FOR RELEASZ ATTER 12 HOOW
SUNDAZ, FZBRUARY 2, 1954

Following is the text of “Your Senators' Report,” a program done
jointly by Senator Joseph 3. Clark (D.Pa.) and Senator Hugh Scott (R.E)
for broadcast on 15 televisiofi and 38 radio stations in Pennsylvania.

GUEST: Hubert I, llumphrey
Senator from l.innesota

ANIIOUNCER: Your Senators! Report. TFrom the lation's Capitol we pre-
sent anotiner Deport to the Pecople of Pennsylvania., This unique award-
viming series oI programs, done in the public service, is brought to
you by Senator Joseph S, Clazk, Democra:, and Senmator Hugh Scott,
Cepublicen. To open today's program, here is Senator Clazk.,

CLARII: This is our last prozram for 1964, Just as ia 1962, we were
0iZ the air by veason of the regulations o7 the broadcasting companies
because I was running Zor reelection for SJenate; tlhiis year we are off
the air alter this show because Senator Scott is a candidate for re-
election, Ve DLoth wregrot this necessity but we understand it, Our
guest on this, our last prozram, is a famililar Figuve to all of our
listeners, Ile's the Jenior 3enator from liinnesota and Democratic Whip,
iubert I, lumphrey, a strong supporier of first the lennedy and now
the Johnson Administration. Hubert, I'm going to throw the first
question to you., Uhat do you hope and pray that we Democrats are
going to be able to accomplishi in the way of major legislation in this,

~

the second session of the 80th Congress?

HUPIREY: Uell, £irst of all, Semator Clark -- and I'1l speal: 0 you
aZfectionately as Joe Jron hereon out --

SCOTIT: And call me Hush,

OUMPHREY: 1I'1l call you Hugh, I was soing to get around to you very
shortly. I Iind myself in the position of beinz on the Zinal prograu.
I hope that this isn't because I'm on it. I trust that it's only be-
cause of the rules of the Federal Communications Commission and I
notice, Joe, that you rezreited the circumstances which necessitated
this concluding projram, mainly the rselection campaign of Jenator
Seott. llow, I'm sure that w2 have to zo throush these things, having
the reelection campaigns.,

CLARK: Now take it casy. There are lots of people who are glad the
sitow is ovex!

(Laughter)
HULPIDREY: Can't I get on to that question now?

SCOTT: I want you to but just because tlie record needs to be kept
clear and straight.... On the last program before Senator Clarl became
a candidate for reelection, on February &, '62, he said -- and we Find
no quarrel with this, either of us, I am sure -~ he said, "I regret
very much, may I say to our listeners, that this is the last joint
saoy that Senator Scott and I will participate in. We both hope that
1Z certain cvents happen toward the end of this year and I return to
the Senate, we'll start them again in 1953." And I said that while
1'd do my part tc elect a& Republican Senator that if Lie's elected 1'd
be happy to be on the show with him, 00 this i5 .eee
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HULFIDEY: 1I'm sure thils is reciprocated,

SCOIT: This is the that both of us have,
CLAIIL:  This does not mean that I will not really eat my lLieart out to
oceat nim next liovenbaw,

HUMPIRIY: Well, I see we're oS5 to a good start so I'1l attempt to
Tespond to the question that you placed to me, Joe, Of course, the
rrogram in the scconc session of the $3th Conpgress is well-knowm by
both oI you able Senators: the Tax Bill is top priovity wight at this
time. This bI1l i3 very much needed and I think it will be a great
help to our economy, Then the broad, compzechensive Civil Rights pio-
Gram that will come to us Jrom the Zouse of Representatives and 1 am
sure will De enacted by the Scnate. The Hospital and Hursing llome
program under Social Security, commonly veferred to as liedicave; this
is on the priority list., The passaze of the Youth Employment Oppoitun-
ities Zet, which includes the Youth Comservation Corps program and the
Hometovm Youth Corps, The llational Sezvice Corps Act, which was our
Domestic Teace Corps, so to spealk, Then this broad program of an at-
tacl: on poverty: the poverty of economic trouble; the povariy that
cones from illiteracy -=- in other words, an attack upon the problems
of i1lliteracy and upgrading our education. And then there will surely
be these reglonal programs such as Appalachiia, whicli you gentlcuen

