.
Mr. NIELDS. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Mr. Roybal, I take it it's

now your testimony that you received $1,000 from Tongsun Park in
Mr. Passman's office in mid-1974; is that correct?

Mr. ROYBAL. That is correct.
Mr. NIELDS. I take it it's also your testimony that you never told

anyone who gave you the money?



Mr. ROYBAL. That is correct.
Mr. NIELDS. Consequently the money was never reported; is that

right?
Mr. ROYBAL. That is correct.
Mr. NIELDS. Why didn't you cause the money to be reported?
Mr. ROYBAL. Well, Mr. Nields, it was a matter of a mistake. I

should have definitely called to find out who the donor was, and I
should have recorded it with the donor's name.

Mr. NIELDS. That is true, Mr. Roybal. That is what the law
requires. But my question is, why did you not do it?

Mr. ROYBAL. Because it was a mistake at the time, and I am
sorry that a thing like that happened.

Mr. NIELDS. Mr. Roybal, had you ever received any other contri-
butions in cash as large as $1,000?

Mr. ROYBAL. No, sir.
Mr. NIELDS. This was the only occasion on which you received a

contribution of that size?
Mr. ROYBAL. To my memory; that is true.
Mr. NIELDS. All the other contributions which you have received

have been duly reported according to your testimony; is that right?
Mr. ROYBAL. Yes, sir.
Mr. NIELDS. A $1,000 cash contribution from a person you do not

know is an event which would stand out in your mind; would it
not?

Mr. ROYBAL. Yes; it would.
Mr. NIELDS. Indeed, aren't you aware that this was precisely the

kind of transaction which the reporting laws were designed to
bring out into the open?

Mr. ROYBAL. I am aware of that but at the time that I submitted
the testimony I looked at the record itself, I saw a $1,200 cash
contribution, and I assumed that included the $1,000 that I re-
ceived from Mr. Park.

Mr. NIELDS. You are shifting ground a little bit, Mr. Roybal. I am
not addressing the timing of the contribution or how you testified. I
am simply asking you why it wasn't reported.

Mr. ROYBAL. Because I made a mistake.
Mr. NIELDS. Well, did you think there was something wrong with

this contribution that would lead you not to report it although you
reported all others?

Mr. ROYBAL. No.
Mr. NIELDS. I take it, Mr. Roybal, that you knew that Tongsun

Park was a lobbyist; is that right?
Mr Roybal. I know now that Tongsun Park was a lobbyist but I

did not know that in 1974 and I don't think that Mr. Park was well
known in 1974.

Mr. NIELDS. Mr. Roybal, you testified at some length in your first
deposition that everyone in Washington knew that Tongsun Park
was a lobbyist.

Mr. ROYBAL. At the time that I testified in 1978 it seems to me
that most anyone in Congress would have known he was a lobbyist.

Mr. NIELDS. But your testimony was in the past tense, you testi-
fied that everyone knew that Tongsun Park was a lobbyist?

Mr. ROYBAL. In 1978.



Mr. NIELDS. Mr. Roybal, when you were asked why you did not
report the contribution in your second testimony before this com-
mittee, you said because you did not know Mr. Park's name.

Mr. ROYBAL. Well, that is true. At the time I received the contri-
bution from Mr. Park I did not know what his name was.

Mr. NIELDS. Did you make any efforts to find out his name?
Mr. ROYBAL. No, sir, I did not.
Mr. NIELDS. You didn't ask him his name when you were in the

room alone with him?
Mr. ROYBAL. No, sir.
Mr. NIELDs. And you didn't ask Mr. Passman later on what the

name of the person who had given you a $1,000 was?
Mr. ROYBAL. I did not and Mr. Passman never mentioned it

again.
Mr. NIELDS. Is it still your testimony, Mr. Roybal, that you

turned this $1,000 in cash over to someone else involved in your
campaign?

Mr. ROYBAL. I firmly believe that I did turn the money in to
someone in the campaign, but I do not have documentary evidence
to prove that.

Mr. NIELDS. What did you tell them?
Mr. ROYBAL. Sorry, I didn't hear.
Mr. NIELDS. What did you tell them about the money?
Mr. ROYBAL. At the time that the money in question was turned

in, I did say that it had been given to me by friends in the Jewish
community.

Mr. NIELDS. You mean you are saying now that you made that
remark about the Tongsun Park money?

Mr. ROYBAL. No, I say that I made that remark at the time I
turned over some money to Dianne Lewis. I am agreeing with her
statement.

Mr. NIELDS. I understand that. But what did you say when you
turned over Tongsun Park's money?

Mr. ROYBAL. I don't know that I turned over Tongsun Park's
money.

Mr. NIELDS. That was my question. What did you do with the
Tongsun Park money?

Mr. ROYBAL. If I had documentary evidence to show what I had
done with the Tongsun Park money I would have presented that.

Mr. NIELDS. So you can't tell us whether you turned the Tongsun
Park money over to anyone? I understand how you have just
testified. You do not know now whether you gave that money to
anyone?

Mr. ROYBAL. That is correct, I do not know.
Mr. NIELDS. So you may have kept it?
Mr. ROYBAL. It could be, yes.
Mr. NIELDS. Mr. Roybal, the first time that you testified before

this committee you were asked whether Tongsun Park had ever

given you a contribution, and you testified no. Is that correct?
Mr. ROYBAL. That is correct.
Mr. NIELDS. Why did you say no?
Mr. ROYBAL. Because I didn't know that the man in Mr. Pass-

man's office was Tongsun Park.



Mr. NIELDS. But, Congressman, you were asked in that same
deposition whether you had ever received any contribution from a
Korean national.

Mr. ROYBAL. I don't know Tongsun Park is a Korean national.
Mr. NIELDS. Mr. Roybal, you have just testified that you knew

that Mr. Passman was inviting you down to meet a Korean?
Mr. ROYBAL. Yes. But it could be a Korean who could also be a

citizen of the United States, someone of Korean descent.
Mr. NIELDS. So that you are saying that you could positively

testify the first time that you appeared before the committee that
you had never received money from a Korean national because the
Korean in Otto Passman's office might have been a naturalized
citizen; is that what you are saying?

Mr. ROYBAL. No. What I am saying is after assuring myself that
Tongsun Park had never been in my office, that I had never called
his, that I had never been to any of his parties, that he never
thrown a party for me, that none of my relatives were involved in
a business venture with him, I assumed then that I had absolutely
no contact with him and therefore I went down and testified to
that effect.

Mr. NIELDS. But my question is: Weren't you also asked in that
first deposition whether you had received a contribution from a
Korean national?

Mr. ROYBAL. I may have been asked that question.
Mr. NIELDS. You replied that there were some Korean nationals

in your district and if any of them had given you any money it
would be reported, but you did not disclose your meeting in Otto
Passman's office with a Korean who gave you $1,000. Why not?

Mr. ROYBAL. Because, again, there may be some Koreans in my
district that are nationals of Korea, that is, not American citizens,
I did not report the money that I received from Passman's office,
and as I said before, I should have found out what his name was, I
should have recorded it as having come from Tongsun Park. I did
not, and it was a mistake on my part, a mistake in judgment.

Mr. NIELDS. Mr. Roybal, my question still is, when you were
asked whether you had ever received a contribution from a Korean
national why did you not then disclose the episode in Otto Pass-
man's office?

Mr. ROYBAL. Because I did not know Tongsun Park was a Korean
national.

Mr. NIELDS. Mr. Roybal, you testified that you knew that Otto
Passman had a very large interest in rice; is that correct?

Mr. ROYBAL. He had a very large interest in Korea.
Mr. NIELDS. And also rice?
Mr. ROYBAL. Probably also rice.
Mr. NIELDS. And you testified to that previously?
Mr. ROYBAL. Yes.
Mr. NIELDS. And you have testified that Tongsun Park was

known as a rice merchant and that if there were some sales of rice
to Korea Mr. Park would probably get the business; is that right?

Mr. ROYBAL. If you are talking in the context of 1976 or 1978;
yes.

Mr. NIELDS. I am talking at the time you testified.
Mr. ROYBAL. I testified in 1978.



Mr. NIELDS. That is right.
Mr. ROYBAL. Not 1974.
Mr. NIELDS. At the time you testified, you were aware of those

facts; is that right?
Mr. ROYBAL. At the time I testified; yes.
Mr. NIELDS. And you were aware that this committee was con-

ducting a Korean influence investigation which involved Tongsun
Park and other Koreans; is that correct?

Mr. ROYBAL. That is correct.
Mr. NIELDS. I take it you as a Congressman keep up with press

reports concerning Congress and concerning congressional business;
is that also true?

