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MR. MONROE: Our quest today on MEET THE PRESS is
Congressman Morris X. Udall, of Arizona. One year ago
this week Mr. Udall, Mo Udall, as his colleagues call
him, became the first Democrat to announce as a candidate

for President A member of Congress since 1961, he is

Considered a leader of liberal Democrats in the liouse
He has sponsored major legislation for a form of Congress
for a form of election campaigns and for such environmental
goals as contrel of strip mining

We will have the first questions now from John Hart of
NBC News.

MR. HART: Mr. Udall, a number of politicians seem Lo

have discovered this year that Americans, maybe a majority

of Americans, are either mad at the Covernment, or worse vet,

don't care about it. Two Republican candidates are running
:vainst the Government and the Democratic governor has be=-
come immensely popular in his state by saviag there is no
free lunch, we have to work harder and settle for less.

Maybe government doesn't work.

Where do you stand on that?

MR. UDALL: Well, I think there is a deep strain o:
American pessimism around, and these oificials you have
mentioned reflect that. I think people are not so much fed
up with government generally as government thet doesn't

work, government that is corrupt, government that is too
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f bureaucratic, government that doesn't get the job done.
A And rather than turn a summer dJdoing into dispair, what
I am trying to preach is that we onght to get off our seats
and get up and get moving again. We can make this govern-
ment of ours work again. We ars good pecple with a lot
of resources, and I don't like all of this pessimism around,

w but I have to concede there is gome basis for it.
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MR. MONROE: Do you mean the governicent will work if we
get the right Presgident?

MR. UDALL: I think that is a big part of it. This
ccuntry is in real trouble and the present President isn't
doing much about our difficulties. I think the people in '76
want someone who will take charge and get us out of this mess
we are in.

MR. MONROE: Can you honestly promise people that a
President has that much influence on this vast government?

MR. UDALL: No, I think there is too much over-promising,
but what I say is you have got to try. My whole philosophy
has been if you see a problem, go after it and try something,
and if that doesn't work, try something else, but the Presideny
can set the tone and he can level with people and say here are |
the problems and they are serious and we are going to have to
change and we really are. The seventies and eighties are
going ~- the story of the seventies and the eighties will be
how weadapt to a lot of new realities in the worid and the
President can level with the people on the difficulties we
face and can propose some solutions.

ifR. MONROE: We have been hearing every presidential year;
that we have to s<t a new tone; we have to try agalin, bat the
government continues to grow; it continues to take now a
third of the natiomnal product, it continues to run into

deficits. Can a President really do that? Can a President
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have any influence in a reform sense on hringing th

government into a size, into a =-- can he control the burea.c

MR. UDALL: I think he can. I tihink at

ot
)
¥
(19
Y
K
(

4
o

Je are at a fundamental turning point here, Franklin Zoosavel

tok this country in 1932-33 flat on its back and said, "We are

1Y

in trouble. We are going to try new things. We arc going
put the people to work. We are going to have Social Security
for old peorle. We are going to let laber uanions organize
We are going to regulate the banks and stock market and so

I tnink we are at the end of an era.

It was an era of cheap resources and easy growth and w

(Y

vere getting $35 billion more federai reverues every year and

it was just lovely. You could have tax cuts and more for

Defense and more for poor people. Those days are gone. We
are geoing to have to change and I thihk you need a President
who will tell the people these hard facts and will at leasi

try some programs that will cut this government down to size

worth of serxrvice for every dollar's worth of taxes that they
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pay. I think people have some legitimate gripes about =h
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McGovern had an issue. Iie had the Vietnam issue. What's your

Vietnam issue?

p=c—e=v-ra

"R. GERMOND: CfCongressman, I would like to ask you a
couple of questions about your standing as a candidate
As Mr. Monroe noted at the beginning, you have been campaign-
ing for a year. By all estimates within the Democratic |
Party you have a very strong organization. You are still
very insignificant in the polls. What does that tell us?

MR, UDALL: Well, there is a myth around, and the myth
is that you come up in the polls through some magic game or
through some magic action, you "take off," as the political
writers like to say, and then you win primaries.

In truth, what happens is that you win some primaries,
you get down in the trenches in New Hampshire and Wisconsin
and a caucus state like Iowa and New York and Massachusetts
where I am working, vou win some primaries and then you
come up in the polls, |

I am ahead of where I think George “cGovern or
pretty close to where George McGovern was four years ago,

and no one gave him puch of a chance.

MR. GERMOND: Everyone uses the McGovern example, but
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ME. UDALL: I don't know that I have one sinole issue.

I think I am the one candidate, however, who has been preaching!

nct more New Deal, not more Great Society, not more of the 'Z0s

and '60s. Those days are gone. I am saying we have to
make fundamental changes in this country, that we are at the
end of an era of cheap energy and resources; that the *70s and
80s are going to be a2 time of adaptation., I am trying to
tell the hard truth and preach a different way of life and

a different way of government for the American peoole, and I
thirk that is my issve, if I have one; plus the issue of in-
tecrity, honesty and openness in government, which I think

is going to be very big this time.

MR, CERMOND: May I ask you one other question on this
point. At what point do vou have to win one of those pri-
maries? How long can you go as a member of the House, & naw-
comer in national volitics? How long can vou survive if vou
don't win a primary? Do you have to win Massachusetts or
New lampshire, or when?

