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MR, SPIVAK: Our auest todav on HfET Tﬁﬁ ?RESS is the |
Secretary of State, lenrv A. Kissinaer,'whn.reéentlv comnleted
his second yvear in office. |

He serves concurrently as Assistant to th President
for Mational Securitv Affairs, a position he has held since
1969. Secretary HXissinaer was born in Germany in 1923 and
cahe to the United States in 1938. Ie received his under-
araduate and craduate dearees from Harvard and was a member
of the facultwv from 1954 until 1971;

Amona his many awards is the MNohel feace Prize, which
he won in 1973. ‘ |

We will have the first,queétions now from Richard
Valeriani of NBC Mews. | |

MR. VALERIANI: ™r. Secretarv, quntian President Sadat
has said that he will a#k for American military aid when he |
comes to 'ashington later this rnonth. What will he the
Administration's resmonse?

SECRETARY KISSINGER: - President Sadat has indicated. to
many visitors that he would ask for military aid, havinec
interrunted his relationshirn with the Soviet Union.

- We don't know whether in fact he will have a specific.
shopping list or will ask for it in qengra{.

I don't think we will be nprenared at this moment to"
make any specific commitments of military aid, but we
will he prépared to discuss the problem with him in general
terms. “

MR. VALERIANI: Have you qiven him any assurances

that vou will agive such a reduest svmpathetic consideration or



‘garious considaration?

SECRETARY KISSINGTR: Ua are srepared to discuss it
vith him hut at this time ot in tarmq of snenific shaypingk
lists,

MR, VALERTIAMI: On the other side of thae eqﬁat;'.on,, Mr.
Secretaty, by making sn manv nrcmises to Israel, in order to
aet Israel in the right mood to make>eertain concessions in the
Sinai Agqreement. haven't you really given up most of your
leverage for getting Israel to make tougher cdncessions -
down the road in negofiations on thz Golan Heights, or the
Palestinians? )

SECRETARY Iz_zssnzémaz Vell, first of all, the so-called
concessions to Tsrael, or assurznces to Izrael; have to he
“seen in the historiecal context and the assurances that were
given in connection with izs most racent agreement were not
Substéntially different fron assurances that have been given
in connection with other agreements.

When you are dealing with a country which has only Qne
steady allv, assurances are of very great consequance.

Secondly, the relationship with Israel should not he

conceived in terms of a vressure oneration in which we must

be able to pressure Israel before everv negotiation, and,

findly, our basic relationship with IYsrael depends on a

continuing need for close consultation and <lose cooperation

between us and Israel. And that fact is qoina to weigh

" heavily in "Israeli considerations, whatever decisions may have

been nmade on thiz or that item.

So I believe the nature of our relationship with Israel
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,givea uS‘B%i?iczant cppggtﬁniﬁy tc‘havg bﬁr vieﬁs heard
<'sympathetfbally. - | - o o |
:ﬂnk VQEERIANI: Why was itkheceSSary to pﬁtfgllythis in
'/ﬁ?iéihgfiﬁ specific terms'now,vsq thaﬁ Israel can évoia'pres-v
fure in the future? | ‘ ': o ) |

o SBCRE?ARV KISSINGER: It is the sort of qnderstaﬁdings
\thatmhava been published, have been’characteristic 6f
America s Israell relations througq the whole history of
Ameiican~£:;£ell relatlons. |

-

The on11 difference is that in *he]ast these dccuments,
at least ln*recent years, these decuments have been submitted
to the Senate Foreian Relations Committeé,on a classified basis;.
This time they were published and‘their'being published gave
’them”é formality and subjected them to a kind of textual
analysis that was never iﬁténded‘aﬁd which, if one haa
brought them into the context of the overall and long-term

'telatiohships, would‘have made it clear that it was not an‘
‘uanusual event in our relationship.

e « : * ok % * & ok * *

MR, KEATLDY- Mr. Secretary, the Second Soviet-Americaﬁ‘k
Strategmc Kims Control Agreement is about a year or so behind
the schedule on"e expected. What are tge g:ospects for con-

cludlnq 1t any time during '752

SECRET%ﬁY KISSINGER: I wouldn't say it is a year behznd -
schedule. It may be a few monthe behlnd +he most ontlmlstlc
"schedule which was June~Julv of this year. |

I think the prospects of havan a second strategic

arms limitation agreement within the next~m0nth5‘is good.
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- Whether it will be in 1975 or in the early part of 1976, we
will know more clearly after I receive a rQSpénse t5 the
propositions that we have made o Foreisn Minister Gromﬁko
when he was here in Octobar.

MR, KEATLEY: Some neople think delay id dne +o a Soviet
éffort to limit American weapons while not restraining seriousiy
its own programs. |

What convinces vou that the Soviets do want an aqree-
ment thét restrains both sides in rouahly commarable ways?