Mr. ROYBAL. I try to; yes.
Mr. NIELDS. So you were aware at the time you testified that Mr.

Passman was a prime subject of the investigations which were
going on at that time involving Tongsun Park's Korea sales of rice?

Mr. ROYBAL. Yes.
Mr. NIELDS. And you were also aware that an investigation was

focusing on cash passing hands from Koreans to congressmen in
little white envelopes; is that also true?

Mr. ROYBAL. Yes.
Mr. NIELDS. And you were asked whether you had ever received

a cash contribution from Tongsun Park or a Korean national in
your first deposition. The fact was that you had been in Otto
Passman's office and received a little white envelope filled with
cash from a Korean and yet you did not disclose that in response to
any of the questions asked you in that deposition.

Mr. ROYBAL. First of all, I was askewd whether or not I received
a campaign contribution from Tongsun Park. I did not know that
the man in Passman's office was Tongsun Park.

Mr. NIELDS. Mr. Roybal, isn't it really the fact that during that
deposition you had no intention of disclosing to this committee the
fact that you had received some money in Otto Passman's office?

Mr. ROYBAL. That is not the fact at all.
Mr. NIELDS. Because you had not reported the money you re-

ceived and in fact had not turned it into the campaign committee
and therefore couldn't afford to inform us?

Mr. ROYBAL. That is not correct, because at the time I took the
deposition I based my deposition on what I believed at the time to
be the facts.

Mr. NIELDS. Mr. Roybal, did you tell Mr. Harris that you had not
received any money directly from Tongsun Park or from an orien-
tal in Otto Passman's office?

Mr. ROYBAL. I may have told Mr. Harris that I did not receive
money from-will you rephrase the question? I am sorry, I lost it.

Mr. NIELDS. Would the reporter read it.
[Question read.]
Mr. ROYBAL. I told Mr. Harris that I did not remember receiving

money from Tongsun Park. With regard to an oriental, there are
many in my district and I have received money from orientals in
my district.

Mr. NIELDS. That wasn't the question, Mr. Roybal. The question
was whether you told Mr. Harris and me that you had not received
any money directly from Tongsun Park or an oriental.



Mr. ROYBAL. I don't remember the oriental part of it. But I did
say I didn't remember receiving money from Tongsun Park.

Mr. NIELDS. But that you had received some money from Otto
Passman in his office?

Mr. ROYBAL. That I received some money through Otto Passman,
as Mr. Harris has testified.

Mr. NIELDS. We understand, Mr. Roybal, that you told Mr.
Harris that it was your understanding that the money that Otto
Passman had given you had originated with someone else and
consequently it was through Otto Passman. My question is, did you
tell Mr. Harris that it was Otto Passman who gave you the money
and it wasn't some oriental in his room?

Mr. ROYBAL. I said at the time that I was crediting Otto Passman
with having helped me with a campaign contribution.

Mr. NIELDS. What is the answer to my question?
Mr. ROYBAL. I just gave it to you.
Mr. NIELDS. Well, I will ask it again. Did you tell Mr. Harris that

you had received the money from Otto Pssman or did you tell him
that you had received it from an oriental or someone else in his
room?

Mr. ROYBAL. I told Mr. Harris that I had received the money
through Otto Passman.

Mr. NIELDS. Did you tell Mr. Swanner that in an effort to explain
what you learned to be Tongsun Park's testimony, that you had
come up with two possibilities, one of which was it was the money
you got from Otto Passman but that you had never met Tongsun
Park? Of that you were certain?

Mr. ROYBAL. I said that I had not remembered meeting Tongsun
Park, that is correct.

Mr. NIELDS. Did you tell him that you were certain that you had
never met Toigsun Park because you would have recognized him
when you saw his picture in the papers later?

Mr. ROYBAL. I was certain at the time of the first deposition that
I had not met Tongsun Park. Tongsun Park was unknown to me
and I believe to most of us back in 1974.

Mr. NIELDS. My question was what you told Mr. Swanner.
Did you tell Mr. Swanner when you were attempting to explain

what you had learned to be Tongsun Park's testimony, did you tell
him that you had received some money from Otto Passman which
might have come from Tongsun Park but that you were certain
you had never met Tongsun Park?

Mr. ROYBAL. I told Mr. Swanner that I felt I was certain I had
not met Tongsun Park and that I had received some money in Mr.
Passman's office, yes.

Mr. NIELDS. So that you were not telling Mr. Swanner at that
time and you were not telling Mr. Harris at that time that you had
received money from an oriental in Otto Passman's office; isn't
that true?

Mr. ROYBAL. Not from an oriental, from Tongsun Park.
Mr. NIELDS. Mr. Roybal, isn't the fact that at the time you spoke

to Mr. Harris and Mr. Swanner you had decided that Tongsun
Park had testified and that you would have to disclose this event in
Mr. Passman's office, but that you would disclose it in a way that



was still consistent with the testimony you have given under oath
earlier before this committee?

Mr. ROYBAL. That is not the case at all. I tried to tell the truth at
all times based on information that I had available to me, and that
is exactly what I did.

Mr. Nixwms. And that led you to tell Mr. Swanner and Mr. Harris
that you had received some money from Otto Passman, that you
did, but you did not tell him you received money from an oriental
in Otto Passman's office.

Mr. ROYBAL. As Mr. Harris testified, I told him I had received
money through Otto Passman.

Mr. NIELDS. And it was only later, after Tongsun Park's testimo-
ny was vividly given in opposition, on television, that you then
disclosed in your deposition, in fact, you had received some money
from a person, directly now from a person that you assumed to be
Tongsun Park?

Mr. ROYBAL. Yes; that is true.
Mr. NIELDS. I have no further questions.
The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Hibey, do you have questions?
Mr. HIBEY. Indulge me for a minute, Mr. Chairman.
The CHAIRMAN. You may step down, Mr. Roybal.
Mr. HIBEY. I was simply asking that I be indulged a moment.
The CHAIRMAN. I beg your pardon, have a seat.
Mr. HIBEY. I have nothing further, Mr. Chairman.
The CHAIRMAN. You may step down, Mr. Roybal.
Mr. Nields, do you have anything else?
Mr. NIELDS. Nothing further, Mr. Chairman.
The CHAIRMAN. Excuse me, Mr. Hibey, do you have anything

else?
Mr. HIBEY. Nothing further, Mr. Chairman.
The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Nields, do you have anything else?
Mr. NIELDS. Nothing further, Mr. Chairman.
The CHAIRMAN. That concludes the taking of all testimony, ap-

parently, and receiving of all evidence with regard to this matter
now before this committee.

According to the rules of supplemental procedures adopted by
this committee, it now becomes the duty of the chairman to fix a
date certain to hear closing oral argument from staff counsel and
from counsel for the respondent following which oral argument the
committee will conduct its deliberations on the testimony and evi-
dence which has been presented in this case.

Mr. Nields, would you and Mr. Hibey help me with this?
Do you have a suggestion as to when you would like to conclude

the oral arguments in this case? I will ask Mr. Nields first.
I know you cannot do it tomorrow, Mr. Hibey.
Mr. HIBEY. That's correct, Mr. Chairman.
The CHAIRMAN. Because of a death in your family of which we

have just been informed, and that you will necessarily be there
tomorrow.

Mr. NIELDS. Mr. Chairman, may I possibly make a suggestion,
and that is would it be possible to confer, Mr. Hibey and myself
and the chairman, and have this proceeding formally adjourned
until tomorrow morning and announce the date which the chair-

man would fix at that time?



The CHAIRMAN. The Chair, of course, certainly wants to accom-
modate counsel and counsel for Mr. Roybal.

Now, Mr. Hibey cannot be here tomorrow. However, the Chair
will certainly be glad to follow the suggestion if it's agreeable with
Mr. Hibey to confer with the two of you immediately following this
hearing today, and tomorrow we can announce, subject to this
agreement, if we are in agreement, the date up on which this will
take place, and Mr. Anderson, we will notify you immediately or
you may be present at the time the announcement is made, if you
so desire.

We will let you know in ample time to be there for the an-
nouncement in the event you desire to be. If not we will notify you
immediately.