MR. UDALL: Well, it's a little too early to say who will
be in there. You give me the cast of characters, and I'll look

at my crystal ball and give you a little better idea. Will

A e =

Governor ilallace go to New Hampshire® Ile indicates he probablv |

won't. What are Senator Jackson's plans in Massachusetts and

New Hampshire? I don't know yet. But clzarly out of those
first four primaries and Iowa, I've got to do well in 2 couple
of them, and "doing well" i= usuallv defined by the nress and
not by the candidate.
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4R. RASPBERRY: Twice in response to earlier guestions
you aave suggested that we have passad the era when there were
political resources and an expanding econony and so on.
are goinc to have o do some cutting back. I am wondering whether
one of those areas we will have to cut back on is governmental
services to pcor people. Aliready, for instance, this Aduminis-
tration is talking about cutting back on food stamps, not
because poor people arc getting toc much food, but because food
stamnps cost too much. Would you rcresee further cuts under
your Adninistration?

MR. UDALL: No, I go in the other direction. What we have
got to do in this time of change and adaptotion i3 to make sure!
that there is a fair distribution of incomez in Aumerica and
we are going to get it through national health fasurance. It ig
time we put a floor unizr every American and say, in effect:

We don't care that your income is, you are a.l goiag to have
good health care. }

It is time we had tax reform. It is time we reformed this
nmiserable welfare system and federalized it. It is time we
had a guaranteed job for every American who wants to work so
we will be moving in the other direction.

I think it would be cruel and heartlaess to say that in
time of shortage and in time of scarcity we are going to
inflict this on the poor who have already suffered enough

in this country.
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MR. RASPBERTY: You mentioned jobs earlier in Louisville,
when, before that convention got sidetracked on the busing
issve, you expressed the hope ihat jobs might become tne focus
of the entire scssion.

Obviously you and everybodvy else who is running forx
President would like to see the employment picture iuprove and
full employment for everybody. Do you go beyond rhetoric on
that? Have you really got a program in mind for improving the
amploynent picture?

MR. UDALL: Yes, and we had better talll about it and we nmé
better Le prepared to answer the touah, hard questions about
cost and not get in that kind of a trap. Harry [ruman, thirty
years ago, proposed something called the Full Employment Act,
and it got watered down and was called the Employmnent Act and :
now, today, Christmas coming on, eight million Americans.
Senator Humphrey and Congressman Hawkins of California, and I
have cosponsored it with othexrs, have a full employment act ;
on the books and its goal -- and it is an achievable goal, %
and costs that this country can afford -- will put every
American who wants to work within a couple of years, and we willl
cut eight million unemployment down to three or four m:.llion
unempldyed within a year if we get on lt.

The social costs we pay and the financial costs we pay

for unemployment are very, very high and we have got to get

A3 ity . AR SRS

out and tell the American people that we can get the American
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peoprle who want to work back to work and we can do it in
sensible, sound ways that we can pav for.

MR, NELSOWN: Mr. Udall, Robert Strauss, the Hational
Democratic Party Chairman, has sald there is a tremendous
lack of interest in the current crop of presidential candidates
among the Democrats and that he thinks that if therc is a dead-
lock at the convention the nomination could very well go to
someone who doesn't go through the nrimaries.

Do you Agree with that?

MR. UDALL: Well, this is a great old theory, this
brokered convention, 13th ballot, a few peopnle retire tc the
back room and annoint somehody who hasn't campaigned. Tae
only thing about it is, it never happens.

You have to go back fifty years to find a Democraic
Convention that was brokered. You haven't had a third ballot
in the Republican Convention since Wendell Wilkie,

There will be a convention in July in New York and
there will be a nominee on Wednesday night and that nominee
in nmy judgment will come out of the primaries because there
is an important reason. Contesting in the primaries teaches
you, educates you, shows you what the country is all about and
forces you to confront the nation‘'s problems and come up with
programs, and those who sit on the sidelines waiting for the
brokered convention don't go through that experience.

MR, NELSON: Mr. Strauss also said he considered Governor
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George Wallace of Alabama to be a bona fide Democrat.

Do you consider him to be a bona fide Democrat?

MR, UDALL: We have always had aa open party. We span
the whole spectrum. We are a kind of political conglomerate
and I quess anyone has a right to come in and contest for the
nomination.

I just wish Governor Wallace, if he is a Democrat, once
every decade or two would give us a break. He opposed Lyndon
Johnson in '64; he went out with old Curtis LeMay -- “Bomb ‘em
back to the Stcne Age LeMav" and beat our candidate in '68. :
He got beat fair and square by George McGovern in '72 and turne@
his back on him and now he says he wants our nomination.

Well, I wish he would support one of our candidates once
in a while.

MR. NELSON: Do you think he is a bona fide Democrat then?

MI. UDALL: The party is an open party and anybody is bona
fide who wants to come in and run Lor the nomination. ;

f

I just hope if he getcs beat he will stay in the party and

- {
i

not go off and run on a third party, but it is open -- he is
a bona fide Democrat in the sense that anyone who wants to
contest in the Democratic party can sign up and contest, but his

record of party loyalty is pretty miserable, I must add.
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MR. MELSON: You have said you would not have him on
your ticket, or you wouldn't be on a ticket with him. Do you
think other candidates should make the same sort of disavowal?
MR, UDALL: I am not telling other candidates what they
ought to say, but Democratic candidates have been dancing
around this Wallace i:ssue for about a year now, and I think we
ought to know where they stand. I said in Alabama and I said
all over the country he worn't be on my ticket, and I am not
going toke on his, and I can't supnort a ticket he is on.