SECRETARY KISSING@R: I thin:‘in fairness one has *o

vpoinx out ﬁhat most of the significant concessions

over the last 18 months in the negotiations have bheen made

by the Soviet Union: with'respeciyto eguél acgregates, with
respect to takinquorward—baseksystems out of the negotiations,
which meénsihat several hu£dred or close tn a thousand American
airp&anés are not counted, and with rESpectvto the wverifica-
tion procedures. \And I.&o'not‘think it is fair to sav that the
issue is to limit our systems while not limiting the Soviéf ..
systems; The issue is that the two forces have been designed
in a way which makes it difficult to compare thveeapons_on;'
both sides and to knéw how to bring themfinto,relation

with each other. ‘ - |

Fiﬁally, we are down to only two or three issues and
they can be settled at anyvtime, after which it will take about
four to six weeks of technical discussions to workkout the
finél details.

About ninety per cent of the negotiation is substantially

completed. L
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MR, DANIEL: Mr. Secretary, you have remarkz=d that
- our pledges to Israel have been nublished, but thzsy were not
published by the State Department. |

This latest agrecement in the xiddle-East/is gbinq-to"
cost us Americans billions of dollars and may involve us in
highly dangerous commitments. Ihy can't we know formally,
officiélly and fully what has been promised in our names?

SECRETARY KISSINGER: First of all, eerything that
has been publishei was'submﬁied by the State Department within
three days of the completicn of the negotiations to ther
Congress, so there was absolutelvy no-attempt to kéep'anything
from tlie Congress.

Becondly, we were prepared torwofk out with the Congress
an agrmed summary that would have'put before the public the
esservee of the American commitment, so that the American public
would inave known precisély what it was we were really committed
to.

What we attempted to avoid was formulétions that in
theme:sslves were not legallv binding, but indicatgd a generél
guideywst of policy, and to avoid forcing other governments
to take a formal position with respe;t to understandings that
in the past had always been handled on this bhasis.

Finally, I do not agree that this recent agreement
cost thé American public billions of dollars. Last yeaf the
Congress voted in a combination of emergency and reqular aid,
$3 billion for Israel without the_agreement. Before the
agreement Israel requested $2.6 billion as its reqular need

for economic and security assistance and we had set aside in
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our planning 2 certain amount to b2 asked for Egypt. In

fzoi, we will azk for lezs +han “he Israeli request when we

submit our aid nackaoge o the Coagresz, and the zdditional

sum3 that thiz acrzement costs zre. if zavthing, relaotively

smzll. Boend that, we hawve taken no comitments that invol

S - - 2l Pt B - > - . -3
tionz by the Unitad Z4atas that involwe the thraat of war

I repzat: Ve have put sverything beforz tha Coangress

thot was later »ublished and the only dizagreaswment conzarne

ha form of publication, anﬁ.whethe: we could work out with

the Congrasa z form of publicatioa thot would rigk the

, : e Aa
foreign policy dangers.

amounts involved, given the modd of the Conzress. have you
made commitments or promises or assurances in the Sinai
negotiations that this adwministraticn, or possibly “H noxt

3 » - O‘ »0 - 5 3 - ,
adnministration, will 2ot ba ablae to frlfill?

R
CECROTARY KISSITIHER: Tha.hasic commitmeants of the
United Staizzz have heaon »ut before tho Congrecs. There arae

two catzgerias of sctions, thosa that can be done on presi-

D) . . 2 ) N < : 1
hosa thet rocuire concressional

dential auwihority, ani t

avthorizatiosn zand anoronriaiion.

authority, we are cartzin wa are able o fulfiil either in

2

zdministration or in =2usczedine adninistrations.

Thozne that remuire concressioral zction have baer

»

’

2
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being subject to congressional action. MNo spécific amounts
were rmentioned, and there the mood that you describe may in
fact be a factor. But we think it is terrikly impqrtént that
the American peonle understand that it is not the agreement
that provides the need -- that creates the need for assistance
to the parties, but the long-term natiohal interests of the
United Staﬁes, and that the assistaace to the parﬁies antedates
the agreement. |
MR, LISAGOR: Mr. Secretary, yoﬂ have been met with a

great deal of skepticism and suspicion in the Congress in the
debate cvér the Sinai negotiations in your owa testimony.

Has this Iypeen a recoil against the secreﬁy that has gonebon

in the recent past and the lack of consultation that went on
in other ﬁxmeiqn'policy matteré recantly? | |

SECRETARY KISSINGER: I think in fairness £o the Congress

one has #o point out if one reads the whole transcript of all
the sessiéns, executive and public, there was overwhelminq
support'ﬁkn'thevaqreement. Its basic attitude -- mayﬁe not

in front of television cameras, bu: the basic attitude in the
relationskﬁé between the congressional committees and the

executive was one of dealing with a common problem in a joint

- way.
Howeve£, there is profound concern ir the Congréss; much
of which I‘éan understand, that the pendulum had swung too
far in the fifties and sixties in the direction of executive
discretion and the Congress wants to make verv sure that it
' is not giving a blank check to the axecutive for conscquences

that the Congress never intended, as it believes it did in the



-
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case of ﬁhe Tonkin Gulf.Résolution. That intention, I think,
is justified, and we are prenared to coonerate with it.

There is concern with excessive sécrecy which, too, we
are attempting to meet.'

On the other hand, one has to understznd that a certain

amount of confidentiality is essential, or the dinlomatic

- process will stop, so omewhere between those tws extremes one

"has to find a joint position betvzen the Conagress and the

Bxecutive. But we are not complainine about what happens in

the Congress.

