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great wealth could run for public office, Therefore, in the interest of good govern-
ment, persons should be encouraged, rather than discouraged, in the making of
campaign contributions:; ‘However, the time of and the motive for making cam-
paign contributions should be carefully scrutinized. Corporations are brohibited
by law in Oklahoma from making campaign contributions. There ig no competent
evidence that the contributions by attorneys who represent utility companies ags
‘well as other clients were made at the direction of said utility companies
and said campaign contribution cannot be traced to funds advanced by the
utility companies, except insofar as said funds were fees collected by said
attorneys together with other fees from other clients. The evidence also shows
that contributions by attorneys who represent. utility companies were made
to candidates who were running for office in the city, county, state and federal
government, and that said contributions were made to candidates in both political
parties in the State of Oklahoma. The evidence also shows that in certain
instances, contributions were made to opposing candidates running for the sSame
office, by a single law firm. The evidence also shows that -in certain instances,

12. The grounds for impeachment set out in the Constitution and the Statutes
of the State of Oklahoma are listed as “willful neglect of duty, corruption in office,
habitual drunkeness, incompetency, or any offense involving moral turpitude com-
mitted while in office.” There is no competent evidence presented to the Committee
which would Justify it in the recommending of impeachment broceedings.

13. Morris Head, who is presently an employee of the Corporation Commission,
collected travel expenses from the State of Oklahoma at a time when he is shown
by the evidence to have been performing services for the Urban Renewal Author-
ity in Oklahoma City, Oklahoma, ag an appraiser. The Committee findg that there
is strong evidence that Mr. Head made false travel claims and collected expenses
from the State of Oklahoma for said travel and that he failed to spend an equiva-
lent time on the Jjob for which he was hired and paid.

14. There is a sharp conflict of testimony among several of the witnesses who
testified before the Committee and the testimony of some witnesses is contra-
dicted by documentary evidence. It is the finding of the Committee that there is
strong indication in the evidenece t i i i
James G. Welch, Clyde H. Hale, Jr., Morris Head and Marguerite Estep. The

15. There is a code of high ethical conduct for attorneys engaged in the practice
of law in the State of Oklahoma, which code of ethical conduct i set forth by the
Oklahoma Bar Association ang adopted by the Supreme Court of the State of
Oklahoma. There is a strong indication in the evidence that James G, Welch, -

Commission can not initiate investigations of rates and operations of utility
companies in the State of Oklahoma. Limited review of rates depends upon a
complaint duly fileq in the Corporation Commission, under present Procedure,
It appears to the Committee that the present law ang Procedure is inadequate