No rancor. Ile has got every right to run.

If I were a Democratic voter I would want te know in
advance from the major candidates whether they are going to
make & deal withtdm Lo oget those laszt few votes to get a nomi-~
nation or not. I think people are entitled to know from all
of us where we stand on this,.

MP. MONPOE: Congressman Udall, there is a perception,
right or rwrong, that voiers these days want to cet away from
big gyovernment and big spending. Now, aren't you talking

in favor of big government and big spending when you advocate

a full envloyment act, nationalized welfare, nationalized lrLealt

f 1
§

insurance?
MR. UDALL: Yes. You show there are two cross-

currents out here. People want the government to solve their

i
!

|

problems, but they also want to get rid of waste and bureaucracﬁ

§
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ané government that dozsn't work, and I think we have got to
show the American peonle that covernment can work. We have
also agot to change some priorities, this old cliche, or get
rid of it. e are spending tco much on national defense

We could safelv cut 10 or 13 nercent of the .fat out of that
defense budget and be better off, but I think the American
people are willing to support programs, government proJgrams
that are going to work.

MR, MONPOE: Can you tell us how much bureaucracy you are
talking about and how much spending vou are talking about when
you advocate a government-cguaranteed emovloyment, nationalized
health insurance and nationalized welfare?

MR. UDALL: Well; I am talking in mpst cases absut
cos=s we already pav. Somebody was saying about the Kennady
billi that I support costs $80 billion, and I said, you know,
we already pay $80 billion, we I2ready have a system,
but the way it works is, if your wife gets cancer yocur premium
this year is $30,000 and mine is nothing. Next year I am

going to get wiped out.
e are already paying for welfare, only the local govern-
ments that didn't cause this problem -- New York didn't cause

-- 70 percent of the people in New York on welfare are from

out of state. It is a national obligation, only the

states are paying for it. With the job -- with the full emplov-

ment act -- $70 billion deficit, if we had four percent
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unemployment today instead of eight percent unemployment,

do you know what that great $70 billion deficit would be?
2ero. We would have 2 surplius in the federal budget if we
would get this country back to work. So these are legitimate
questions. Liberals ocught not to be for waste, and liberals
ought to be ready to answer the tough financial questions about
what thase programs would cost, and I think I can answer those
guestions.

MR. MONROE: Are you promising these things without any
increase in federal spending, without anv increase in taxes?

MPR. UDALL: Well, I don't know. The federal covernment
nas increased as the gross national rroducthas increased., 1
don't foresee any increase in taxes grcept 1L we are going
to have naticnal hzzlth insurance we are ceing to have to pay
for it through a kind of a payroll tax, but we are already
paying through this misarable inefficient health svstem that
we now have,

MR, HART: Have you costed cut these programs so that vou
can tell us what the national budget would be with all these
programs, and would we have a delicit?

MR. UDALL: No, if we put the Americen people back Lo
work we would not have a deficit at all this year. The
national health insurance proposal would be financed through
& payroll tax and administered similar to the Social Security

Administration. The federalizing of the welfare nrogram
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would cost a little bit more, but I would propose te get that

through abolishing federal programs that don't work and
g I

@0

making substantial cuts in the defense budget. Ve are wasting

20 «- the bigges

22

item in the national budget this year that

increased was uvnemployrent cormpensation. It is up $20 billion.

s

We save that when we put people back to work.

MR. HART: You szid youwre going to abolish fedaral
programs that don't work. You have got to cut down waste in
government, you have said. What programs and what departments
would you cut out?

MR. UDALL: In the '60s we had high hopes for a lot of
programs. Some of them didn't work. A lot of this law en-
forcement assistance stuff we put cut, helicoovters for police
and things that didn't really work. The Model Cities
program wasn't very successful. There was waste there.
Medicaicd has got to be better administered and more efficient.
There is a number of the -~ the SSI, the Supplemental Security
Incone program could be better handled. I am not talkincg
about cutting out money for poor people. I am talking about
better administration of it.

MP. HART: Well, that is not abolishment. What things
are vou going to abolish?

MR. UCALL: I have listed some of the Great Society
progrars that didn't work, and I ar Lalking about cuts in

the defense budget where we could get back a lot of this
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' § money. But most of the money -- you know, we would have
$70 billion more in federal! revenues this vear 1f we had four ner-
cent unemployment which Richard Nixon started out with
4 || instead of the 9 percent unemployment we have today.
That is where you get a lot of your new money, justi putting

s | America back to work zo we have profits and salaries on which
i
1

111

‘ gpeople pay income taxes.

i
il
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9 h MR. GERMOND: I would like to go back to the guestion of
! a competition for the Democratic anomination. There are

% at least four candidates: yourse!f, Fred Harris, Sargent

T i Shriver, Birch Bayh, perhaps one or Lwoe others, Governor

12 } Sch:pp, former Gowvernor Carter -- although et may be in dis-
12 |'pute in his case -- who are considered liberals, and they are
14 || 2all agreed generally on busing, on cutting the defense budget,
15 on jobs, on energy, on health insurance. They differ Iin nar-
16 || ticulars.