MR. SPIVAX: Mr. Secretary, in his Kew York Times colums

of August 15th, James Reston writes'that vou believe "The

capitalist and communist worlds arz two bankrupt systems in

conflict now, neither adequate to the requirements and npossi-

- Bbilities of a safe and decent world."

Iises that accurately describe vour analysis of the world
situatice today?
SECRETARY KISSINGER: No. I think it is too abbrev‘iateﬂ

& formulixtion,

% was struck, on the trip to Furope with the President,

- on the cerasion of the European Security Conference, at the

problems that it seemed to me the East Duropean countries had
in establishinc widespread support. )

One is-also struck by the dehates that are goiné on
in Western -Burope about the stability of the government, and
so I feel that the modern idustrialized states have a basic

nroblem of how to relate the complexity of their problems, the

difficulty of the issues that the people face, to a national

b v oy £ ———
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purpose that gains long-term support. Basically I believe

that the Western capitalist systems are more dynamic, with all
. their debates, than the ones on the other side, and therefore

I am basically ontimistic about the potentiality of the
democratic systems to prevail and to defend themselves.

MR. VALERIANI: Another question on the agreement, Mr.
Secretary. In the confiaential assurances to Egypt, the
United States pronises £o consult with Egypt in the event of an
Israeli violation of the agreeﬁent 6n the significance of the
vioiétfan, and possible remedial action.

Mow, what does "remedial action” mean? Would that‘
involve holding up supplies to Israzl in the case of an attack?

SECRETARY KISSINGER: First of all, exactly the sar'ae‘
assur ance was given to Israel éqd hoth sides knew that ﬁhe"
same wassurance was aiven to the other side. What it meant
was tlnat the United States as ﬁhe party that was the principal
mediafnr in the neqot;ations; that knew the‘recdrd of the
negotiations, would make an effort, in case of a violatio&, té
point: wut what its judgment was of the gsianificance and of
the pmssible cause of the violations,

What remedial action we would take that has not heen
discussed with eithe¥ side. -

In the other two disengaaement agreerents, those -
between Syria and Israel and those between Eqypt and Israel,
what happened is that a violationydil be brought tokourA
attention and we thsn bring it to the attention of the side
that is accused and in every case é@at I can remcmbher a

remedy has been found. This is ore of those clauses that
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codifies existing practice and is not‘a novel départure.*

MR. KEATLLY: Next week you will be in Peking and next
) month,Presidenthord wili go there. Will these visits resulﬁ
in diplcmatic recognition of the Peking Government by the
United States? ‘

SECRETARY KISSINGER: TheAbasic purpose, the bésic
relationship between us and the People's Republic of China is
£he result of the conqgruence of some perceptions ot the
international enviromnment and therefore on many of these visigs'
a significant part of t@g discnssioﬁ'conceins a review of
the international situation and to see to what,dégreé we
agree or diéaqree. |

The process of normalization of reiations bétween the
~ People's Repﬁblic and the ﬂnited States has 5een established
in the Shanghai cammmmique; We intend to live up to this and
we intend to continﬁe.the;rmcessfof,normaiiéétion to its ultimate
conclusion, | | |

'I do not armticipate tﬁat it will be completed on the
néxt visit, but I do not exclude that some progress would be
made.

MR, DANIEL: Mr ., Secretary, Warren Nutter, former
Assistant Secretazy &f Defense, has published a study in
which he says your diplomacy in Russia has created too muéh
-
detente and_over~reiaxation of tension; that~the United Statas
is giving away too much fo? too 1itx1e.

As you know, many conservatives are consequently very
suspicious of cdetente. Does ;his’ﬁean that the Ford Administra-

tion is going to retain its full faith in detente or will there
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be some change under the pressure of 1976 politicé?,

SECRETARY KISSINGER: The impression is created that
detente, which is a bad word én§way, is sohethinq‘we qrantkto
the Russians‘as a favor and that we withhcla as a pnnishﬁént.‘

The fact of the matter is that there are certain basic
»coh&itioné that bring about this policy. Thé fact that the
Soviet Union ana the United States possess nuclea: weapons
capable of destroying humanity. The fact that we impinge upon
each otﬁér in many parts of the world, so that 'we are, at
one zmd the same time, rivals and ygt~§e must regulate our
conduct in such a way that we ¢p not deatxoykhumanity'in
Con&a&ting our disputes. We are idéological opponents, vet in
a way we are doowmed to c:oex,isﬁ.

Those are the reélities. Théy cannot b2 remoVedlby 
rhe‘toric, and these are realities ta which every President has
,beaxzbrouéht back.thrO&qhowt the history of the post-war pesriod.

The foreion policy of this coantry will be conducted
with concern for the'naﬁiomal imterast'and.for werld éeace,
én& .it will not be affected 5y the ﬁxesi&ential campaign.

MR, LISAGO:R: Mr,. Secretary, you are known for playing
dipl¥amacy close o the vesi and some former intelligence
offimﬁals in the govermmenit hawe said ﬁhat what you and the
Présidéﬁf, President Nixon as well ashFo¥d,.have talked about
to foreign lééders; never got communiééted througﬁ~the:system
so that thé& could make expert appraisals of that.