arc so :involved Im, an¢ I liope we have one for the upper Great Lakes
area as well, And then a program in the Iield of lLousing, uroan re-
newval and development will be hich on the agenda, Rezular appropria-
tion bIll, with expanded hospital and nursing hLome construction; hous=-
ing Jdor the elcerly =-- and I trust that we'll do much more in that than
we've done, 2ven though we've had a zood stari, Then our program of
implementing the legislation on higher education and vocational ecuca-
tlon, passed in the £irst session of the 08th Congress, and our appro=-
priations and programs for mental health and mental retardation. Mow
that's a pretty good outline of what we're going to do. OJenator Scott,
with your cooperation and with the enthusiastic leadexshiip of yvour
colleague, Senator Clark, I am confident that the second sz2ssion of the
00th Conzress can be a very great success. And both of you can go
Lack to your respective congstituency saying that you've done your part,
Anc I know of no better record upon vhich you can run, Senator Scott,
than to carry through thioge items of the program I've outlined.

CLARI: Can you really be in favor of the Johnson program as he's out-
lined it?

SCOTT: I have a very fine record -- I hope ~-- and I'm interested be-
cause I imagine that this is about what you said at the beginning of
the G0th Congress a year ago, and 1'm wondering what malies you so op-
timigtic when one-thizd of your party is resolutely determined to dig
their heels in on a filibuster on civil wights. I wonder whethor you
are projecting this for one year or for ten years? And I also wonder
wiy, when you've had control of the liouse and Senate for thirty-two out
of the last thirty-six years, you haven't done more about the poverty
which you so recently discoverecd?

HULIPIREY: Well, to answer your most recent utterance, one of the rea-
sons we haven't been able to do more is we haven't had quite enough
enthusiastic uesponse and cooperation Zrom the Republican Party. It's
the party more or less of the Lost Horizon rather than the llew Frontiew,
you see,

GCOTT: This is the technique of the lion blaming the sheep and of the

(HOLE)



cwo-thirds majority complaining about the one~thivd minority, lubert.

How don't you think you've ridden that old liozse long enough?

OUWPEREY: 1o, as a matter of fact, we' haven't really been able to
tell the public the truth about the kind of obstructionism we run in-
to. 3But I want to come back to this progrem, for the 38tn Congress.,

SCOIT: TYes, Decause wien you mention obstyuciionism are you thinking
oI your twenty-Zlve Democrats who won't be with you?

HULPIREY: Ve dom't have that many. Tz have about, 1'd say, twenty-
two Southern Democrats who will oppose us on the civil rights issue.

SCOTIT: You'll support all of them Zor reclection,
LUMPIDEY: o, many ol them won't ask me to.

SCOIT: ‘lour party will support thmm. liayue you're persona non grata
in a few places.

TUUPHREZ: Vell, I wasn't plamming on campaigning in all of those
states, unless jyou caa Iix Lt up -~ 1f you have any influence in my

pacty, you might be able to Zix it up so that I could campaign around.

you would hiave accomplisii-

7
5SLON,.

SCOTT: I I had any inZfluence inyour party
ed a lot more than you have in the last se

CLARIL: lwbert, I would point out, that while we have perhaps eighteen
Cemocrats who are against some o the programs of the President, most
o.. the things you outlined would be supporied by the Senators Ziom
Tennessee, the Senators from Alalama. It's that hard core of leolith=-
ic men in the right-wving of the Republican Party who really gilve us
most of our trouble,

BUMPIDEY: The difference is, Joe, that in the Democratic Party we do
have people of different persuasion, of course, as you have in the
Republican Party and we Lave wvhat we call our conservative clement in
the Democratic Party. They rcpresent about a quarter of the Party
strength. The Republicans have a little dullferent balance. They
hiave a conscrvative clement, some o wiiich goes bacl: into ancient his-
y, in temms of political philosophy, of aboui thrce-fourths. You
ve about a quarter who come in the liberal group, and I am very
proud of that group, and then you have tlirece-~fourtlis over here that

e still battling back in the days o the thirties.