Is that satisfactory to both of you?
Mr. HIBEY. It is, Mr. Chairman; thank you.
The CHAIRMAN. And it's satisfactory to you to follow that proce-

dure, Mr. Nields?
Mr. NIELDS. Absolutely, thank you very much.
The CHAIRMAN. Does any member of the committee have any

questions they would like to raise at this time?
Mrs. FENWICK. Concerning what?
The CHAIRMAN. Concerning this hearing.
Mrs. FENWICK. You mean the procedure?
The CHAIRMAN. No, not the procedure, or well, yes, anything,

procedure or anything else.
Mrs. FENWICK. I had a question of Mr. Roybal, but perhaps that

time has passed.
The CHAIRMAN. I apologize.
Mrs. FENWICK. Thank you.
Mr. HIBEY. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to deprive Mrs. Fenwick

of the opportunity to ask Mr. Roybal a question.
The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Roybal, do you have any objection?
Mr. ROYBAL. No objection.
The CHAIRMAN. Would you resume the stand?
Mrs. FENWICK. I can't find my place, Mr. Chairman, I thought we

were ending, so I didn't keep it.
Here it is.
Mr. Roybal, I am sure you can satisfy us with this. This is page

10 of the testimony of Tuesday, April 25, and in that, at that point
on page 10:

Mr. NIELDS. What did you do with the funds that you received from Mr. Park?
Mr. ROYBAL. Well, we put them in the general cash flow of the campaign commit-

tee.
Mr. NIELDS. What does that mean?
Mr. ROYBAL. That means it became part of the campaign moneys which was

recorded as part of the campaign money that came into the committee at that time.
Mr. NIELDS. Was it reported?
Mr. ROYBAL. Yes. You have my records and you no doubt can find it in my

records.
Mr. NIELDS. By name of contributor?
Mr. ROYBAL. No. Had I known who the contributor was, I would have done it, and

I also did not put Mr. Passman's name because he was not the contributor. There-
fore, it was listed as cash.

Mr. NIELDS. Mr. Roybal, didn't the laws require at that time that contributions of
over $100 be reported by name of contributor?

Mr. ROYBAL. It probably did, but my practice was to put in the money. The
reporting was done by someone else.



Mr. NIELDS. But how was that person to report by name in this case?
Mr. ROYBAL. The person did not report by name. The person reported in cash.

Now, Mr. Roybal, could we just, because I can see how one might
become confused and then, unless I misunderstand it, you checked
records, saw the cash in the February thing, and thought happily
that's it. Then it was later discovered by you that all of this took
place in August so you realize it couldn't have been it. I mean, I
am trying to go with you here.

Now, the only thing that trips me up is that it could not be from
nobody. In other words, if you knew that the name had to be
reported and you didn't want to report it from Mr. Passman be-
cause although you testified it came through him you knew it came
form someone else, why didn't you ask Mr. Passman the name of
that someone so you could properly report it?

Mr. ROYBAL. Well, Mrs. Fenwick, I would like to see the copy of
the transcript if you will make it available to me.

Mrs. FENWICK. It starts on page 10.
Mr. RoYBAL. Mrs. Fenwick, are you referring to page 10?
Mrs. FENWICK. Yes, of April, I think.
Mr. ROYBAL. Where Mr. Nields asks, "What did you do with the

funds that you received from Mr. Park?"
Mrs. FENWICK. Yes.
Mr. ROYBAL. And I said, "Well, we put them in the general cash

flow of the Campaign Committee."
Mrs. FENWiCK. Right. You did not say you never received it.
Mr. ROYBAL. That's right. Now, what was your question?
Mrs. FENWICK. My question is, I started it there just to give you

an orientation, but the real question comes at the top of page 11:
"Had I known who the contributor was, I would have done it.

And I also did not put Mr. Passman's name because he was not the
contributor."

What I am saying is obviously the money came from somewhere.
How does it happen that you didn't ask, if you considered Mr.
Passman not to be the donor, which you testified, and I agree with
you, obviously; how come you didn't ask Mr. Passman who he was
so you could correctly list him?

Mr. ROYBAL. Well, Mrs. Fenwick, I should have asked Mr. Pass-
man.

Mrs. FENWICK. I know you should have. I am not saying, I agree,

I mean, why didn't you? Why? What I am trying to get is to flow
with your thinking.

Mr. ROYBAL. It was a mistake of judgment. I should have found

out who the donor was or the name of the donor. I should have

given it to the person who made the deposit, but I didn't.
Mrs. FENWICK. I know, that's the law, but I mean--
Mr. ROYBAL. And I am just telling you I made a mistake.

Mrs. FENWICK. Yes, I know, but I am trying to see were you

distressed when you suddenly thought, my Lord, I never got that

man's name?
You see what I mean? And, I never got that man's name, what

am I going to do with it now, I don't know how to deposit it, I don't

know how to account for it.
Was that kind of thinking going through your mind?



Mr. ROYBAL. Well, it was in a sense going through my mind, I
suppose. But with the rush of the campaign and so forth, I just
made the mistake of not asking, and not recording it.

Mrs. FENWICK. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Thank you, Mr. Roybal.
The CHAIRMAN. Are there further questions?
Mr. NIELDS. Mr. Chairman, I do have further questions now in

light of that.
The CHAIRMAN. All right.
Mr. NIELDS. Just two things to follow up on what Mrs. Fenwick

asked you.
You refer to the rush of the campaign. Were you running unop-

posed that year?
Mr. ROYBAL. Yes, I was running unopposed that year. I did not

have any opposition. I always run scared even if I don't have
opposition.

Mr. NIELDS. Now, Mr. Roybal, I think maybe to help solve the
problem Mrs. Fenwick was raising, you have testified already that
you now believe that it is possible that you did not turn the money
into your campaign but kept it. That would supply a pretty good
reason why you would not have reported it or asked for his name;
there is no need to report money you don't give to your campaign
committee, is there?

Mr. ROYBAL. I really didn't get the question.
Mr. NIELDS. Mr. Roybal, you have testified it's possible, you now

say it's possible you simply kept the money.
Mr. ROYBAL. Right.
Mr. NIELDS. Now, in light of that, of course, there would be no

reason for you to inquire of the name, because if you weren't going
to turn the money into your committee you wouldn't need to know
the name.

Mr. ROYBAL. Well, first of all, at the time that this matter took
place I had seen a $1,200 deposit in a deposit slip, and I assumed
that that money included the $1,000 that came from Mr. Passman.

Mr. NIELDS. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman.
The CHAIRMAN. If there are no further questions, with the under-

standing that this proceeding is not concluded but will be conclud-
ed on a date certain to be fixed and announced not later than,
hopefully, tomorrow, this meeting stands adjourned, subject to the
call of the Chair.

[Whereupon, at 5:45 p.m. the Committee on Standards of Official
Conduct adjourned, subject to the call of the Chair.]
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WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 27, 1978

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON STANDARDS OF OFFICIAL CONDUCT,

Washington, D.C.
The committee met, pursuant to notice, at 10:45 a.m., in Room

2266, Rayburn House Office Building, the Honorable John J. Flynt,
Jr. (chairman of the committee) presiding.

Present: Representatives Flynt, Spence, Quillen, Bennett, Quie,
Hamilton, Cochran, Fenwick, and Caputo.

Also present: John M. Swanner, staff director; John W. Nields,
Jr., chief counsel; Richard A. Hibey and Stanton D. Anderson,
counsel to Representative Edward R. Roybal.

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will come to order.
Pursuant to the provisions of rule II and rule III of the rules of

supplemental procedure adopted by this committee on September
12, today is the day which has been set for hearing closing oral
arguments from staff counsel and from counsel for the respondent,
Representative Edward R. Roybal.

There is another argument to be conducted in another matter
also today. Upon the conclusion of oral arguments in both cases, in
further pursuance to rule II, the committee will begin its delibera-
tions.

Certain of the members have been present during all or most of
the testimony and the taking of evidence. The Chair has addressed
a letter to all members who have not been so present urging them
to be present today for the oral arguments, and also urging them to
fully and completely read the transcript of all evidence taken in
the investigative hearings which preceded this meeting today. The
Chair assumes that all members have done so and, based on that
assumption, the committee is now ready to hear oral arguments.

Under the rules which have been agreed to by counsel for staff,
staff counsel, and counsel for Representative Roybal, the time for
oral argument will be limited to 30 minutes to the side. In accord-
ance with generally accepted rules and practices, the committee
counsel having the burden of proof, counsel for the committee will
be open and close.

Mr. Nields for the committee counsel may divide his time as he
sees fit. Mr. Hibey, as leading counsel for Representative Roybal,
will divide his time between him and his cocounsel, Mr. Anderson,
as he sees fit.

Mr. Nields is recognized for 30 minutes to make oral argument
on behalf of the committee staff.

Mr. NIELDS. Mr. Chairman, before my time starts running, there
is one matter. I would simply like to note for the record there are
seven members of the committee present. I am aware of the ex-
traordinary efforts which you as chairman have made to gain full
attendance here, because I know as you know that the rules pro-



vide that findings of fact can only be made by a vote of seven
members of the committee, that is, a majority of the full commit-
tee.