Are thése charges true? ' 

SECRETARY KISSINCER:, I sometimes suspectkthat‘if I

started reading the most top Secret documents from the top of
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the Waéh;ngton Monument, we would still be accused of playing
diplomacy close to the vest. 7 |

To some exteat a cértain amouvnt of confidentiality is
essential. This depends entirely on the relationship of
confidence that exists beteen the head of the State Department
Intelligence, for example, aﬁq the Secretary of State. o

The current Director of Intellicence in the Departmeat
ofAStaté'éttends every top level meetine with Soviet and other
key leaders,and he has no problem. of receiving access.

There are scmé -~ in every administration there have
beon some extremély confidential dccumeﬁts that wére not
necvessarily aistribute& i every intelligence analyst in town.
They are always distributiad to,some key adviéers; ‘Who ﬁhe,key
advisers are depands on wizom the Secretary of State and the
President have confidencw in, but it is in the interests
of the President and the Swecretary of Stétc to‘get the widest
possible relevant advice, so I would reject this particular
wharge. |

MR, SPIVAK: Gentimmmn, we have less than three minutes.

Mr, Secretary, the President has just lifted the embargo
~on grain-sales to Poland. Can you tell ué what»is holdina |
uap thé’decision on grain sales to the Soviet Union?

SECRETARY XISSINGER: We are still discussing a long-tern
grain deal with the Soviet Union and until that is completed
we are not in a good position to judae the total‘availabilitiesk
in relation to the demands, butﬂgs tﬁé President inaicaﬁed
vesterday, we are making progress in that long-term grain deal.

MR, SPIVAK: Are you certain that a deal will go tirough?
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SECRETARY KISSINGER: I am not certain, but I am optimis-
tic. o V -
MR. SPIVAX: 17ill ths U. S. h=2 iikely to attach any
significant reciprocal conditions %> a deal? |
SECRETARY KISSINGLR: The context in which a deal is made
is always clear. The cgndiﬁiops o the agreement themselves
as they‘noﬁ stand and as they will be negotiated, are,in our
wview, very favorable to the United Stateét
MR. VALERIANI: How close are you to making a deal, Mr.
| Secretary, and in that conaection, 3o fou think you can make a
deal for buying Russian oil?
SECRETERY KISSINGER: We are discussina both of these
issues, not directly linkad, but in a parallel framework. We °
-~are quite close tw-makin@ga deal on grain. 'We still have
some additional omsideriations to @discuss in the caSe of oil
but we have rwade :progres:z on that tso.
MR, SPIVAK: We hawwe less than a minute.
MR. KEATLEV . If‘ansident Ford is elected next vyeatr
and if ‘he aslts, will vou. :stay ;n a3 Secretary of State?
SECRETARY IUSSINGIIR: I haven't —-- first of all, I
~ haven't been asked yet, :and that §s a decision I will make then.
MR, DANIEL: ﬁr. Srucretary, wvou seem-to agree that we
’are now coming to the end& of the step~by~step process of main-
taining peace in the Middle East. Uhere do we go from here?
SECRETARY XISSINGER: Well, I think we then have to
find some larger frameworks which combine several of the issues
and several of the parﬁies and maybe‘éll of the issues and

‘all of the parties.



. : | 15
We are in a procesé of consultation abou£ that now.
MR, SPIVAK: I am sofry, but our time is up.'
&Thénk you, Secretary Kissinger, for heina with us today on
MEET THE PRESS.

(Next week: Mayor of New York City, Abraham Bean.)
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1. SF : Our gucs=c tod S h
in of the Joint Ed onic Cormm : Congress, Senato
« Hump i ot
Sen lumpnrey enterad publiec service in 1941l. e
ayor of Minneapolis from 1245 until his ection to the
U. 5, Senate in 194¢ He zarved as Vi President under Lyndon
Johnson from 1964 until 19¢? and was ¢ Democratic presidential
cand‘dace in 1%68. He vwas re-elected "he Senate 1970.
We will have the first questions now Lr-om | onxoe
NBC News.
MR. IONROE: Senator, P‘resiic Ford . be
about feder-l hel> for New Yor: r the city ¢ 3 bankrupt
Doesn't it make =cnse to let Hew York go bankrup n that
will put every American citizer on notice they nust manege thei:

affairs properly or face the consequencos?

SE/ATOR HUMPHREY: I think it makes absoluicly no sense.
I think the President's decision is bad economics and also bad
pclitics.

The City of New York will be helped if it needs help.
The only question is when, and what the President is saying is,
let the city go down the drain first, run the risk of the
cut-off of vital municipal scrvices aad then possibly the
Federal Government will com= in and have to bail it out.

What we propose in Congress 1is that the ¢ be a federsl

guarantee under strict cigcunstances vwicre the city will have



to put its budger in balarce, whar: the s
fiscal responsibil Ly o2 Lhe ¢ty and whe
severe penalicic: for anv “ailure 1o prod:
adopted.

President Forc is 1t _empring o puni
Nev York neecs frienlly ctor wi
morticis that ‘e l: Ne ~+ that it oug:
for res riectior .