SCOIT: Well, Hubert, I was out in your home towm, where you were
born, in [luron, South Dakota, the othier dayesee

CULPHREY: o o o« o & Democratic strongliold e
3COTT: .... anc 1 dropped by the phaitmacy ol your brother, Ralph, and

he never tolc me that you didn't know how to count or that you were
bad in eritimetic, You say three-fourths of the liepublicans arve all

3
5
.

bac

HUMPIMEZ: Ch no, 1 said they werc comservative; I didn't say they
rere bad, I just sald they were misgjuided,

SCOTT: liisguicded, whatever choice you want, Dut Lave you remembered
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or Zorzotten that on several of the civil rights bills all Republicans
voted for them and that on one liey vote, twenty-eight oul o thirty-
three Republicans, not so very long agzo, supported a civil rights vote
vhiere you couldn't get wwo-uui;ds of your ovm pcople?

CLALI:: Ilow many oZ them voted £or cloture?

SCOTT: Uell, a great many voted Zfor cloture. Liore than two-thivds L&
you'll look into it,

INPIDEY: 1'd like to interrupt the argument by saying that rvather
than to discuss the errors oI yestercay ~- and that would malke a
splendid documentary -- that we uight think about what we could do
about tomorrow. You give us twenty-Iive Republicans; we'll put
throush a civil rights program that is the best that this countr

ever had ox ever even dreamec¢ of, And we've going to need tWGHuY'LLVQa
And 1'm going to say vight now,for civil rights it requires bipartisan
support.

SCOTT: Vay are you going ¢o need twenty-Ifive?

GULPIINEY: Let's quit lLiidding each other and the constituentis. Thae
fact of the matter Zs -~ the facts of life awve =-- that the Southern
Scnators are not golng to vote Zor civil rights. You Lnow that and
I Inow it. This is just the way it is. Tais is cxactly lilie asking
a Zarner Ironm Uansas o vote agalnst wieat. And you know he isn't
going to do it,

SCOIT: You are goin: to et two-~thirzds of the Republicans; you'll get
at least twenty-two. I hope you'll get tuenty-five; I hope you'll get
all of them,

o

ULPEREY:  Ule need twenty-£ive oI them,

SCCTT: But every time you cry about the nead for more Lepublicans in
the JSenate to accomplish certain things I say to nyselZ, if wz are so
valuable, then wliy oppose us fovr olfice? Uhy not elect the Republicars
as a majority and then we can take on this program Zor ourselves with
full responsibility. Then you don't have to say, “ile Democrats could
give the people a Zine program i1f the LNepublicans -- ouh-numberec

1

one~-third ~=- LI the Republicans would onTy be with us

CLARI: Tiell, the answer
the United States oZ Ameri
1 can well uncderstend thei

that is vcry clear indeed, The people of
a just don't want to elect Republicans and
z fine discrimination,

o
DC'

HUIIPIREY: I see you have a very Zriendly show lLiere.
3COTT: 1 haven't szid one thing, Ilubert, and that i1s that you asl
vhether we cupport these p:ograms.

i
o
[ =

3 <y

J.LU?I.;L.I.A.-H.... 128,

SCOTT: OF course I support thie tax bill, I support the civil rights
bill and I've given you hielp wmany times when you neecaed 1t, 1 sce you
raisz your Zinger like tuis,

HUHPIDEY: Ancd you've regponded well,

SCOTT: 4nd I've responded and said, “All right, this is in the
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flation's interest and I'll bDe for it,” And I'm going to be for a
J0o0d part o:f your prosvan, but I'm going to reserve the right to be
selective and not mercly obedient.