17 George VWallace would say there is not a dime's worth of
18 difference between you, or among you. How do we sort vou out?
19 MR. UDALL: I think you look at a record. I don't think |
20 It anything tells you quite so much about the kind of President

21 a person will be as what he did before he became a candidate

22 for ;resident. My record suggests this group of candidates

23 is going to be looked at under the microscope about honesty

24 || @and integrity. This is the whole issue of believability

25 || and my reccrd of trying to reform the
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seniority system, disclosing ny income and assets 12 years ago

-- one reporter asked me for my last five yeaxrs of income tax

s s e

returns. I gave them out. I think in this area I am ahead of

anybody else. In the area of making tough decisions of the
kind we are going to have to make, in the past, the ones I
made to challenge the seniority system and to oppose the war
and to do some of the things in energy and resources that I
have done.

I also think I am electable. We have got a big politi-
cal conglomerate, maybe more electable than the others. We
have a big peolitical conglomerate on our hands, and we nesd
the new forces in the Democratic Party, but we also need the
mayors, !ayor Bradley and Mayor Beam, but we need Mavor Dalv:
ard we need the liberal labor unions, but we also need AFL-CIO
and Gecorge Meany and his people. I think better than aﬂy
other candidate I can pull this party together and win the

election.

e e st




HR. GERMOND: If you need labor, and you obviously do, and
if you say "Let's look at the record,” what do you dc on your

vote on 1l4(b), on the right tc work?

* TS Y Ml 3 = - - P~ v o -3 A T 4= 4 - - ey - fo - » P~
MR. UDALL: This 18 ten years old. It is a vote ten years
b - Y, 2 » —_— Ay A - - o= 2 e % S = Jo & - -
old. From Arizona, one of the most conservative states, I have

got a ninety per cent COPE record. Labor knew about this vote
at the time. I had made a promise to the people of Arizona
based on the vote they had made on our Constitution and I
kept that promise to the people. Mr. Mooney and Mr.

?
Larkin, the leaders of most of the major laber unions -~ 1
was not acceptable to labior and the fact is, I have sirong
support from labor and all segments of it, znd it is spread out
this time and that is good. A lot of the candidates are going
to nave labor support and I am geoing to have my share.

MR. GERMOND: Are you going to tell us at some point --
are any cf you liberal candidates going to tell us what is
wrong with the record, for example,of Birch Bayh, compared to
yours? Where are you a better candibte for the Democratic
party in electability than Birch Bayh?

MR. UDALL: ©Oh, I don't know. I am not going to demean
the other candidates. I would talk positively and say 1 was
asked to run by 45 members of Congress. I have never neard anﬁ
Senator asking any other Senator to go out and run. This was |

{.

an unusual thing. The people who knew me best, black and whiteq,
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north and south, urged me to run. I think my ability in getuin&
re-alectad, the only Democrat surviving in a tough conservat
e

state, suggests that I could pull this party together. I have

been in the South. 7The Hew York Times repcerted after the fo

p—
»

in Alabama and Arkansas that I was well received in the Scuth.
I think I can pull together the conservationists

and the laboring people with some of their disputes. I think
my record on c¢ivil righis is acceptable to the winorities in
America.

I would distinguish on these bases that I am better,
not that he is unacceptable, and I am not, I think I am a é
better candidate on these grounds.

MR. RASPBERRY: S8ir, you suggestad we can judge youl :lectj
albility by looking at your record. Omne of the things your — |
record indicates is an admirable tenacity but less than §
earth-shaking results on such environmental questions as the .

{
Alaska Pipeline, Strip "Mining and a host of other enviromnmental
concerns.

You have been out there for a ¢ood long time but the
results don't show very mach.

Would you say that your lack of success in this area
shows either that you are out of step with the washes and
desires of the American people on this guestion or that it sl .

a lack of leadership ability on your part to jet these ideas

of your moved into legislation?
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MR. UDALL: No, it shows some other things. It shows what
an unelected President with a veto can do to you. The vast
majority of the American people want strip mining legislation.
The vast majority of the governors anleople and mayors want
land use planning legislation, and all of the rest.

Gerald Ford vetoed a Lill that had tremendous, OVerwhelmm.
ing support in the louse and Senate. All the coal state
governors wanted it. All the conservation groups wanted it and

he vetoed it.

]

You know, I have always felt there is something worse
than failing and that is not even to try, and we are going to
try;, we are going to get a strip mining bill either this vear

us
or next vear tuat le:J;Qet the coal we need and put the land
back so it will be there tan thousand year:s from now to use,
and I am going to keep on trying to get thess kinds of
environmental goals, but w2 have had a backlash.

You know, it was very easy to get environmental legislation
four or five years ago. Taese last few years, this whole
phony argument that we hav2 got to choose between jobs and
clean air and clean water has hurt us and Richard dixon hurt
us. He pulled the plug on me on a couple of these bills after
we cooperated putting them together. Ue was under attack and |
about to ke impeached and e pulled the plug on us and defeated

us on a couple of these. |

MR. MOJROE: We have about two and a half minutes.
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"fR. RASPBERRI{: One oi the things you have bLeen ggvocat%
ing is a break-up of the major oil companies, and a separa:icnj
of function from exploration, to final marketing. 1s this jusﬁ
an ideclogical thing with vou or do you foresee rea! economic
benefits for the people ocut of this?

MR. UDALL: No, the truth ought to be told to the Americaﬁ
people, and the truth is that a lot of our inflation problem
is simple monopoly. It is concentrate’! industries where market|
forces don't operate and there is no better exampie than in the

oil industry.

|

We would alil be better ofi. Industry would be better ofﬁé
consumers, the stock ma:rket:, everybody. I am not talking aboa@
socializing or nationalizing; I am talking about Teddy Roosa-
velt and Americanizing the oil industry and making them compete
in the different segments so we kring prices down and have J
innovation and have some honest competition between refineries
and marketing people and all the rest.