MR. MONRCE: Wouldn't banirusccy haw
nevertheless?

For examplc, it 1ic emplovee unio

cut back on frirge s, wouldn't it

to do it '‘nsteac of pol.tician: who ofte:

to .be rubl union=?

3

te will ta‘e ov:r

2 there wil

» on the plan tha

New York.

prescription, not =

to die an!

Yhat

~hen ho

some benefits

have to b2
easier for

seem ‘0o Cive

. Judoe

n

Pt —



1010 HUMPIHRIY: I “ee no roase o D ] ur

on the courts of t ited States. e court Y lica
overburdened. The state of New York a4t r ibilit

the City ‘ew York. T faderal bho

as proposed in the Congress -- and I wa » of those

proposed 1t, along vita 5anator Proxmire and fonatcr Stevon-
sor -~ tnat program wi!l nlace scvere discipline uvon the City
£ New York and may I -ay. alreadvy manv adjustments have heen
made in New York City's oudget. Other adjustrments will have
to be made in New York Ci.v's budget, arnd I Lelicwve that

it 1s a bad symtol for the United Stat== to hav: its larcost
city declared by the President of th2 Ui ted ~tites to ‘rllov

the path of bankruptcy.

I want the President of the United -tate o e as
considerate of New York ~ ty and of v Vork Siace as he
1s of countries all over :he world. 'ithin the sare week

said no help for illew York he sends us up a nroqram ‘or
$5 billion of additional military aid in support ass siance
fo- the diddke Eeast.

MR. MONROE: Senator considering the fact that the
Fresident h1as said he wil . veto any legislation aimed at
staving off default, as practical matter isn't it impossible
at this point to stave of~* default?

SELATOR iUUMPHPEY: Tlhat rmay be the case, btut if that

happens, I vant the public to know what it means.



£ ncars trat cities all over the United States will i1ave the

intere-t rate: rais-d upon their munici =1 bonds.

It mea there will be additional unemoicyment in this country.
I. nears the jedera? Trzasury will lose from $3 to 4 »illiion
wvorth «Z revenue, ard it weans abeut O 00 more people 1 W,
York City wil be v oyed.

Mr. Ford & procram i- an ecoromie (isacter, and vay 'n

the name of ccrmon sen=> he prryrsics it, “xcept that apvarcntl.
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ne thirks it is » lar out in the hint
tell him that the rec¢ent pcl) doesn't

popula:.

MF . LiSAC Senator Luwnhrey

mentiors ulte often these days

t a. candidatc, and you ¢o run ahead o

the public opinion po'l:., so I would i!

question aboui: your health. You were
a possible malign-ncy ©f the bladder I
that been eliminated now?

SENATOR HUMPHFEY: 2oy I ascure yo
no one is more happy to answer this gque
siumphrey. Indged wha- probler I hod na
and I have & clean b'.1 ol health, and
that when I run for the United ‘ta =3 S

clear to everybedy vhot my health conci

rlards. vanec

£ to be that

q at ment

possible Pres do.-

other Democra:s in

to as” you a
sported to | h:od
1ink last year., Ilas

« ¥r. Lisagor, thot
tion than Hubert
been eliminated,
want you to ‘now

I will make

ate,

ion is, and
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\TCR HUMPHRLY: e : is n
shortage of enerxgy or scam na. ore ray be ¢ : ns,
such as that T amn a candidate.
R. LISAGOR: oenator. vou maturcc ir polit..s waen the
sta dards of morality werc somewha: ‘eos strict than they are
tod:v, wher people, policicid took free ric n co ate

a.r3lanes, ani when thev accepted larce contributions firom
cor oratiorns without asking too many cuestions out
and intent.

" question is, would 2 Humphrey candidacy 0 1970 be
subject to the post-Wotergate -crutiny withou wsing you
cmbarrassment?

SENATOR HUMPHREY: It would indecc., s« w or of the
City of 'inneapolis, ran a clear administration owr as o0
honest mayor. I have tried to conduct my public life so that
it would be one that I coulc be proud of personally, rrivately
and my family. I will be ible to conduct a campaign for
any office on the basis of any standards that are set as
responsible standards by the govornment of the United States.,

MR, LISAGOR: Well, I asked the cues . ion because one of
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your campaign aides, aven .a 1972, was convicted for accepting
illeqg campaign contribut cns. if I re ember corrcctly

IATOR {UMPHREY: You ~re absoluat:lv right in that,
fut it is my judgment that he did nct krowinagly ever accept
any money ‘rom a corpora-.on. That c2¢9e, as you know, is
being appealed. I have to say to you, Fr. Lisagor, that it
is alrost impossible in a national camp-ign or even in a
state campaign to Dbe ture of every cortribution, because
corpor:ations hive a way of discuising ccntributions, making
them look rr.vate, only later on, as yvoi: know, to fill
in and to pav kack to the particular donor. I have never
condon: 2 this kind of activity, and I s' all never condone ‘t.
I was one o' those that belicved in str ct camp.ign reform

and I telieved in it ocefor: 1t 'ecame pcpular.
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YR, APPLE: Senator, some months ago you made the statewend,
"I wiil enter no primaries.®™ Are you willing to sav that
today?