On the understanding that those not present cannot vote on
findings of fact, those not present at the oral argument can vote
based on the transcript and the written papers. I am prepared to
proceed. If that is not the understanding, I would ask leave to
postpone my argument until there are more members here. I
assume that that is the plan.

The CHAIRMAN. With the understanding that you have requested,
that the time has not yet begun to run, Mr. Hibey, what do you say
to this?

Mr. HIBEY. If you would indulge me a moment, Mr. Chairman, I
do not think that we dispute the position of staff counsel in this
respect. Our understanding, and hopefully it will be that way, is
that all members of the committee would be eligible to vote while
convening in a session among themselves in which a quorum is
present. We would presume that the members of the committee
have heeded the advice or admonition of the Chair as set forth in
its letter by urging each member of the committee to read the
transcript before the deliberations begin. With that understanding,
we have no objection to the procedures as outlined.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will include in the record at this point
the letter which was addressed to the member of the committee on
this subject, with the understanding that we will have as many
members present for the entire argument as can possibly be ac-
counted for, and with the understanding that if we drop below a
full quorum of seven, we will suspend until such time as at least
seven are present.

There are eight members present. Let the record show that there
are eight members present at this time.

Mr. Nields is recognized for 30 minutes and may divide his time
between opening and closing as he sees fit.

ORAL ARGUMENT OF JOHN W. NIELDS, JR. CHIEF COUNSEL TO
THE COMMITTEE

Mr. NIELDS. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, members of the commit-
tee, Mr. Hibey and Mr. Anderson.

On February 1 of this year, Congressman Roybal gave this com-
mittee his first version of the facts relevant to this case. In a
deposition under oath before Mrs. Fenwick of this committee, Con-
gressman Roybal was asked, at page 9: "Did Tongsun Park ever
make any gift to you?" and he answered "No."

He was asked "Did he ever offer to make a gift to you?" and heanswered "No."
He was asked "Did Tongsun Park to your knowledge ever offer

to make a contribution to any of your campaigns?" and he an-
swered "No, he never did."

Then he was asked "To your knowledge has any Korean national
made a contribution to any of your campaigns for Congress?" and
he responded "I have in my district a place called Little Korea and
I have fundraisers in my own district and I assume that there have
been Koreans who have made contributions to my campaign, that
is, buying perhaps a ticket to one of my fundraisers. If that is the



case, then the name of thosexparticular individuals will be found in
the records I- have given you.

In mid-March of this year, after Congressman Roybal had
learned from a Los Angeles Times reporter that Tongsun Park had
named him in closed session as a recipient of a campaign contribu-
tion, Congressman Roybal sought an interview with staff counsel
Harris and Nields of this committee, and gave his second version of
the facts.

At that interview, the evidence shows Congressman Roybal said
that he had not received a contribution directly from Tongsun
Park, that he had received $1,000 in cash from Congressman Pass-
man, which had originally come from one of Congressman Pass-
man's supporters, which might have been Tongsun Park, but he
specifically stated that he did not receive any money directly from
an oriental in Congressman Passman's office.

On April 25 of this year, Congressman Roybal, after Tongsun
Park had testified vividly in public to a direct payment to Con-
gressman Roybal in Otto Passman's office, Congressman Roybal
gave this committee his third version of the facts.

In a sworn deposition before Congressman Spence of this commit-
tee, Congressman Roybal conceded that in retrospect he had re-
ceived a contribution directly from Tongsun Park, claiming that he
had not heard Tongsun Park's name when Otto Passman intro-
duced them. He conceded also at that deposition that he had not
properly reported the contribution, but he claimed that he handled
it properly.

He testified that he placed it in the general cash flow of his
campaign committee. He testified specifically that he had given it
to this district office employee named Dianne Lewis in connection
with his February fundraiser, and he referred to a deposit ticket
which it turned out was dated February 21, 1974, which he said
contained the cash which he had received from Tongsun Park and
which Dianne Lewis had deposited. So that as of the time of the
beginning of the hearing, Congressman Roybal's version of the
facts was that he had received a contribution, but that he had
handled it properly. He turned it in to this campaign committee.

At the hearing, however, the staff presented evidence which is
now undisputed that the contribution from Tongsun Park was
given to Congressman Roybal not in February but 6 months later
on August 22, 1974.

The staff also presented evidence that there were no bank rec-
ords, that there were no cash deposits into the Roybal campaign
account after August 22, 1974, of anything approaching a $1,000 in
amount.

The staff also called Dianne Lewis, who testified that yes, she
had once received, and only once received, cash from Congressman
Roybal, but that was back in February, and that Congressman
Roybal told her at the time that the money had come from his
friends in the Jewish community.

Faced with this proof, Congressman Roybal testified at this hear-
ing before this committee and gave his fourth version of the facts.
At his most recent appearance, Congressman Roybal testified that
it was true that the money that he had given Dianne Lewis in
February of 1974 had in fact come from his friends in the Jewish



community and not from Tongsun Park, and he testified, I believe
his exact words were, it could be that he just pocketed the money.

I submit to this committee that Congressman Roybal has lied to
this committee, lied to this institution repeatedly, and that his
most recent version of the facts is also untrue, because he testified
that although it could be that he simply pocketed the money, when
he had claimed in his deposition that he handled it properly, he
then believed that that was the truth.

I submit to this committee that it is incredible that a man would
not know whether or not he had pocketed the largest cash cam-
paign contribution that he ever received in his life.

I would like now to discuss the charges one-by-one.
The first count charges that Mr. Roybal received a campaign

contribution from Tongsun Park in August of 1974 and that he did
not properly report it. Well, the committee has heard the testimo-
ny of Tongsun Park which is not undisputed that on August 22,
1974, Congressman Passman arranged but deliberately did not wit-
ness two transfers of cash from Tongsun Park, one to Congress
Roybal and then later on in the afternoon one to Congressman
Rarick. As I say, the fact that he received this contribution is now
undisputed.

It is also undisputed that the contribution was not recorded.
Consequently, I suggest that this committee has no alternative but
to find that the charge in count 1 has been sustained.

There is a question, however, which still remains unanswered
with respect to count 1. It is a question that Mrs. Fenwick asked
Mr. Roybal at the hearing. The question was, why did Congress-
man Roybal fail to report this contribution, and I submit that this
committee does not yet have an answer to that question from
Congressman Roybal.

Prior to the hearing, he explained that he had failed to report it
because he did not hear Tongsun Park's name when Otto Passman
introduced them and, consequently, he did not know who had given
him this $1,000 cash contribution. When it was pointed out to him
that he had not bothered ever to ask Otto Passman after that time
who was it that gave you that $1,000 contribution, he simply said
well, failure to report it was a mistake. He was asked repeatedly,
and he gave no further explanation other than it was a mistake.

I suggest to the committee that it was not a mistake, that the
reason why Congressman Roybal did not report the contribution
was that he kept it. He could not very well tell his campaign
treasurer that he had gotten $1,000 from Tongsun Park and not
turned it in. Inconceivable that Congressman Roybal would report
a contribution which he was planning to and did keep in his
pocket.

That brings me to the second count against Congressman Roybal.
In the second count, Congressman Roybal is charged with convert-
ing this contribution to his own use. The committee has heard
proof that the contribution was made on August 22, 1974. Tongsun
Park remembers that the contributions to both Roybal and Rarick
occurred at about the time of Rarick's runoff, primary runoff. He
knew that the primary in Louisiana was always held in August
right at about the time of Korean Independence Day, which is
August 15; and he was further able to exactly pinpoint the date on



which the contributions had been given, because he received a
thank you letter from Congressman Rarick which is dated the 23d
of August, and thanks Tongsun Park for his kindness and courtesy
extended the day before.

Then the staff put in the bank records which showed that there
were no deposits into the campaign account after August 22, 1974,
in cash which approached $1,000 in amount.

Then the staff called Roger Johnson, the campaign treasurer,
who testified that Roybal had never given him cash in the amount
of $1,000; and then we called Dianne Lewis, and she testified that
she had in fact gotten cash once but that it was in February and it
came from the Jewish community, and you have the campaign
records filed by Congressman Roybal himself which disclose no
campaign expenditures for the year 1974, and then you have Mr.
Roybal's own testimony in which he conceded that it could be that
he pocketed the money.

I submit that the committee has no alternative but to find that
the charge in count 2 has been conclusively sustained.

That brings me to count 3. In count 3 Congressman Roybal is
charged with lying to this committee when he testified that he had
never received a campaign contribution from Tongsun Park.