HULPIDSY: Well, I think all of us cdo that, Huzh, and I want to say
that im support oI the civil rights L1l =-- which you cdo and vhich
you've actlvely done tlioughout the yeavs -- you will be able to go
to your constituents and tall: of a gooc¢ zecozd in this avca. Tuis is
a bipartisan measure. I'm not Zoing to be on this program to puatend
that civil rigiits can be passed by the Domocrats, because —t can't,.
It requires bipartisanship., And I thalnk chat more than anything else,
that the people want to ncar the truth Zrom us. e need biparitisan-
siip in ecivil uights. Ue've got to have it. The partyol JAbraham
Lincoln has an ovligation just as the party of Franklin Roosevelt and

Thowas JeSferson Lias an oblication.

——)

SCOTT: 1lell, we'we the ones vio thousht up civil rights. Go all the
way bacl: to Lincoln. Iie have tlie oblication.

DULPERZY: I'1l1 tell wyou what I'11l do. I'll zive you all the credit
in the world, &1l I want to do is to pass it. low, we'vre going to
be able zt least to jrocuce Zorty-ome to Zowty~two Demociatic votes
Foir civil ¥ights.

CLARI:: Fox cloturc.

SUMPIIRAY:  Ancd Zov cloture., Senator, Joe, you'res rigut, e need
cloture Zirst because I don't want us to jo thiough this niserable
perormance oI the nrocess of attrition, trying to sec how we can wear
each other down in ouder to bring up an Zssue,.

CLAPII: Tell the audience wiiat clotuze is,

HULIPHREY: Uell, cleture simply means bringing a question to a head,
It calls off debate so you can vote on tlie substance o thic issue,
Tuat's vhat Iit's all zbout.

CLARX: You ueed two=-thiizds ol the Scnators present and voting to get
it. You can pass tue clvil zignts b1l with a simple majority but
you can't [et to a vote on it unless you can jet sixty-seven 3enators
to say, ‘“e've Liad enougli ot air, let's sStop...”

SCOTT: /mnd you have sinty-seven Democrats and, admittedly, you can't
get them all?

CLARK: Yes.

3COTIT: You need help Zrom us, Tle owe it to our own responsibility,
we owe it to decengy, anc we ocve it Lo our owvm commiiwencs to clignity
and equality among men L0 come in there and help you.

HUILIPTIREY: Exactly.

3COIT: 1I'm going to do it to the very limit that I cam help to do it
and I think we'll give you our proportionate quota. But I thinlk there
are a fow little tester~-totiecrcrs on the Lemocratic side who could be
brought over with a little more oI thiat persuasive unciion that you
use.

HULPIREY: Ve've worlking on them aud I want to say that all the reports
thus far look very reassuring.

CLARK: Hubert, it seems to me that it's fairly clear that we're
going to pass a tax bill in the next couple of weeks, but what are the
tactics? UWhat is the stratecy of the Democratic leadership in bring=-

ing the civil rights bill to a vote in the Senate?
(MORE)
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HUMPHREY: Well, I don't believe that's all been fully agreed upon yet,
Joe, but the last conference in which I participated it appeared that
we would have the bill as it came from the House. And it is my view
that the best that we can do in the Senate is to pass a bill as it
comes from the House. I doubt that we can strengthen any such bill,
and we'll be very fortunate if we can hold what is in the House bill.
And when it comes, we can refer it to a committee giving them a
certain day to report back or we can act on it immediately. Now we
have a precedent for this in 1957, I believe, and in 1960. We can
intercept the bill, so to speak, as it comes through the door of the
Senate and call it up for immediate action. Or we can use it as... we
can put it on the calendar and refer it to committee with instructions
to the committee to report back to the Senate in, let's say a week or
10 days, whatever we wish to do. It would be one of those two. But
as you know, whatever move we make will be subject to debate and it is
there that your description of cloture -- and what cloture means ==
comes into effect.