SENATOR HUMPHREY: I surely am, Mr. Apple. I have no
intention to enter any primaries. I will enter no primaries;
I am not a candidate for President. I authorize no group to
work in my behalf.

MR. APPLE: That reguires several Zollow-up questions.
You have been through this game befores. Does that mnean that
you will file with the respective secretaries of states in the
primary states where your name is automatically put on the
ballot a disclaimex of inteation to become a candidate?

SENATOR HUMPHREY: That is correct, Mr. Apple.

MR. APPLE: Now, Governor Arndarscon of vour home state
and a number of people are discussing the possibilicy of putting
together a draftc-Humphrey Committee. Will you disavow their
effort if they do so0?

SENATOR HUMPHREY: WMr.Apple, if you have been reading the
Minneapolis Tribune and the Minneapolis Star, which doesn't hav#
a wide circulation, I realize in tais environment ycu would hav*
known that I have already disavowed that,

I am not asking anybodvy to support ne for the presidency.
I have nc campaign for it and any "Draft Humphrey" movement
that starts will have to be on their owr initiative and,if I

find out about it, I write tc them and t2ll tnem to cease and
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MR. APPLE: Senator, after the New York primary, many
people think that there will still be scme cvonfusion in Deno~
eratic ranhg.

There will be thres primary filing dates still open at
that peint, inecluding New Jersey and Kentucky. Are you certain
that after New York vou won't change your mind as you have to
some degree in past years?

SEMATOR HUMPHREY: Mr. Apple, I changed my mind in 1972,
but I changed it bythis time, as you know. I have said to
you that I am not a candidate for the presidency; I will not
seek that cffice; I will not be entering primaries. That is my
judgment. That hag been my statement. I have also said to you
that if the convention per chance should turn to me -~ which I
think is highly improbable -~ but if it should, that I will be
ready to accept the challenge and I will go out and conduct a
campaign that will be worthy of the Democratic party and I would
win.

MR, NOVAK: Senator Humphrsy, on September 26th, after a
majority of your colleagues had passed the anti-busing amendment
ir the sSernate againsc vour opposizion, vou delivered an impas-~
sioned defense of compulsory forced racial busing and called it
the onl aval. .ible wav to ‘nitegrate most urban schools.

Senator, are you willing, oxr would you be desirous ol

writing that pro-busing statenmt into ¢l Democratic platform in
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SENATOR HUMPHR: 13 « Novak, Eirst of all t 3>
im assioned. irst 1 n' de -3 o I put
in the Congressional foec ’ -

iptive phraseclogy. I akes it sound better than call
was. 4t was nut togetaer : r quickly do believe the
Fi‘th Amendment and the “teentn Amendment ¢ ¢ Constitu=
tion, egual protec: . on or the laws anc ecux. rig r our
pecr-le, but let me tell ycu what my opositics is on busine
I preparad a statemen: in 1970 asn busing I thought vou might
be interested to see that I stili have it. I wos sure thore
would be a question on busing because wiio would ever expect
there would be a conferen:= like tiiics without a question o
busing?

Herc is what I said :len. Herec is what I =2y now.

"X am opposed to ma=sive forced “using =o2lels for in
purpose of racisl balance on a quota Lasis. No parer:, Llack
or white, wants his child to have an inferior education. It
makes no sense to pbpus a caild from a Jood school to a poor
school. It makes sense to bus a child from a éoor school to a
better school. It makes better sense to improve schools in all
neighborhoods.”

That is the vosition of Hubert Humphrey, 1972, '73, '74,
'75, '76, and that will b: my position at the Democratic

Convention.
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OVAX: But, Senator, do you not consier busing
C r L man
r i oxX: - in
HUM 3
he ion t t
dit) 1 1 hould b sed,
a ro .
v simply saying that massiys 1sing as the wer
no:- the answer.
MR. NOVAK: 5 & return to my iginal st ] s BAL,;
:nat is the only answe: Jo oulc '
t and it is available, do you think that shou : itten
rnto che national placior: the Denczzotic o y in 19762
SENATOR HUMPHREY: I do fecel! what busing ac a tenpor ry
measure decsigned to provide quality cdacation for 2 <hild to
from a poor school Lo a better school ia asure that can

be supported. As a temporary measure .

But I do not support massive bu=ing.

45 I have said here, solely for the pui pos racia’
balance on a gquota basis

Let's understand, we have had busing going on in this
cointry. The issue is not busing. The _ssus is ‘¢ education
at the end of the bus ride. That is the issue. What is the
guality or what is the quality of education at the end of the

bus ride?
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| You have seen our federal budget grow from about $30 billion

i recessions, unemployment, to inflation?

12

MR. SPIVAK: Senator, you have been described as & big-~
governmant man who believes that the Federal Government must
solve all our problems as a last resort. Do you accept that
characterization of you?

SENATOR HUMPHRZY: Absoclutely not. I am one of the few
pecple in the Congrass that has been a Mayor of a City, I
believe that most goverrmant is at the local basis. I have
supportaed, of course, programs of the New Deal, the Fair Deal,
the programs that Mr. Eisenhower put before the Congress in
many instances, like the National Defense Education Act, I
have supported a good deal of federal activity, but I believe
every program needs to be constantly re-examined. I think it
neads to be updated. I believe that you have to recognize the
changes that hava taken place in our society.