MR. NELSON: You iave mentioned former President Nixon a

couple of times here. Do you expect him to be an issue, the

Nixon pardon, to be an issue in the general election, and

should it be an issue and should the Nixon Administration
and its connection with President Ford be an issue?

MR, UDALL: I don't blame Gerald Ford for a 1;t of the
things that Richard Nixon did. Obviously he has got to shoulde%

]

that blame, but I lay squarely on his doorstep this pardon. |

i

i



I think it was unforgiveable. I think it made no sense. I
think we will never know a lot of things the American people
really ought to know.

The assassinations and all of this show that there is no

substitute for getting the truth out before the American people

and there are a lot of things we are not going to know about
that Nixon Administration, and I think the pardon prevented
them., A lot of the American people are going to hold that

against Mr. Ford in 1976 if he is the nominee.

MR. NELSON: You mentioned something about the assassina-~

R——

tions too, and I know that just recently you warned that people

should not overreact to the disclosures about the FBI and ths
CIA, but let me ask you, isn't it really true the problem is
not overreaction, but a lack of indignation or anv real concelr

by the American people?

MR, UDALL: I think that is part of it, but we are beginn-

ing to get indignation and out of this, out of the Senate and
ilouse investigations will come some laws and new attitudes
and we are never again going to have a2 system in whicn our
liberties are abused by our own agencies like the CIA and tne
FEI.

MR. MONROE: Our time is just about up. Thank vou,

Congressman Udall, for being with us today on MEET THE PRESS.

NEXT WEEK: Hugh L. Carey, Mayor of New York Citv

-
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MR. CLARK: Our guest iz Senator Hubert IInmphrey
and with me is ABC Capitol Hill correspondent, Sam Donaldson,

Senator, the Democratic presidential race got under
way officially this week with the caucuses in Iowa and
Mississippi. We have two early winners, Jirmmy Carter in Iowa
and George VWallace in Mississippi, and one dropout, Terry
Sanford.

Have any of these developments changed your mind about
Jetting into the presidential race yoursclf?

SENATOR HUMPHRIY: Mot a bit. Not a bhit.

MR. CLARK: And then you have been getting some advice,
we know, fromsome good friends and advisers, that youa will
not have a serious chance of getting ths presidential nomina-
tion unless you get into some late primaries such as California:

Are you totally ruling out the possibility of your gettidg
into any primaries?

SENATOR HUMPHRLV: Well, I surely get that kind of
advice, as you have indicated. There ara a number of my
friends who feel I ought to get into the primaries, but I have
said I am not going to. It isn't hecause I have any disdain
for the primaries; it is simply that I am not a candidate in
the sense of going out and trying to wrap up this nomination,

I recognize that that, of course, puts you in a very
limited position as to the possibilities of getting the nomina-

tion and I am perfectly content with that posture.
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It is my judgment, however, that before this thing is

with a commanding lead and, if that is the case, then
the convention, of course, the delegates at the convention,
| will have to make the selection, and that is a possibility, as

it relates to me.

live with what I am doing with considerable ease and no un-

happiness, so there it is.

through, we may very well find that no one candidate comes out i

I don*t depend on it. I have said quite honestly I can |




me

"iR. DONALDSON: Senator, why should the celegites turr to

' vou if you haven't entered the primaries? I cite specificaily

! what Governor Carter says, which is that you have lost some

| elections for the Presidency, for the nomination. and if you

f don't demonstrate that you are not a loser by going into some

? of the primaries, that the delegates shouldn’t turn to you.

SENATOR HUMPHREY: Well, Mr. Donaldson, I have been in
the primari=s, 1272, and I won four of them i1 a row an? cane

in seccnd in Florida, with only a two months campaign I

. won Peansylvania, Ohic, Indiana and Wast Virginia. It was a

little hard to convey that message to th: public, I must con~
fess, but I did win them, so I know how to win a primar-.

I was the Democratic nominee in 1962, I came out of that

f terribly difficult convention 22 percentage points behind, and

f I closed the gap within four-~tenths of one percent in a six
f weeks' campaign I know how to campaign. I have won a lot

f of them, you know. I have won a lot of them,

MR. DONALDSON: The question is "What have you done for

me lately,"” though? That applies to politics. This is 19276,

ﬁ How can yo: demonstrate that you can win this year?

i
1

gy !
|
i

i
b
i

i

SENATOR HUMPHREY: Well, Mr, Donaldson, I am not a

‘candidate. I don't have to demonstrate. That is the nice

part of it I don't even have to answer a question
like that 1 don't have to do it at all.

I am a United States Senator I intend to run for reelecti

Pn
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from the State of Minnesota. I hope I will be able to achiev:
| the necessary support there to come back to the United States
| Senate.

In the meantime, I address myself to the basic issues

| that face this country, rather than running around looking for
i a delegate.

The American people want their public officials to be on
the job, running the country rather than running around. I
have very heavy responsibilities, as Chairman of the Joint
Economic Committee, as the Chairman of the Subcommittee in
Foreign Relations, in Agriculture, in many many programs.

And I think the best politics is no polities., I think this
country wants people that will tend to the business of the
Republic. That is what I am going to do.