Now if Congressman Roybal had reported the contribution that
he received from Tongsun Park, and if he had handled it properly,
turned it into his campaign committee, there would have been
virtually no motive in the world for him to have falsely denied that
he had ever received a contribution. The maximum cost to him
would have been a little bit of bad publicity, but the fact of the
matter is, and this committee may find, that Congressman Roybal
did not report the contribution, and he left it in his own pocket.
Consequently, when Congressman Roybal was called before this
committee on February 1, 1978, he faced a very difficult dilemma.

If he told the truth about the money from Tongsun Park, he
would have had to have admitted two offenses, subjecting himself
to discipline by this House; failure to report the contribution as
required by law, and conversion of that contribution to his own use
in violation of rule VI.

I suggest to this committee that Congressman Roybal therefore
had a substantial motive to lie about that contribution, and that he
unfortunately gave in to that motive.

Congressman Roybal claims that the real reason he did not
disclose the contribution from Tongsun Park was that he had not
heard Tongsun Park's name when he was introduced, and that,
consequently, he did not know when he testified before this com-
mittee that he had in fact received a contribution from Tongsun
Park.

Well, there are several things wrong with that claim.
First of all, members of the committee, I suggest that $1,000 in

cash is an awful lot of money to receive from somebody whose
name you do not know, whose name you did not hear when he was
introduced to you, whose name you did not ask when he was giving
you the money, and whose name you never asked Otto Passman
about at any later time. I suggest that is an awful lot of money for
a Congressman to get in cash without knowing where it came from.



Second, although Congressman Roybal has testified more recent-
ly when he has admitted receiving the money that he did not know
anything about Tongsun Park in 1974, in his February 1 deposition
when he was denying that he received any money from Tongsun
Park, he was a bit of an expert about Tongsun Park.

He testified at length about Tongsun Park. He said he had never
met him but he knew him by sight and reputation. He said that he
knew he was a rice merchant. He even knew that he specialized in
Louisiana rice, the State where Otto Passman came from. He said
he knew him as a lobbyist. He said he was famous for giving
parties and he was written up in newspapers as a socialite, which
this committee knows occurred in 1973 and 1974. He testified to
Tongsun Park's habits of giving money at fundraisers. He testified
that he was known to every Member of the House and Senate, and
he was in fact even known to all the clerks around the House.

Now when asked how he had come by this information, Congress-
man Roybal was unable to come up with an answer. He could not
identify anybody with whom he had ever discussed Tongsun Park,
but he indicated that when you are around the House you just
learn by osmosis who the lobbyists are, and he had learned who
Tongsun Park was.

The most significant thing which is wrong with Congressman
Roybal's claim that the reason he did not tell us about Tongsun
Park's "contribution was that he did not know he had gotten one."

If that is the case, why did not Congressman Roybal tell us about
that contribution when he was asked if he had ever gotten one
from a Korean national? There is no answer to that question.

When Congressman Roybal testified on February 1, according to
his own later admissions, he knew that this committee was investi-
gating the passing of cash in little white envelopes from Koreans to
Congressmen. He knew that the investigation had focused on Otto
Passman and specifically Otto Passman's relationship with Tong-
sun Park. He knew that in 1974, according to his own testimony,
he had been invited to Otto Passman's office to meet a Korean, and
that the Korean had given him a white envelope full of cash, and
yet when he was asked, "Did you get money from Tongsun Park?"
he said no, and then he was asked "Did you get money, a campaign
contribution, from a Korean national," and he did not tell us about
the event which had taken place in Otto Passman's office.

I suggest to this committee that there is only one explanation for
his failure to respond to that question, and that is that he had no
intention telling this committee about the money which Tongsun
Park had given him, not because he had forgotten Tongsun Park's
name, but because to admit it would have been to admit two
offenses disciplinable by this House.

That brings me to the final count, in which Congressman Roybal
is charged with lying when he said he put the campaign contribu-
tion from Tongsun Park into the general cash flow of his campaign
committee.

Now Congressman Roybal's explanation for why he said that is
very obvious. He concedes now that maybe it was false. Maybe he
just kept the money, but he says, acting almost as though he were
an investigator with no personal knowledge of the facts himself,
that he went out to Los Angeles and he looked for deposit tickets



and he found a deposit ticket which showed $1,000 in cash and he
assumed that that was Tongsun Park's cash and consequently,
when he came back before this committee, that is why he testified
affirmatively without any equivocation that he had put the money
into the cash flow of his campaign account, given it to Dianne
Lewis, carried it with him to Los Angeles, specifically testified that
he had used it in connection with tickets for senior citizens. He
says he testified that because that was the conclusion he reached
as a result of his investigation.

Congressman Roybal did not have to investigate. He was the one
who received the money from the Jewish community. He was the
one who give it to Dianne Lewis and told her it came from the
Jewish community. He did not have to investigate to know that
that money that went in on that deposit ticket came from the
Jewish community, and I suggest he did not have to investigate in
order to know whether or not he pocketed the money from Tong-
sun Park.

Now there may be some financial transactions the details of
which a man could forget over the passage of 4 years in time, but I
suggest that a Member of the U.S. Congress does not forget wheth-
er he improperly pocketed the largest campaign contribution he
ever received in his life. Consequently, I suggest to this committee
that it should find that the evidence clearly and convincingly es-
tablishes Congressman Roybal's false claim that he handled the
money properly was a deliberate lie. And the charge in the fourth
count of the statement of alleged violation has also been sustained.

Thank you.
Mr. CHAIRMAN. Mr. Nields, you have consumed 23 minutes. You

have 7 minutes remaining.
Mr. Hibey, you are recognized for 30 minutes.

ORAL ARGUMENT BY RICHARD A. HIBEY, COUNSEL FOR
RESPONDENT

Mr. HIBEY. Mr. Chairman, members of the committee, now that
all the evidence is in and we have reached the point in the case
where counsel for each side are permitted to sum up and present
their arguments in behalf of the side which they propose. Before I
begin I want to express my gratitude to you, Mr. Chairman, and to
the members of the committee for the time and attention which
you have devoted to this very important case.

This, as you know, was the first opportunity that Mr. Roybal had
to present his case to the full committee. It was a matter of grave
and substantive importance in our mind that as many of you as
possible could be present during the proceedings in order to evalu-
ate the evidence and ultimately to delineate upon the case.

I know from the period that we were together in those days that
that is quite an accomplishment to be able to bring together any
number of you for however brief a period of time to focus upon
issues of this magnitude. So before I get into the actual recitation
of the facts of the case, I wanted to express my gratitude to each
one of you.

Indeed the evidence does show, and there is no dispute, that
Tongsun Park made a cash contribution in the amount of $1,000 in
the office of Congressman Otto Passman in 1974, and indeed in



August on the date of the 22d of the year 1974. On that occasion
Mr. Park said to Mr. Roybal, "Congressman Passman asked me to
be helpful to you, and I am delighted to make this campaign
contribution."

How do we know that it was August 22, 1974, when this event
took place; because Mr. Park has told us that on August 15, 1974,
he celebrates Korean Independence Day; because Mr. Park told us
that his interest in the politics of the U.S. Congress caused him to
recall quite specifically that in the month of August, in the year of
1974, there was a primary, congressional primary in the State of
Louisiana.

Third, Mr. Park recalls that he received a letter, not from Mr.
Roybal but from Congressman John Rarick, acknowledging in
somewhat veiled terms the courtesy that had been extended to Mr.
Rarick on August 22, and thus with those memory pegs Mr. Park
testified that he gave money to Mr. Roybal on August 22, 1974.

The circumstances surrounding the receipt of this money were
that they took place in Otto Passman's office, in a very brief
encounter. It was an unsolicited contribution from the standpoint
of Mr. Roybal. He had never, Tongsun Park had never asked Mr.
Roybal to do anything for him, to vote for him on any particular
measure before the Congress. He never had a business relationship
with this man, and they never talked about rice, which apparently
was the subject near and dear to the heart of Mr. Tongsun Park.

And on that occasion, what is it that Edward Roybal said, and
this from the mouth of Tongsun Park? In response to the receipt of
the money which was accompanied by the expression, "Congress-
man Passman asked me to be helpful and I am delighted to make
this compaign contribution," the response was "Thank you very
much. It will be very helpful in my campaign."

Roger Johnson testified he had not received any money from Mr.
Roybal that was identified as money received from Tongsun Park.
Indeed Mr. Johnson testified to something else, something that we
are going to have to keep in our minds because I suggest to you
members of this committee that it does have a bearing ultimately
on where we are going in our analysis.