SCOTT: That's what I wanted to point out here that in this entire
century of 63 years, as far as I am able to find out, the Republican
Party has never conducted a filibuster on its own responsibility and
I'm glad we have that record.

HUMPHREY: All to your credit, sir. Can I just say this about civil
rights and maybe then we can move on to something else? It seems to
me that the civil rights issue today is of such national importance --
such overriding importance -- that it's almost in a position like our
foreign policy. It requires bipartisan support. That doesn't mean
that you don't analyze it and that you don't evaluate it and offer
suggestions and proposals. But in the main, it appears to me that
we've got to make this a bipartisan, national issue and for once and
for all meet it head on. And I think we're going to do it and I
believe that 1964 will be a banner year. And both of you men who have
been stalwarts in this fight, you can claim a great deal of credit.

On the tax issue, I think that it's fair to say that those of us who
are concerned about jobs and concerned about a thriving economy and
concerned about the role of investment in this private enterprise
economy, are going to support this tax bill. I gather... I know
Senator Clark... Joe, you've said so and I gather you support the
tax bill.

SCOTT: I'm disappointed that there wasn't much tax reform left in
it

HUMPHREY: I don't think anyone could be more disappointed than your
colleague, Joe. And I'd like to join in that chorus. Tax reforms are
long overdue., But to put it bluntly, sometimes you can't get every-
thing you want. I think what we need now more than anything else is
this additional thrust for the economy, this additional force and
impetus that will help absorb what unemployed we have, and put to work
more people, and expand the use of our plants, and modernize our equip-
ment.

SCOTT: The President has come out with a budget of a little under
$98 billion, for which everybody commends him. But do you seriously
believe we will finish anywhere near that budget? Won't the President
send down a lot of supplemental requests? Won't the budget actually
go way over $100 billion before he's finished?

HUMPHREY: No, to the contrary. In fact I've discussed this intimately
and personally with the President and some of you have too because
President Johnson's had us all over to the White House discussing this
budget with him. This budget that he sent down here is the Presidentia:
budget and he said there would be no supplementals to this particular
budget. In fact, he told us the other night that he expected the
Congress to cut the budget some. He said that, as Majority Leader, he
cut three Eisenhower budgets several billions of dollars. And I think
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he expects that we're going to do some cutting. And, may I add that he,
himself... I make a prediction here. I predict that President Johnson
will send a supplemental budget message to Congress, particularly on
Federal employment, reducing his budget request. Reducing it.

SCOTT: This will be not only Utopia, but an extra cut-rate Utopia
and you and I,..

HUMPHREY: 1It's going to happen.

SCOTT: ...have been taking some positions about cut-rate activities
I hope it happens but it is not the history of it to happen. And I
don't get to the White House as often as you do but I was down there
recently and hope to do so again...

CLARK

Not for four years more.

SCOTT: I was there the other night as a guest of President Johnson
and he said to us pretty much as you've said here about the budget. I
would say the reception was skeptical. I think you will come in with
considerable supplementals. I think the deficit will be twice what
you're anticipating.

CLARK: Oh, you're so gloomy today.
HUMPHREY: You ought not to feel this way. You're such a fine man.

SCOTT: I really am a very fine man. But what I'm getting at is...
why I'm gloomy. Let's look at it. There have been 34 years in this
century where the Republicans had party control. There have been 30
years when the Democrats have had control of the White House, 1900 to
1964, 1In those years, the Republicans have balanced 22 budgets and
the Democrats have balanced only three. And that's why I'm gloomy.

CLARK: And those were the years in which progress in America was
made and we caught up a little bit on our social and economic obsoles-
cence, passed the reforms without which the Republic might well have
floundered; and then we just sat down under a tree for a while and let
the Republicans do nothing.

SCOTT: Your periods of the unbalanced budgets then were the periods
in which you passed your debts on to your grandchildren and everybody
gotees

CLARK: Well, now, you had the largest unbalanced budget in peace
time history -- Dwight David Eisenhower and you know it. $i3 billion.

SCOTT: You don't think that the...