MR. CLARK: Senator, is there some implied criticism in
what you are saying of those members in the Senate who are ou*
campaigning in the primaries? You say the American people
il want their public officials on the job,

SENATOR HUMPHREY: Yes, that is my judgment. I am not

criticizing anybody. I have done exactly what some of my

‘las their own decision is concerned. They have decided that

candi@ates for the Democratic nomination, Now that is a

Frcolleaques are doing. They want tc be President, and they have

made the choice, I think they have done the right thing insofar

they would give their time for these few months to being active
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thoroughly honorable pursuit. I have just found out that you
can't be the kind of a Senator that I would like to be and be
the kind of a candidate that I think a man oughit to bhe.

You can't do both at the same time. So, like my collzaque,
Senator Mondale, I decided that it was perfactly suitablice for
me to stay where I am.

MR. CLARK: Do you think, Senator, that the liberals and
some of those who are out running for President are joing to
gang up on this week's early winners, on Jimmy Cart=r and
George Wallace?

SENATOR HUMPHREY: I don't think so, I hope andé pray they
don't. One thing the Democrats don't need is some more gang-
ing up, and they don't need to have any division.

You *now, I look upon these early caucuses =~ ard that
is what they have been, these haven't been primaries as guch,
these have been party caucuses and precinct caucuse: -- this
whole race for the nomination is like a 500 mile Indianapolis
500 mile speedway. 'Somebody is zhead on one lap and somebody
is ahead on the second lap and somebody drops out. You “now, ycﬁ

have watched those races.

What really is the test is who survives. How do you per-
severe, how do you stay in the race? It is too early
to make any prediétion as to-what will happen

MR, DONALDSON: Senator, about Covernor Wallace, you say

you think the convention will not turn to you, but it might
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If it does, would you consider putting Governor Wallzce on your

|

‘isticket? Do you think he should be on the ticket this year?

ey

il
i SENATOR HUMPHREY: I would not recommend him if I were

i
H

| the nominee, that is number one, and I serjously doubt whether
?ﬁthe convention would norminate him
MR, DONALDSON: Weculd you support him?
SENATOR HUMPEREY: I said I wou’ld not recommend him, and
|1 seriously doubt that the convention would nominate him, and
%%I think any other question is irrelevant.
5 MR. DONALDSON: May I ask you jus: once more, because
Sthere are a lot of people I think who may want tc kinow your
ianswer to it. Would you support Governor Wallace if he was on
ﬁthe ticket?
5 SENATOR HUMPHREY: He isn't going to be on the ticket,
and I think you know that, and I think I know that, and as
Franklin Roosevelt said, never answer an "iffy" question.

MR, DONALDSON: You have said you are not going to be in
'the priméries I was in New Hampshire Friday night, and at
!every place, at a Democratic dinner, over a thousand people,
here was this card saying "Write in Hubert Humphrey," and on

the back a list of delegates who would be for vou.

Do you disavow this?

on.

=

SENATOR HUMPHREY: Yes, I do, and you know that, Hr. Danald-‘

MR. DONALDSON: Are you saying to the people in New Hampshir*

e

!




| you do not want them to write in your name?

SENATOR HUMPHREY: I am saying to the people of l'ew Hamp~
shire this is not sponsored by Hubert Humphrey. The person
who 1§ sponsored is not authorized by lubcort

Humphrey. I will say I wrote to every candidate that is under
is

| the Elections Commissions’ Ruling, who/an avowed candidate.

I wrote each one of them a letter and said this was not =

effort. Tnst I disavowed ithe effort, period.

MR, DONALDSON: And you don't want them to write your

name in?

SENATCR HUMPHREY: That is correct,
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MR. CLARK: 3enator, do you plan aay efliorts in

your own beaalf for the Democratic Ccuveniion

or are you going to try to line up delegates, or are you Jjust
going to sit and wait for the lightning to strike?

SENATOR HUMPIHREY: Can I make it clear once again, I
am not a candidate. Now, I love both of you men; yo: are very
good friends of minre. Now, if I wanted to be a candidate, I
would come and tell you, and I would even tell my office
staff, you know, and I would tell the Democratic party.

I am not a candidate, I have said exactly what I mean
Namely, that I intend to be an active man in the political
life of my party and my country. I do not intend to enter
any primaries. I have said I hope to be at the convention.
i£ the convention turns to me, I want to be ready to go out
and win that election.

MR. CLARK: Senator, correct me if I am wrong. I think
you have been saying also you would love to be President, if
the convention does turn to you.

SENATCR HUMPHREY: I haven't made it quite that enthus-
iastic. I used to say it that way.

MR. CLARK: Would you like very much to be president?

SENA'TOR HUMPIREY: I have said if my party turned to

R —

[
!

{

me I would hope to be ready in every way to carry out the fight}

and the challenge and to go out and to win and, believe me,
I would do just that if the party turns to ne.

MR, CLASR: The question again, if I may.
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We all know you are not a candidate in the primaries.
WThen you get to the convention, are you just going to sit
there, or will you at that time start to try to organize
delegates in your bhehalf?

SENATOR HUMPHREY: I think that is a fair question,

Bob,

If at the end of all of these primaries there doesn't
seem to be any commanding lead or any one or two of the can-~
didates that look like thev can put it together, then I think
it would be onlv prudent on my part in light of what has
developed, that I should sit down with a few of my counsellors |
and some of the leaders in the party and ask what, if anything,
I ought to do.