Mr. Johnson testified that he had known Mr. Park for 30 years
of his public life, that he enjoyed an excellent reputation. When I
said Park-thank you, Mrs. Fenwick-that Mr. Johnson had
known Mr. Roybal for the 30 years of his public life, and that he
enjoyed an excellent reputation, and that during the 30 years in
which Mr. Johnson was associated with the campaigns for election
and reelection of Mr. Roybal, who has spent 16 years in the U.S.
Congress, there has never been the suggestion or hint of a cam-
paign irregularity.

Then the witness, who I suggest to you ladies and gentlemen of
this committee is probably more important than Tongsun Park
himself, testified, in this case a witness heretofore not even men-
tioned by counsel in his final argument. I am referring to Mr.
Jeffrey Harris, his cocounsel, for Mr. Jeffrey Harris provides for
us, straining as it may seem, a parallel between his testimony and
Mr. Roybal's testimony that is striking in its support for our posi-
tion, that what you have before you is not a liar but an honest man
enjoying a good and excellent reputation, who has made an honest



mistake, an error of judgment, and is not the perjurer which he is
being painted by the staff.

Mr. Harris was called upon to testify to an interview which took
place in March, March 13 in the year 1978, after the February 1
deposition of Mr. Roybal, and before his April 19 appearance for a
second deposition.

In his testimony before this committee, and you will find this on
page 66, he testified to Mr. Roybal's statement that there might
have been ways in which this money had gotten to him, that there
were two possible ways, one of which was that he had received this
money through Otto Passman.

The proposed findings of fact by the staff adopt that without
more, and yet here in the argument this morning, Mr. Nields goes
to the other argument, which says that at that meeting Mr. Roybal
said from Otto Passman.

Is that significant? Yes, it is significant because Mr. Harris him-
self states later, and we will go into this in some detail, that "I
didn't say through, I said from," in an attempt to be consistent
with a memorandum dated April 19, 1978, the subject of which we
will come to in just a moment.

So we have a person testifying that the money came through
Otto Passman. What kind of person is Jeffrey Harris? I do not
know too much about him, but we got a little bit from him in his
testimony that he has spent 17 months of his life in devotion to
nothing other than the investigation of the Korean influence
among Members of the House of Representatives. He is an attorney
who acknowledges responsibility for investigations, seeking to es-
tablish the time, place, and circumstances of important events.

On March 13, 1978, the day he went to Mr. Roybal's office, he
knew that there had been conflicting versions of what had hap-
pened in 1974. On March 13, 1978, he was involved in a number of
cases involving a multitude of complex or imply numerous facts
involving Members of Congress, not ony those who were ultimately
charged, but also those who were investigated by the committee
and not charged.

It would seem that reason and commonsense and pure profes-
sionalism for that matter would dictate that he make notes of that
conversation that he and Mr. Nields had with Mr. Roybal on
March 13, 1978. Did he do it? No, not at the time of that interview,
not immediately after the interview, not until April 19, 1978, 5
weeks after the occasion of that meeting in Mr. Roybal's office.

Let us turn to the memorandum of April 19, 1978. "Was your
recollection fresher, Mr. Harris, on March 13 or on April 19, 5
weeks later, of what had happened on March 13?"

The answer is "Well, it is not clear as to peripheral facts, Mr.
Hibey."

The question is, well, now, who decides what is peripheral and
what is important, He does, and you, my friends, are being asked to
accept his distillation of what is material and what is not. It is
getting to sound familiar now, is it not, and the parallel that we
are going to reach when we get to Mr. Roybal. This is how it

works.
Mr. HARRIS. He stated the second possibility as that it came through-through-

Mr. Passman.



You testified in this room-cross-examination-You testified in this room just a
few minutes ago that one of the possible explanations was that the money was
received through Otto Passman, did you not just testify to that?

Mr. HARRIS. From Passman.
Mr. HIBEY. I said through. You testified through, did you not?
Mr. HARRIS. I don't think I did, and if I did, what I meant to say was from Mr.

Passman.
Mr. HIBEY. Would it be fair to say that you were mistaken?
Mr. HARRIS. No, no, no. I know what I said, and absent the record being read back

to me, let me say this: What I intended to say is that Mr. Roybal said that if he got
money from Mr. Park, it was given from Park to Passman to Roybal.

Mr. HIBEY. I don't understand why you would say you do not know what you said
a few minutes ago. Yet you are able to remember what Mr. Roybal said when you
memorialized this thing 5 weeks later. Would you explain that to me?

Mrs. FENWICK. I think that is important.
Mr. HARRIS. I do not know the exact quote I said a few minutes ago, what I am

saying to you, any more than you could tell me what you said verbatim a few
minutes ago, but what I am telling you as a lawyer, it was critical in this case what
Mr. Roybal was going to say, if anything, about the allegations that he had heard
that Mr. Park had named him.

Yet you are being asked to credit this testimony. I mean this is a
man who was not even responsible for writing the notes in the
meeting. Who is on first? No one knew. Was it Nields who was
going to have the responsibility or was it Harris?

Neither had it, and yet you are being asked to accept a version of
the facts that is clearly an afterthought, is it not? And it is contra-
dicted by Mr. Harris on the first occasion in which he testifies
subject to cross-examination.

The first thing out of his mouth, page 66, "The money came
through Mr. Passman." The memorandum itself, let us consider it.
The date was April 19, 1978, the author Mr. Harris. The first
sentence:

At midafternoon Nields and I went to Congressman Roybal's office at his request.
Well, now, Mr. Harris, was that midafternoon on April 19, 1978?
No, March 13, 1978.

This is Mr. Harris-
The date is the date of the drafting of the memorandum, not the event.
Mr. HIBEY. But how was anyone to tell from this document? Is it a fair reading of

this document, Mr. Harris, that the interview which you report in this memoran-
dum took place on April 19, 1978? Is that not a fair reading of this document?

Answer. Not to my way of thinking, Mr. Hibey.
Mr. HiBEY. Show me where in this document you make reference to the date

March 10 or March 13, 1978.
Mr. HARRIS. I don't, and the reason is because I was not sure of the exact date. I

have testified that I am not certain to this day, and if this were a critical fact I
could not tell you for certain about the exact date this took place within the scope I
have set.

Would you grant me this, sir?

Question.
Would you grant me this, sir: that the memorandum as it stands, dated April 19,

1978, and beginning with the first sentence that you have now read aloud for this
committee to hear, that this memorandum cannot possibly be construed to memori-
alize the occasion of March 13, 1978, which occasion you have testified to on direct
examination? Yes or no.

I can't do that, Mr. Hibey.
Why?
Well, because it is clear, as I told you, from our filing system, although perhaps

not to you, the date it was memorialized in writing was April 19. It specifically does
not mention a date, so--

And I interject:



But is it not fair to construe the date April 19 as the mid-afternoon occasion of
this interview?

Answer. I do not think so.

Listen to this.
I am willing to concede if you do not know the fact about the system in which we

draft memoranda, which by the way are not drafted for your benefit, although
incidentally in this position you are certainly entitled to have them all, you might
arrive at that conclusion.

That conclusion?
That conclusion is a mistakew one, is it not?
Yes, it is.
A mistake concerning the date on which something occurred, isn't that correct?
It would be your mistaken conclusion, that is correct, Mr. Hibey.

I had to know his filing system in order to figure that memoran-
dum out. This memorandum is not made for the benefit of Mr.
Hibey defending Mr. Roybal, but Mr. Hibey and Mr. Roybal par-
ticularly are going to have to suffer from the results of that kind of
reporting.

Now what conclusion would you draw from the testimony of Mr.
Harris then, members of this committee? There are only two.
Either that Jeffrey Harris is a liar and a perjurer, or Jeffrey
Harris is mistaken.

Let us look at the facts as Harris the liar. Does he have a motive
to falsify? Yes, he spent 17 months of his life, and what does he
come up with?-this kind of case. They want to ride this case out.
Is that not a fair motive to falsify?

The falsification itself, he has given false testimony. He has
attempted to back it up with a document that is falsified 5 weeks
after the fact. He changes the word "from" to "through," or
"through" to "from," depending upon which you read first, his
testimony here or when he wrote the memorandum. He contradicts
himself. He changes his story. He cannot remember what he said a
moment ago on examination, and the first sentence of the memo-
randum is utterly false, regardless of what the filing system in that
committee room is.

So the conclusion is, we have false testimony, known to be false,
and given with the intention to deceive those who hear the testimo-
ny.

Are you prepared to accept that kind of analysis, and condemn
Jeffery Harris as a perjurer? I think not, not because it is not
plausible, my friends, but because there is another and equally
valid explanation, that this testimony is a mistake, because it is
the product of a careless acceptance of responsibility in reporting,
of failing to recognize the function that he was to perform on
March 13, 1978, of negligence in the timing and the writing of the
memo, of the use of the language in the memorandum, of the
mistake recollection of what was said, not only by himself but by
Mr. Roybal.