HUMPHREY: Would you like to comment on that"

SCOTT: Yes. Most of the time you don't want me to comment. But I
would say this: There was one budget which was very high because we
had the depression of -- what was the year '567?...

CLARK: The second Eisenhower recession, I think you'd call it.
SCOTT: Nobody wants to see a recession. Generally speaking it

o - 3 R .

CLARK: We haven't had any since Kennedy was in.

SCOTT: ...accurate to charge the recession against the President.

But that's your tactics to charge the recession entirely to Mr. Eisen-
hower, "who went out and brought everybody to their knees and", I
believe =-- according to your view =-- "they sold apples." Actually it
was a recession and as a result of the recession, the revenues did not
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come in as anticipated and there was a very big deficit. But even so,
the total of the Eisenhower deficits was still no greater than the
total of Democratic presidents in various periods such as a typical
four years or eight years under Roosevelt, for example. You had a good
many deficits, and you'll have bigger ones than $13 billion if you

stay in power longer than this year.

HUMPHREY: Deficits are not the worse thing that can happen to a
country. There's something worse than a deficit, that's defeat and
war and depression and destruction of democratic institutions...

CLARK: Chronic and persistent unemployment.

HUMPHREY: ...and the breakdown of your economy. These are things that
we'd like to avert and I think that we have done a very good job of it.
And. I repeat once again, we ought to look ahead. I think most of our
viewers and listeners know what we've done in the past. I think they'd
like to know, for example, what we're going to do about youth employ-
ment where we find a rising tide of teenage unemployed. I think they'd
like to kncw what we plan on doing further in the field of education
than we've done. And then, I think people would like to know how
we're going to attack these pockets of poverty. Now this is what
people want to know. This other stuff that we're going through is

just so much chit-chat about yesterdays and it doesn't get us any

place where we ought to be tomorrow. What are we going to do about

the elderly people here and their medical problems?

SCOTT: Hubert, all of these questions raise a further question.
Some of these bills you mention have been passed in the Senate and
have gone to the House. You have a majority of about 100 over in the
House and there they stay -- locked up and nothing happens to them.

HUMPHREY: In the Rules Committee. Could you get me one of those
Republicans?

SCOTT: I'd be glad to help.
CLARK: Just one Republican., All we need is one Republican.
SCOTT: You very often had my one Republican vote when I was over

there on the Rules Committee. But you enlarged the Rules Committee, by
adding two more Democrats...

CLARK: And one Republican.

SCOTT: .+«sand one Renublican, in order to make sure you had the
missing vote which you lost in some key issues after I left the House.
So you created the Rules Committee exactly as you wanted it to make
sure you could carry out your purnoses and you fell all over your own
feet again and you're just as badly off as if you hadn't...

HUMPHREY: That's why we need your help, Hugh.

SCOTT: But I'm not a member of the House.
CLARK: It would be a great thing if you were,
SCOTT: I'm going to say to the people out there, "you notice that

two Democrats are continuously saying how much they need my help in
the Senate."

CLARK: I'd like to have your help in the House. Why don't you go
back to the House and work on the Rules Committee?

SCOTT: When you say war is worse than a deficit, of course it is.
But are you arguing that an unbalanced budget leads to peace or that
a balanced budget leads to war?
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HUMPHREY: You're too smart for that, Hugh.

SCOTT: I'm too smart, but I'm trying to find out if you two fellows
HUMPHREY: I may not be too intelligent or smart, but I do know that
we... that the large deficits that accrued in this country were in the
war years and in the Korean war years, and in these periods of vast
readjustment when our country had to take on unbelievable responsibili-
ties for world security and all that goes with it. I'm not saying that
a deficit is something to cherish, something to look forward to. But
I am saying that it's better to have had a deficit than to have had
weakness. It is better to have had a deficit than to have had con-
tinued depression and chronic unemployment., Now, what are we trying t«
do, and what I said a moment ago, is with programs such as civil right:
and the tax program, and the youth employment program, and the area
redevelopment program, and the attack on poverty to eliminate these
deficits. We can improve the economy.