That is just plain common sense and indeed, I would do
that, but you know I am a realist about politics You
generally don't get what you do not work foxr and fight for and
in this instance I think it is highly unlikely that I would be
nominated. I don't think it is impossible, or I would nave
said £o before. I think the conditions today are very differ- :
ent, with proportional representation, with the large number
of ¢andidates, it may very well be no one will come to that
convention with enough delegate support to really get the
nomination, and then the convention will do what it is supposedi
to do; it will make its selection. In themantime, I am going |

to address myself to the President's budget, to the President's
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foreign policy, to the President’s manpower and employment

policy, to the President and his relationships with the
Thure are issues that are fuandamental.

Congress./ This country is in a housing depression; this

country has over 11 per cent unemployment. As to what the

Adrministration says, 8.3, this country has siow econonic

growth, this country has a ris.ng crime rate This country

has serious economic and social problems and I think that a

man that has been in government as long as I nave been and

11

now has the responsibilities that I have and the opportunity

to serve ought to address himself to those problems, and

that is exactly what I am doing as Chairman of the Joint

Economic Committee, and I think one of the reascons some of the

peonle in America look to me with some favor is because they

think I am really working on the problems that affect their

lives, and I hope they do feel that way because that is exactly,

what I want to do I want to do the very best I can in the
time that I have as a Senator, or whatever public position
may hold, to address the nation's problems, and I think I
know something about them.

MRR. DONALDSOHN: Senator, I think we have to ask cne

4

nore campaign-related question because we do want to get your

views on thosc other issues.

There are several thingsinwour background that some of

the candidates and people are talking about and one is the way |

i
1

you settled your 1972 campaign debt; four cents on the dollar.|
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Would you explain to us why vou think that was a fair
settlement?

SENATOR HUMPIIREY: Well, I wish it could have bheen
better, but let me tell you, don't cry over the fact that some

of those who got that limited amount of payment received

: R only so little.

First of all, fhey were all people who knew me very
well. They knew when they made the loan that there was a
possibility that it cculdn't all be paid back. They also are

people that can well afford it and the most interesting thing

“ about this, I keep getting questions from people about it, but

f

the veople that got paid back are not crying a bit. They are
perfectly content. A3 a matter of fact, most of them would
like to see me President of the United States. They would
like to do it all over again.

I have told them that one of the reasons I don't want

to run is that I am sick and tired of trying to face these

’,problems of financing a campaign and I predict that evexy

candidate will be saying that before they are through, evan
with public financing such as we have now, where in primaries
you can get half of your total campaign exzpenditures.

I predict that you will have plenty of problems even

under this situation.

* * k % % %
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MR. CLARK: In relation to your resvonsibility to the

| are going to be needed this year to stimulate the economy?

SENATOR HUMPHREY: Well, as you know, we have a budget pro-

' cess in the Congress for the first time, and we are very

| proud of it. I think we need to look at the entire fiscal

Stpicture, the budget picture, and then we need to keep a constantf

| own judgment has bsen -~ and I sc¢ recommended in an interim

watchful eye on the eccnomy

I believe that is the sensible way to approach it. My

report of the Joint Economic Committee, that we have a tax

cut for the full year of around a $20 billion figure. The

President has raised that to $28 billion with offsets and re-
ductions in spending, which of course just neutralizes the ex-
pansionary stimulus effect of any kind of tax cut.

MR. CLARK: The President in his State of the Union address
talked about a $10 billion tax cut this yezar.

SENATOR HUMPHREY: Yes,

MR. CLARK: Are you saying Democratics probably will not

match that?

SENATOR HUMPHREY: No, I am not saving that. Of course
he talked about a $10 billion tax cut, plus a $10 billion re~-
duction in the budget. That would reduce his budget down
again from 395 down to 35, And might I quickly add that

the $395 billion figure was just picked out of thin air here
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. a few months ago and now the President has come in and tried

to get a budget that would meet that figure.

Mr. Ford has a problem. He comes up with these quick sug-
gestions and then he has to reverse his field For example,
he asked, if you will remember, in December 1974, for a five
percent increase in taves. In January, however, of 1975, he
came in and recommended that we have a substantial tax reduc-
tion. And I think that Mr Ford again has got himself trapped
into a situation where he has made a budget figure and now is
trying to rationalize it. But again, on your taxes, ve

will watch it very carefully, I was the first man in Congress

to propose, in the beginning of this recassion, a very substan- f

tial tax cut. I bhelieve that people with purchasing power

do the best job of reving up the economy and getting the peopl=z|

back to work.

MR. DONALDSON: The President has proposed new payroll
taxes, a lifting of the base on Social Security payments,
saying the fund is going broke, Senator Long, however,
the Chairman of the Finance Committee in the Senate, suggests
that perhaps the best way to do it is to go into the general
revenue fund. What do you favor?

SENATOR HUMPHREY: The payroll tax that the President
has recommended is very hard on low-income people because,
remember, it only affects people with. incomes under $15,000,

the payroll tax. It is taxable for Social Security benefits
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%zand unemployment compensation. They are both paid by the

| employer, and Social Security in part by the employee. So it is

. a heavy cost on hiring new workers. t is a heavy cost on pro-

|| duction. So the President's Social Security taxes, at this
i

%étime, will have, I think, a very unfortunate effect upcn economid

;I;recovery Also it will be a direct burden upon the lowest in-

L come neople. I therefore believe that there is a better way
i‘You can either raise the taxable bass uv to a higher fiqure,

§5if you wish to, to get more ravenue, or you can do as Senator
‘:Long has indicated: go to the general revenue for what addi-

! tional monies vou need, That would have to come out of ceneral

1

?income taxes Or vou could have a better policy of invest-
Tment of Social Security funds in securities that pav a better

;rate of interest

H We now have evidence that the American worker has subsi-

dized this economy to the tune of many billions of dollars

| because of low interest rate investment.

i
I
|
i
!

i

t
i
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MR. DONALDSON: When you explain some alternatives,
which one do you favor?