I think the central issues that face the American people

in the inmediate future are issues of, how do you provide 'jobs for

the American =~

MR, SPIVAK: Senator, may I ask you this question then:

in 1948 when you came to the Senate to about $350kllion in
176, Why do you think that despite all the billions of dollarﬂ

the Federal Government has spent, we found no solution to the

SENATOR HUMPHREY: WVell, we have unique cilrcumstances but

let’'s get the budoet into proper relatio:®lip because it surely
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igsn't in balance.

Today the federal budget is 22 per cent oif the érosu |
nactional product. In 13260 ic was 20 per cent of the gross
nactional preduct. In 1370 it was 21 per cent of the gross
nationali product.

ne budget relates to the gross natiocnal product and one |

Oof the reasons it is <2 per cent today is because chuis

73}

adminiscration has €0 mismanaged this aconony that it ba

botih raging inflation cn the one hand and high arnenploymant

on the othex. And every percentage point of unemployment
raises the budgat's cost $1ib billion. That is the increase in
the deiicit.

If you reduce the unemployment of this country by two
percentage points, you will reduce the budget by over $30
billion.

Now, there are programs in our budget that are necessary
and I don't believe anybody on this panel is going to want ©o
cut back on Social Security. I hope you are not wanting to cut
back on mnediecal for the elderly. I dJdoubt that you want to
cut back on school lunches. These are programs tchat take up
a laxge share of the budget. Now, the bicgest share of the
budget 13 the national defense and tnat is the part that Ur.
Ford says is untouchable. This budget that Mr. Ford gave us had
$27 billion for national defense. it had one-fowth or bortor

than tha! of the whcle budgect.
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MR. SPIVAK: Aren't you forgetting that the Democrats
in Congress are in contrcl? WWhy aven't they doino somethina
about these things? They ar2 the ones who pass the appro-
priations. Why do you keep blaming the Administration?

SENATOR HUMPIREY: May I say first of all, we get a bud-
get request from the President. This will be a little news
to you. The President sent us a budget of aporoximately
$350 billion. lie has increased that budget request by $16.6
billion. The Democratic Congress has reduced the bhucget
by over $300 million.

Now we are going to reduce it.more. Pight now we
have a great reduction of over $7 billion in the national de-
fense budget. The Democrats have to take a look at what the
needs are of the country, but what T am talking about is that
the President talks as if he wants a balanced budget when
he in fact is recormendine a greater unbalanced budget than
the Democrats are even willing to support.

HE. MONROE: Senator, some young Denocrats such as Cov-
ernor Brown of California are identifying themselves with
the idea of austerity, cutting back programs. In the
minds of many people you are ldentified with spendinag, The
"all Street Journal calls you an inveterate spender. You are
identified with big social prograins ,

If Governor Brown represente the wave of the future,

| wouldn't you be the wrong man for the Democrats to put un
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t year for President

<NTON HUL 2 1I0C n

resident, one oOf 1@ 1 7
ccause I like o ancwer i i

Mr. Mcnroe. L m VA right sma an

line. I beliecve in inm £
aith in America. think there a: 33\ : e cour
that nced putlic inves e believe t
sick and the needv end the olicrly 1e bled
need help I th there is a nec ouxr urtry fer Lt
transportacion. And there are other thinos Howevar,
lieve Congress has the responsibilicv £ > ffecti ersight.

‘ow, let me say to 21l my fricndly governors ou =&n
me a list of the programs you think « ught to cut out
rour state and I will introduce the legislation to cut ther
out.

In other words, if the State of California, or anv othe
state doesn't want these programs, 8+ send us n 2 letter
to liubert Humphrey, 232 Russel. Builiinag, U.5. “enate, anc I

will introduce legislation promptly tc sce that your state is
removed from any of those budget authorities, or anv of
those rarticular public laws, because I don't want to see
any mone spent that somebody doesn't want in the.r respec-
tive states. Listen. e put out Fedcral Revenue Sharira

to state governments that vermits peorle tc be ac' > to
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talk a good deal about eccnomy at the state level,

The federal government has taken on heavy burdens, and
those burdens, many of them have been asked for bv the navors
and the legislaturss and the governors.

MR. LISACOR: Senator Humphrey, a group of public oninicn
experts appeared before your committes the other day and said
that seven of ten Americans believe that their elected leaders
have consistently lied to them for ten years. How dc you
overcome that?

SENATOR HUMPIIPZY: I think ycu overcome that by faith-
ful performance of public duty. 1 think you overcome it
Dy not cver-promising. I balieve you overcomz it by
responsiveness to the punlic need. Toc many prorises made,
too few fulfilled. Alsu, micht I say there has been great
expogse of what has happened in government, sometimes half-
truths, scmetimes Full touth.

There is no better way to overcome doubt than by per-
formance.

MR. LISAGOR: ILet m2 ask you another short guestion on
that same public opinion panel. They said that the Democrats
favor big business over the avarage worker just zs much as
Republicans do. Do you agree with that?