SCOTT: Yes, and I am for doing those things. I'm for doing them
wisely and as soon as we can wherever they are useful to the Republic.
But, you both had a little fun with me about the Eisenhower heavy
deficit that year and neither one of you...

HUMPHREY: You and Joe were battling it out -- you Pennsylvanians.

SCOTT: ...Were candid enough to mention that these deficits were
created by the obligations incurred by the Democratic House and Demo-
cratic Senate. And the Chief Executive can only carry out, and appro-
priate, and spend the money which the Congress gave him. So you put
him in this bucket and then you are trying to exploit it.

HUMPHREY: That's just not the fact. The fact of the matter is that in
each of the Eisenhower years -- and I think President Eisenhower did
many good things -- but in each of those years, the then Majority
Leader of the United States Senate, Senator Lyndon B. Johnson, proudly
proclaimed that he had been responsible as the Majority Leader here in
the Senate and Rayburn in the House for cutting the budget request of
President Eisenhower. So that had we appropriated as much as the
President had asked for, the deficit would have been even larger. Now
you know that...

SCOTT: No, I don't know that because... know the facts because I
was here. What happened was that the Majority Leader frequently got
up and said, "I'll cut this, that and the other," including certain
space and research projects, by the way, which were cut by Representa-
tive Mahon, I think it was, in the House and by the Majority Leader in
the Senate. These cuts were made and this was claimed as saving money.
But in the meanwhile, in other areas, back on the ranch in other
departments, you were increasing the budget and you were creating new
obligational situations which had to be met out of the budget.

HUMPHREY: Senator, the facts are that from 1953 through the Eisenhower
Administration of January, 1961, some $13 billions were cut by the
Congress out of the budget requests of the President. Now that is a
fact. I'm saying that the total when you add up what was asked for and
what was appropriated and when you add up what was added and what wasn'
added...

SCOTT: I hope you can get your leadership to give you some of these
things which are good and some you won't get, but before we close the
program, I have...

HUMPHREY: You have a present for us?

SCOTT: Not for you. But since this is our last program, I have a
present for Senator Clark, (much laughter) because Senator Clark says
he has to go out on the hustings now and oppose me from now on and I

hope we'll both be back together. Meanwhile, if he's got to oppose me,
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I want him to use soft gloves instead of fists, so Senator Clark,
with my compliments (giving him a set of boxing gloves).

CLARK: I'm grateful to you for this kind gift, but I'm going to
leave this show and turn these in for a pair of brass knuckles.

HUMPHREY: 1ell, I hope that you men will fight with the Marquis of
Queensherry rules, brass knuckles or not.

SCOTT: Well, he can put these on over the brass knuckles.

HUMPHREY: These are mighty fine. As a matter of fact, they look like
they're just made for a national campaign...

SCOTT: It looks to me like you're both heavily armed.

CLARK: Now, the format on this show, ladies and gentlemen, is that
Hugh closes it. He doesn't have much time left. So I want to turn it
over to him with this remaining question. Senator Humphrey has out-
lined the Johnson Democratic program. I want you to tell our audience
just which parts of it you're against, I think you're really for

every bit of it. You ought to be running as a Democrat. I don't think
your own right-wing is going to be happy with your position...

SCOTT: You ask me this question when the show is eight seconds
over. It will take me a half an hour to do it and I'll be glad to meet
you again if you get the consent of the Democratic Party to put you on,

ANNOURCER: Ladies and gentlemen, you've been listening to Your Senators
Report from Washington, D.C., a report to the people of Pennsylvania
brought to you in the public service by Senator Josenh S. Clark, Demo-
crat, and Senator Hugh Scott, Republican.

SCOTT: I £find that even though he's closed the show that we
actually had 22 seconds left and I don't think I can do it in 22
seconds either, DBut I will answer from time to time, the things I'm
for and the things I'm against and I hope that people will be satisfied

HUMPHREY: I proclaim it a draw. (Laughter)
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