SENATOR HUMPHREY: Well, I think if I had to, I would
favor at this time no change in the taxes, right at this time
The main reason is that I don't want to in any way cbort the
recovery of --

MR. DONALDSON: Would you go to general revenues?

SENATOR HUMPHREY: Yes, if we had to, but I don't think
we have to do it at this time.

MR. DONALDSON: Don't I recall, Senator, that in your
1968 presidential campaign you did vpropose as a major policy
issue that we go to the general revenues?

SENATOR HUMPHREY: Yes. Yes, I favor that but not,
let me say, at this particular time. When we have such &
slow rate of recovery, I don't think we ought to rock the
boat with any additional taxes, any additional drawdown. It
isn't as if Social Security is going to go broke this year.

I think we have got to get the economy hack on its feact
and once you get the economy back and you get these ten million
or more workers back to work paying Social Security, your fund
will start to increase. That is much Dbetter.

MR. CLARK: Senator, I am still thinking back to that
1968 campaign, but that proposal you made to use general
Treasury revenue for the Social Security benefits came under

very heavy attack from those who think this would open the
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flocodgates and destroy the Social Security Systen.
SENATOR HUM?HREY: I know, but many reople have
siuce Ltuen
changed their minds, / fortunately, and I think we will have a
much more objective view.

I might point out at that time we had 3.6 per cent
unemployment. January, 1569. gentlemen, 3.6 unemployment;
inflation rate, 4.5. Today the official rate of unemployment,
quote, is 8.3, and the rate of last year's aver:sge rale of
inflation was nine per cent. Double. Conditions are very
different.

Tnhe important thing for us now ic to get this country
back to work. Get it back te work. Get it off of welfare.
Get it off of waste, and what we have got here is what I call
the three Ws. We have Welfare and Waste with this
Administration and we Democrats want to put this country bhack
to work; get people on jobs.

MR. CLARK: The Library of Congress, as you know, I am

sure, has been rather rough on your program for putting the

country back to work. VYour unemployment bill, which would try
to reduce unemployment to three or four per cent by the end of
1976, the Library of Congress made a study of two proposals, ;
either reducing to the three or four percent level, said both é
of them would he extremely costly and would bring a resurgence ;
of inflation up to the 10 or 12 per cent level. i

SENATOR HUMPHREY: Well, let's take a loo:.



17

ch

2,

e e ——

18

First of all, we are rewriting our employment bill
completely, I think you should know that.

MR. CLARK: You are no longer supporting tha:?

SENATOR HUMPHREY: What we did here was to try to point

out the imperative necessity of work instead of food stamps

' and welfare and unerployment compensation, and work gives

people income and income permits pecople to pay taxes and to

. buy things which in turn puts this economy back where it ought

to be.

If we could cut our unemployment today, Mr. Clark, by

| half, just half, we would have a balanced budget and state

- govarnments and local governments would have no problem at all

|

The problem of the deficit in this government today, this
fiscal deficit, budget deficit, is the cosi: of the recession
and carn I just continue here because this is important for
the people to know: The cost of this recession, according to
the government's own figures, from 1274 to 1980, is a trillion;
five hundred billion dollars in lost income. That is $7,000
for every man, woman and child in the United States.

Yow, the job of a political party and political 1eadershﬂpa
the job of a President and a Congress, is to get the American

people back to work and Mr. Ford's budget just doesn’t do that. |
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‘MR. CLARK: Jeaavor, if I could just point out, this
impartial Library of Congress study says that our program
ould cut unemployment in half, but wculd cost $35 billion in
the first year, and would not balance the budget at all but
5 f create more inflation.

SENATOR HUMPHREY: That is a bargain, because the cost

this year of unemployment benefits and of the social cost re-
8 lated to unemplovment is over $40 billion. If I thought ~--
believe me, if I thought we could spend $35 billion and achieve
10 a 4 percent unemployment rate this year, I would be on this
01 program asking for a half hour just to explain it to the people
2 and repeat it again and again.
93 The cost this year, Mr. Clark, is over $40 billion to
4 keep, according to the Government's own figure, over 8 percent
gg‘ of the people unemployed. Why, it is a bargain., But I am
1® telling you, I am wmore realistic, We have reanalyzed, = Love
17 analyzed our legislative proposals. I have had the best people

in America look at it. We will present in a couple of weeks an

18

. entirely new manpower and employment program which we hope will
20 bring down in the next three years =-- not 18 months -~ in the
- next three years, hopefully, unemployment dcwn to about four

22 percent. That would be a Godsend. This country will then have
23 a balanced budget, and not only that, we will have something

24 else: We will get our cities started, get our cities cleaned

sx || UPs we will build up our railroads, we will clean up our parks,
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| we will plant our trees.

Isn't it amazing that we can have adults by the millions
standing around drawing unemployment compensatior, food sctamps
;‘and welfare, which this Administration hands out, =nd we
:;are not doing a thing to clean up America, to f£ix up America?
Hubert H. dumphrey is a workman, and I will tell vou,

‘gif I could take $35 bhillion in that budget and g:t America back
to work, I would be elected President There isn't any doubt
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