Despite those protestations, I suggest to you that the man was
mistaken. I do not brand him a liar. I do not brand him a perjurer,
even though an argument like that can be made, and I suggest to
you, ladies and gentlemen, that it was an honest mistake, and that
is what I am suggesting to you with respect to Mr. Roybal himself.
He should be indulged the same kind of considerat on.
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The man has admitted he did not report the campaign contribu-
tion in 1974. Four years later, told that he must come down to the
meeting and give a deposition, without counsel being necessary
when he asked that question; he comes down and he gives his best
recollection after he has done what? He has checked with the staff
to see if he has had any dealings with this man Tongsun Park. He
finds that he doesn't. He concludes, therefore, that he has not
received anything from him and he goes in and testifies.

He learns later that that is not correct. He thinks about the
episode with Mr. Passman. He reports it. The report is garbled. He
comes in and he testifies and he does his best again to recall what
happened about an event that took place in August 1974, that is
easily remembered by Mr. Park, but this man doesn't have the
Korean Independence Day, the Louisiana primary, or John Rar-
ick's letter of thanks to jog his memory. He goes to what he has.
He takes a look. He sees that he has made a deposit of $1,200 in
February of 1974. He knows deep in his soul he didn't pocket that
money, and there is no proof in this case that he did.

All you have is Park saying, "Thank you very much. It was a
campaign contribution," and this man saying "I accept it as a
campaign contribution" and that is what you have and you have no
evidence of anything else, of purchased suits, of purchased stock, of
deposits into private accounts or anything.

You are being asked to make that jump, that leap to conversion,
and I suggest to you it is not there, and the man comes in and he
recants and he explains, "I made a mistake," but then he goes and
he says, "This is what I recall," because he believes down deep in
his soul in all the years that he has been in public service he has
never taken campaign funds and converted them to his own use.

Can we not say, therefore, that he, too, was mistaken? Can we
not indulge with Mr. Roybal the same kind of consideration we will
necessarily indulge for Mr. Harris, that Mr. Roybal, like Mr.
Harris, was mistaken, and not lying and not intending to deceive
the members of this committee with the Congress of the United
States or the American public?

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Hibey, you are aware the bells have sound-
ed. You have consumed 24 minutes. You have 6 minutes remain-
ing. I suggest, subject to your approval, that the committee take a
recess so the Members desiring to vote may do so, and that you
may conclude afterward. I will give you your option on it.

Mr. HIBEY. Whatever the pleasure of the committee is.
The CHAIRMAN. Is that satisfactory to you?
Mr. HIBEY. Yes, Mr. Chairman. I would rather have the commit-

tee's full attention, and I know while votes are pending I am not
going to have it, so you have my agreement, sir.

[Recess.]
The CHAIRMAN. The committee will come to order.
Let the record show that there are 8 members present, and let

the record further show that Mr. Hibey has 6 minutes remaining.
Mr. Hibey, you may proceed.
Mr. HIBEY. I was thinking during the break, Mr. Chairman, that

when I go home this evening my wife will ask me how it went. I
could tell my wife and children that I was accorded 30 minutes and



after 24 minutes everybody got up and walked out. On the other
hand, I am very happy to see that everybody returned. Welcome.

In the remaining minutes, let me attempt to recapture the
moment, to say that in this case now what we have is a man 30
years in public life, 16 years in the Congress of the United States,
who enjoys and excellent reputation both here and in his home,
whose election campaigns were not among the 6,500 that were
referred in the year 1972 and 1973 to the Department of Justice for
prosecutive determination, or among the 111 that were referred in
1972 and 1974 to the Justice Department for prosecutive determi-
nation, nor is he the only one sitting Member of Congress who
stands criminally convicted of failure to report a campaign contri-
bution.

But here is a man who believes with all his heart that he never
pocketed any campaign money, and has said so, and in saying so
has said also that he cannot prove it, but has the staff proved it? It
was a campaign contribution. Tongsun Park said so. He was the
donor. That was his intent. It was accepted by Mr. Roybal as a
campaign contribution. Tongsun Park said so. "Thank you very
much. It will be very helpful to me in my campaign.

The fact that it was not reported does not, I suggest to you
members of the committee, lead to the inexorable conclusion that
it was not used in the campaign. The staff has the burden here of
proving by clear and convincing evidence that that money was
converted to the personal use and benefit of Mr. Roybal. The fact
that he candidly admits on cross-examination that, absent proof on
his side that he indeed used that money in the campaign, and that
therefore as a matter of logic it can be concluded that he kept it
does not establish a fourth version. It is a response to a question:
Can we not conclude that you kept it?

Mr. Roybal's answer is, yes, you can because I cannot prove to
the contrary that which I know and which I have come before you
to say that I know, although I cannot independently prove it.

Therefore, I suggest to you that his assertion that he did not
convert this money has not been rebutted by the staff, which has
the burden of proving it, and so we come to this.

In a little more than 6 minutes the case will be submitted to you
for your deliberation upon the fate of a Member of Congress on
evidence under count 1, which establishes clearly and convincingly
that he did not report a campaign contribution which he received
from Tongsun Park in 1974. No breast-beating.

We are not saying kill us for that. You have not before. One
wonders why you should now. It is a fact, but that is where we
draw the line.

We say to you that there is no evidence under count 2 that
establishes clearly and convincingly that he converted the funds to
his own personal use and benefit. The evidence is in a state of
equipoise, perfect balance. Is it not reflected in the reports.

The man says, as he said to Park and as he said to you, "I used it
in the campaign but I can't prove it." I say to you the staff has to

do more than simply seize upon the cynical smearing, sniffing

aspect of that to say oh, yes, but what he really did is he pocketed

it.



Then, ladies and gentlemen, I ask you to think carefully about
the elements of perjury from the basis of counts 3 and 4. Erroneous
testimony is not in and of itself perjury. There must be more, an
intent to lie and to deceive you, and I suggest to you that Mr.
Roybal never had that intent. So in the end, in his name, we ask
you to return an appropriate and just verdict, which indeed finds
him having failed to make a report of that campaign contribution 4
years ago, but which exonerates him from any further wrongdoing
of which this staff has brought charges.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
The CHAIRMAN. The time of Mr. Hibey has expired.
Mr. Nields, you are recognized for 7 minutes to conclude.

REBUTTAL BY MR JOHN W. NIELDS, JR., CHIEF COUNSEL TO
THE COMMITTEE

Mr. NIELDS. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. Hibey spent the majority of his time addressing himself to

the date on which Mr. Harris wrote a memorandum, and on the
difference between the words "from" and "through." I do not fault
him for that, because the fact of the matter is there is virtually
nothing in the record from which he can argue.

However, I want to make one thing, one point very clear. Mr.
Harris made no mistake in any part of his testimony.

Sure, Congressman Roybal told him that the money came
through Otto Passman. There is no question about that. There
never has been any question about that.

The question in March of this year is whether Congressman
Roybal said that the money came directly from Tongsun Park or
not. The question then was whether Congressman Roybal's version
of the fact was consistent or inconsistent with the version which
Tongsun Park had testified to.

On that point, Mr. Harris testified that Mr. Roybal said the
money had not come directly from Tongsun Park, and he testified
that in response to a question by me; Congressman Roybal stated
in fact it had not come from any oriental in Otto Passman's office.

Mr. Hibey did not ask Harris a single question on cross-examina-
tion about that part of his testimony, not one question, and the
reason for that is clear, because that is what Mr. Roybal told to
Mr. Harris. He told a version of the facts inconsistent with Tong-
sun Park's, inconsistent with his first version, and inconsistent
with his second version.

When he was asked by me on cross-examination at this hearing a
series of questions designed to find out whether he disputed that
portion of Mr. Harris' testimony, he evaded the question. I asked it
about six times, and if you wish to look at it, the questions and
answers are from page 123 to page 125 of the transcript, and he
never answered the question. He kept saying, "Well, I got it
through Mr. Passman.

Sure he got it through Mr. Passman. That was conceded. The
question was whether he was saying that he got it or didn't get it
directly from Tongsun Park or an oriental. He never answered that
question.

Then he was asked a series of questions about what he had told
Mr. Swanner at or about the time that he had the interview with



Mr. Harris and me. Those questions are at page 126 and 127. Twice
he was unresponsive to that question, but finally he conceded yes,
he had told Mr. Swanner at that time he was certain that he had
not received the money from Tongsun Park.

