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MEET T H E P R E S S 

MR. SPIVAK: Our guest today on MEET THE PRESS is 
Senator Hubert H. Humphrey of Minnesota, a candidate for the 
1972 Democratic presidential nomination. Senator Humphrey 
was Vice President during the Johnson Administration and the 
Democratic presidential nominee in 1968. 

Senator, I'd like to start the questions with this: According 
to some of your friends, and many of your critics, you face at 
least two major obstacles in getting the Democratic nomination 
this time, and I'd like your answers to the questions they raise. 

First, since you lost to Richard Nixon in 1968, why should 
you be nominated again, rather than one of the other candidates? 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: The loss was very close, and I think 
if you recall we had tremendous momentum in the final part of 
that campaign, picking up about eight million votes in the last 
three weeks, according to the people that calculated the election 
results. I have several months between now and November, and 
if I could pick up eight million votes in three weeks, I think that 
I can pick up enough votes, may I say, to win in 1972. I haven't 
the slightest doubt that that is very possible. 

MR. SPIVAK: Senator, they say, however, that you have lost 
a great many votes because you identify too closely with yes­
terday's politics and yesterday's programs, when both the young 
and the liberals are calJing for new politics and new programs. 
How do you respond to that? 
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SEN~TOR J:IUMPH.REY: I think what the American people 
are calhng _for IS expenence. I think they are calling for a steady 
hand. I thmk they are calling for insight into the problems of 
toll_lorrow as. well a.s those of today. I offer the people of the 
Um~ed Stat~s experience-a Mayor, a Senator, a Majority Whip, 
a VIce-Presid.ent. I have traveled the length and breadth of this 
count_ry. I thmk I have some idea about the international scene, 
knowmg the people. I am now a Senator and I make new pro­
posals. I think it is fair to say that I a~ not old hat. In fact 
what .I am re~lly. offering is new proposals for a new day i~ 
American pubhc hfe. I haven't the slightest doubt but that we 
can offer what the people need. 

(Announcements) 

M~. BRODER: Senator Humphrey, the Florida primary Tues­
day IS your first chance to prove that you are a winner Do you 
expect to win in Florida? · 

SE~ATOR HU.MPHREY: I expect to do very well, Mr. Broder. 
I ~esitate t9 get mto the numbers game. Ever since New Hamp­
sh~re I have tho.ught this was a rather hazardous pursuit. We are 
domg well. I thm~ we have good momentum, and I believe I am 
the only progressive Democrat that has a chance to beat Mr 
Wallace. · 

MR. BRODER: What does it say about your candidacy if Mr 
Wallace heats you in Florida? · 

SENA~OR .HUMPHREY: First of all, I don't like to look on 
the.negativ~ Side, ~s y~u know, but if that should happen, I think 
all I~ says Simply Is, With 11 candidates in the field, it is entirely 
possible. Mr. Wallace h~s a solid block, as we know, that always 
reports for duty every time he is up for election, and I think you 
would have .to look at the percentage, the total percentage of the 
others o~tside ?f Mr. Wallace. It would do nothing to damage 
my candidacy m the Democratic party if Mr. Wallace should 
wm, becau.se I do not consider Mr. Wallace to be what I call a 
card-carrymg Democrat. 

MR. ~R?.DE.R: Sen~ tor, on the Today Show on February 11th, 
you .said, It IS my JUdgment that Mr. Wallace's strength in 
Flor.1da has waned. In 1968 I defeated Mr. Wallace in Florida 
I thmk people may have forgotten that. I have the feeling that 
we may pull an upset." Those are your quotes? 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: That is correct. 

MR. BRODER: Do you still feel that that is possible? 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: There were three candidates in 
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1968: Mr. Nixon, Mr. Wallace and myself. I defeated Mr. Wallace. 
Mr. Nixon defeated both of us. It is an entirely different show 
than it is now. Now you will find 11 candidates, and we have to 
divide up a spectrum, so to speak, or a pie in many small pieces, 
so I don't think the situations are comparable. But we are going 
to do very well. 

MR. BRODER: It is the same situation as you faced on Febru­
ary 11th when you made that prediction about an upset. 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: Let's hope we do. You know I'd like 
to see that. That would be some real top-grade news. 

MR. SHEEHAN: Senator, I'd like to switch from the numbers 
game, as you called it, to the Vietnam War. Mr. McGovern said 
recently that if nominated and if elected he would withdraw our 
troops from Vietnam within ninety days after he took office. If 
nominated and if elected, how long would Hubert Humphrey 
take before he withdrew all of our troops from Vietnam? 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: I don't think that is an unreason­
able figure. I didn't recall that Senator McGovern had made that 
specific a date line, but in light of the fact that we have been 
withdrawing troops from Vietnam longer than it took us to 
defeat Hitler in World War II, I thin}\ an additional ninety days 
after January 20th sounds rather reasonable, as a matter of 
fact. It may even be a little extended. 

MR. SHEEHAN: A follow-on to that if I may, Senator. When 
we talk about withdrawing troops from Vietnam, I think it is 
only fair to admit, to concede, that if one takes all American 
troops out of Vietnam, a Communist government may come to 
power in Saigon. Are you willing to see a Communist government 
come to power in Saigon as a result of withdrawing American 
troops from that country? 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: Mr. Sheehan, this is all a matter of 
a man's judgment and his own evaluation of what might happen. 
In other words, the "maybe" game, or the "might" game. I am 
not sure of what is going to happen, but this I am sure of, that 
it is long past time for us to be out of Vietnam. We should 
do this for our own national interests as a matter of highest 
national policy. 