SCHATOR HUMPEREY: It didn't go Rat far. No, I think
the Democrats are good for business. We don't faver big

business. Ve are good for it because every businessman knows

—
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it the 0 mucih better vhen the Democrats » in power.
The big pusinessmen frequently feel if they belong to th
country club and they are big busine - have cot to
be Republicans. Now, on'¢ mind them saying they are
Re icans, but for thelr own good ard their stockholder
gooc, thay cught to vote Denocial -
{R. APPLE: enator. you tol * 1n 1° at y
alwvay: dreamed of  Dbeiny precidentc. low v first ir
the Gallup Foll. All over cour olitical reporters
'ike us nre being tol: »y politicians, 17 Hu t wot nly
get into it I would be out F 1im in a3 mo
Why are you not runniing, given those tw s7
SEN/ATOR HUMPHREY: 'ell, Mr. Anp
of course is ono ~f the most rewvardirg exper cnces o
life, to have ncople feel a= they 7o, and I ink it is true
that they feel that way. I cet those zinds of cornents

tiroughout the country.

T believe people to ay are lookira ‘or leaderch p of
experv.ence. Those of us that have «onc through the i ‘ficult
tircs as well as the good times. I believe that
they have a feeling that I have tried to perform my (uties, at
least as I saw them.

I simply have to telil you that I feel I can -erve my
country in the Senate. I want to be free of any ambition.

I want credirility. The minute that I start rov.nc ~round
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these campaign circuits they are going to say, "There he coes
again, and he is going to be out seeking votes." I am seeking
nothing. I don't want anything from you, I don't want anv-
thing from the public. I don't want anvthing from anvbody.

Wihat I want to do is to do what I believe ie richt, and I

e ot et e e e e e e e e et

am going to call the shots exactly as I see them, just as I
did a moment ago on a guestion, here.

MR. APPLE: Do you think that is a good strateoy to get
the Dewmocratic Presidential nomination, callinc them as you
see them?

SENATOR HUMPHPFEY: I don't know. I think the American

pecple want candor and they are going to get it.

* MR. SPIVAK: We have less than three minutes.

MR. NOVAX: Senator Humphrev, it was recently announced

| President for
you are settling vour nassive campaign debts for/1972 at

a rate of threse or four cents on the dollar. Now, when nany

Americans are finding it very hard to settle their own personal
debts at 100 cents on the dollar, and New York City is on the
| verge of default having to settle 100 cents on the dollar,

how can you rationalize your approval of an arrangement like

that?
w SENATOR HUMPHREY: 1 don't like the arrangement, Mr.

novak, I don't like debts, private, puhlic or campaion. I
have instructed my campaign committee to ¢o the very best they
can within the law and within the camvaign law all that is
legal to make an approoriate settlement of outstandina bills
that we have. Many of these so-called debts were loans that
were made by people of considerable reans, and they understcod
l 2t the time that there was some probability that those could

w—
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MR, SPIVAR: Senator, since vou are no v

10 1 €O hear you =“re not a candidate 2raAuEe

answer this question, you have been vegy close "o the Pracidente

you
gualities do you think ar: essential tayday for 2 man o be a

good president?

na

ie

knovw what the condition of the coun .ty is today: What

SCNVATOR HUMPHERIY: 1 think a man, to be & good president, |

to recognize that he lias to be » !:ader and an «ducator,

1
!

2

carnot pander to the worst that is in us. He oujiat to appeal

che best that is in us. He can kirc paople tc be a ccod

inistrator. Those are the cabine f£ficers, but what he
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needs to be ‘s 2 mar ti1. has a philosophy of life fcr our

country. thzt ias g« creams about what amorica ought to e
lice. He oughe vo | ‘ho=+ Teddy Roosevel: said and wnat Woodrow
Wilson salo. le 1look 1t the Waite Houss a3 a "ouily pulpit.”

He ought to ha - inspi 27ion and Wilsorn :zaid he look=1 at the

White Hous= =8 the ‘naczion's cl:ssroorn” and the man who
occupied l- as the" acion 8 cacier.”

He ouy t ¢ coiucator, e ought to ba ab’: te csaow
a path, o =z-nse of dira:ction and, abov: all, he needs to be
candid with -i» Amex.cin pecple.

MR SPIVAX: In ia83 than .5 sesond:, 1is thare o
Denocrat you now see on the sor.oon Wwho could take oo position
as you describ:e .tg?

SENATOR HUKPHRBL: 1Thexe are vary good people c: the aorizol
Let's let thiem be testd and they will bs in the prirar.cs and
we will begin 0 get Yotter view 9of re . capagiliilas, .

MR. SPIVAK: I am sorry, but our tine ia up. ‘Thank you,

Senator Humphrey, o <.ng with us today on MERT THE PRESS.
(Hext wee:  : . SPLVAX: Text Sunday, in a specia! one-

aour edition of MEET 1 'E PRESS, marking our 28ta anaiversary o

elevision, our guest will o the President of the United Statec

s

Juln as for this peclial programw begiuning cne-ialf nour
earlier than usual, '1 30 _ostern, 10:30 Central time on most

of thase staticns.)