Now Mr. Hibey has said that the staff has not proved that
Congressman Roybal converted this contribution. Well, we have
proved that it was not deposited into his campaign account. We
have proved that it was not given over to anybody in the campaign
committee. We have proved that he reported on his reports no
expenditure, no campaign expenditure, and we have proved the
explanation that he first gave as to what he did with the money,
which was to give it to Dianne Lewis, and we have proved that that
is false, and as I said before, when faced with that situation,
Congressman Roybal was asked "Is it possible that you pocketed
the money?" and he said "It could be, yes."

He knows what he did with the money. He is the one who knows
what he did with the money, and he has come up with absolutely
no explanation except it could be that he pocketed it. I suggest that
the evidence on that issue is not in equipoise. The evidence over-
whelmingly establishes that he pocketed the money, he diverted it
from his campaign purpose and he did not put it to a campaign
use.

Mr. Hibey has pointed to Mr. Roybal's many years of service
with the House of Representatives and his good reputation. I recog-
nize that if the committee decides that the charges are sustained, it
will be performing a very painful duty. I did not ask the committee
to find that Congressman Roybal is a bad man.

I do not ask the committee to find that Congressman Roybal is a
bad Congressman. I ask the committee to find that on four sepa-
rate occasions Mr. Roybal performed bad acts. Those acts have
been established, I submit, to a moral certainty, and the committee
has no alternative but to find that they have been sustained.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
The CHAIRMAN. The committee now has the option of going into

executive session to deliberate this matter, or hearing the other
matter scheduled for today, and go into executive session simulta-
neously.

The Chair proposes that we go into executive session at this
time, and if any member desires to make such motion I will enter-
tain it.

Mr. BENNETT. I so move.
The CHAIRMAN. Is there any discussion?
Mr. CAPUTO. Are we going to vote utlimately in public, Mr.

Chairman?
The CHAIRMAN. We will vote in executive session and announce

in public.
Mr. QUILLEN. Mr. Chairman, I certainly agree that we should go

into executive session, but I thought that the counsel of this com-
mittee in his opening statement said that he did not want to
proceed unless all the members of this committee had the benefit

of the testimony and the closing arguments, and that that was

agreed upon.
The CHAIRMAN. It is of course always hoped that we will have 12

members. We have one member who is in the hospital.



Mr. QUILLEN. I agree.
The CHAIRMAN. We have two other members who may be availa-

ble for executive session. One will be, which would make 10. We
have nine here now.

The question of how to proceed in an effort to get the other two
members who are able to be present will be a matter which I think
we could discuss in executive session.

Mr. QUILLEN. I certainly am not trying to delay.
The CHAIRMAN. I know you are not.
Mr. QUILLEN. Perhaps I misunderstood.
The CHAIRMAN. I think you understood what counsel said, but I

do not think that the committee agrees that we would not proceed
until we have 12 members.

Mr. NIELDS. Your understanding is correct, Mr. Chairman, of
what my point was.

Mr. HIBEY. That is my understanding, too, Mr. Quillen, if it is
helpful to your recollection.

The CHAIRMAN. You have heard the motion. Is there further
discussion? This is a motion which, under the rules of the House
must be made in public session with a quorum of the committee
present. Further, under the rules of the House it is a vote which
must be taken on a rollcall vote. When your names are called,
those in favor of the motion will vote aye; those opposed will vote
no, and the staff will call the roll.

Mr. SWANNER. Mr. Flynt.
The CHAIRMAN. Aye.
Mr. SWANNER. Mr. Spence.
Mr. SPENCE. Aye.
Mr. SWANNER. Mr. Teague.
[No response.]
Mr. SWANNER. Mr. Quillen?
Mr. QUILLEN. Aye.
Mr. SWANNER. Mr. Bennett.
Mr. BENNETT. Aye.
Mr. SWANNER. Mr. Quie.
Mr. QUIE. Aye.
Mr. SWANNER. Mr. Hamilton.
Mr. HAMILTON. Aye.
Mr. SWANNER. Mr. Cochran.
Mr. COCHRAN. Aye.
Mr. SWANNER. Mr. Preyer.
[No response.]
Mrs. Fenwick?
Mrs. FENWICK. Aye.
Mr. SWANNER. Mr. Flowers.
[No response.]
Mr. Caputo?
Mr. CAPUTO. Aye.
Mr. SWANNER. Mr. Chairman, nine members answer aye, three

members are absent.
The CHAIRMAN. On this vote by rollcall, the ayes are nine, the

nays are none, and the motion is agreed to. The committee will go
into executive session in room 2360.
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Before the committee adjourns or recesses, the committee will
reconvene at 2:30 p.m. this afternoon unless the committee is
unable to reconvene at 2:30, and a notice will be posted on the
board if for any reason the time is moved to an hour later than
2:30.

The committee stands in recess until 2:30, but will now go into
executive session.

[Whereupon, at 12:15 p.m., the committee proceeded to executive
session.]
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WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 27, 1978

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON STANDARDS OF OFFICIAL CONDUCT,

Washington, D.C.
The committee met at 3:46 p.m. in room 2226, Rayburn House

Office Building, Hon. John J. Flynt (chairman of the committee)
presiding.

Present: Representatives Flynt, Bennett, Hamilton, Flowers,
Spence, Quillen, Quie, Cochran, Fenwick, and Caputo.

Also present: John M. Swanner, staff director; John W. Nields,
Jr., chief counsel; Thomas M. Fortuin, professional staff member,
and Richard A. Hibey, counsel for Hon. Edward R. Roybal.

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will come to order in public
session. The Chair will read the rules of the Committee on Stand-
ards of Official Conduct, 95th Congress.

Scope and Authority. These rules govern the procedures to be followed by the
Committee on Standards of Official Conduct, and are adopted under the authority of
rule X12.(a) of the Rules of the House of Representatives, 95th Congress.

The Chair now reads from committee rule 10, paragraph d:
The investigative hearing shall consist of two phases, unless the committee deter-

mines that a single phase is more appropriate. The first phase shall be for the
purpose of obtaining probative evidence upon which the committee can base its
findings and conclusions. The second phase shall be for the purpose of making
recommendations for action. Evidence offered solely as a reflection of the respon-
dent's character or which tends to mitigate the charges against the respondent shall
be received only during the second phase.

Rule 13: Findings, Conclusions and Recommendations. After completion of the
investigative hearings, the committee, by the affirmative vote of a majority of its
members, shall adopt an appropriate resolution, report, or recommendation, which
shall be made public and furnished to the complainant, if any, unless a majority of
the members of the committee determines that there is good cause not to do so.

The Chair has ruled that the first phase of the investigative
hearing was completed on Wednesday, the 13th of September. The
Chair further ruled and the committee agreed that the second
phase took place today and has been completed.

In accordance with rule 13, which requires that the action be
made public unless a majority of the committee members deter-
mines that there is good cause not to do so, pursuant to rule 13 and
pursuant to other applicable rules, the Chair announces that as to
count 1, the committee by a vote of nine to zero voted that count 1
had been sustained with a technical amendment, that being to
strike the parenthesis and the parenthesis close where it appears
on lines 5 and 6 of count 1 and insert commas in lieu thereof.

With regard to count 2, the committee by a vote of nine to zero
voted that count 2 had been sustained by a preponderance of the
evidence, by clear and convincing evidence.

With regard to count 3, count 3 was amended on lines 3 and 4 by
striking the parenthesis following the word "representatives" on
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line 3 and the parenthesis close following the word "representa-
tives" on line 4 and inserting in lieu thereof commas, and further
amended count 3 by striking following the word "true" on line 5,
the parenthesis, all that is contained within the parenthesis and
the parenthesis close.

That amendment was adopted by a vote of five to four.
The motion as amended was agreed to by a vote of nine to zero.
As to count 4, the committee by a vote of one aye, six nays, and

one member voting present, voted that count 4 be not sustained.
Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I think it was two.
The CHAIRMAN. On the motion on count 4 as amended, the ayes

were two, the nays were six, and one member present and not
voting. The count 4 was not sustained and in effect was dismissed.

Mr. NIELDS. Mr. Chairman, I believe you announced the motion
on count 3 passed nine to zero, but I don't think you said what the
motion was.

The CHAIRMAN. The motion as amended was sustained and the
motion was unanimously agreed to.

The committee further, by a vote of nine to zero, voted to recom-
mend to the House that the respondent be censured.

Does any member have any comment to make?
The Chair will proceed.
Mr. Hibey, do you have anything?
Mr. HIBEY. I have nothing, Mr. Chairman.
The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Nields?
Mr. NIELDS. I have nothing, Mr. Chairman.
The CHAIRMAN. If not, this proceeding is closed.
[Whereupon, at 3:53 p.m. the committee proceeded to other busi-

ness.]