I also believe that we are leaving South Vietnam with a power­
ful military force, over a million men trained in the regular 
armed forces, the fifth largest Navy. They have the best equip­
ment that this country has been able to produce, and we have 
supplied it to them in vast quantities. They have billions of dol­
lars of equipment in surplus. They have 500,000 troops in the 
militia, and I have a feeling that if a government and a country 
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with that amount of equipment and manpower can't take care 
of itself after ten of the best years of our lives having been given to that country, there is no reason at all for us to stay a 
single extra day. 

MR. SHEEHAN: Are you saying then, sir, that you are willing 
to take the risk-

SENATOR HUMPHREY: I am willing to take the risk be­cause I don't think it is a risk that is really going to materialize. 
MR. SIDEY: Senator, you have had a lot to say about taxes 

in your campaigns down there. I have read the litany about the loopholes and special privileges and that. I gather that you think the rich in this country are too rich, is that correct? 
SENATOR HUMPHREY: I gather that what I think is that the rich in this country get too many special privileges. I am not opposed to people being well to do and rich. As a matter of fact, 

I'd like to see more people have more income. But I don't think 
it is fair to load an undue burden of taxes upon middle income Americans, upon the wage earner, the hourly wage rate earner, the weekly, the monthly wage earner, and to let a handful of 
people in this country-and it is a very small number, but with tremendous wealth-literally have every special privilege and every tax loophole that the modern mind of the legal fraternity can figure out. 

MR. SIDEY: According to your program, there would be im­mense expenses for increased social security and the other things you advocate. Is it realistic to expect the closing of these loop­holes to pay for that, that only? 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: I think it is realistic to expect that, if you could get a President that would have the courage and the 
sens~ of .fair play and justice to lead the fight for a change, for tax JUStice and tax reform, and not just to go along with the pack, not just to let the lobbyists work the precincts up there on 
Capitol Hill, build up particular little nests of power and special 
P;I"ivilege areas. I think. a President must be the full representa­tive of all of the American people, and he ought to lay it on the 
line. He ~ught to point out that there were over 300 people in this country m the last two years with incomes over $250 000 that didn't pay a single dime of tax, that there were tho~sands of 
them with inc?mes over $20,000 that didn't pay any taxes, and 
he ought t? p~mt out that there were eight oil companies in this country with mcomes of over $2 billion that paid a smaller per­centage of tax on that income than an $8 000 salaried man with a wife and two children. ' 

I don't think that is fair. What this country needs is a Presi-
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dent that will speak for the people and the average working 
family. I want to be that President, and I am going to do it. 

MR. SIDEY: Mr. Humphrey, you suggest a rather unholy alli­
ance between the current administration and the corporate struc­
ture of America. Is it any different than when you had power? 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: Yes, I think it is different, consid­
erably different, more possibly in degree rather than in tenets, or 
basic philosophy. But this administration just knows who its friends are, and the people that are looking in on this television 
show are not included in that circle, an awful lot of them. It 
keeps its word with its friends, it really does. I want to say for the Nixon administration, it does, it does keep its word to its 
friends. 

MR. SIDEY: Who are its friends? 
SENATOR HUMPHREY: The banks, the large banks that 

made unprecedented profits in this administration in 1969, '70 and '71. The corporate wealth of this country that got a tax 
break of almost nine to 10 billion dollars in the recent tax bill. 
This administration takes care of its friends. It even takes care of some of them, according to what I have been reading lately­
at least there is some possibility, there is some allegation-in terms of mergers that even affect the Department of Justice. 

MR. KIKER: Senator Humphrey, the big issue in the Florida 
primary and one of the big issues nationally, today, is school 
busing. 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: Yes, sir. 

MR. KIKER: Some of the candidates in Florida have made it 
perfectly clear how they stand. Mr. Wallace is against it. Mr. 
Jackson is against it. Mr. Lindsay is for it. How does Hubert Humphrey stand? Are you for it or against it? 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: My position has never changed. I am opposed to massive compulsory busing that has as its sole 
objective racial balance based on a mathematical formula. I be­lieve in integrated education, I am opposed to segregated educa­
tion, I think it is fit, right and proper that you bus a child from an inferior school to a good school. I think it is wrong and doesn't 
make a bit of sense to bus a child from a good school to a poor school, and I think black parents and white parents both feel the 
same. Busing when it is used to improve the quality of education has its justification. When it is used to settle every racial prob­
lem in this country, it becomes divisive and it doesn't help. 

MR. KIKER: So you are for one-way busing? 
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SENATOR HUMPHREY: No, I am for educatio~. I am for 
improving the quality of education, and I see that busmg can .help 
that if it is used with plain ordinary common sense, Mr. K1ker. 

MR. KIKER: Are you against busing white children from 
amuent, let's say, upper middle class white suburbs into black 
schools? 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: No, I am not, not if the school is a 
good school, but I am opposed to busing anybody. fr~m a g?od 
school to a bad school, white or black. I think you Justify busmg 
on what it does for education. I think the problem of race rela­
tions in this country will be basically settled when we open up 
our neighborhoods, when we begin to practice real .equal OPJ?Or­
tunity in corporate business and in government and m education. 

MR. KIKER: I get back to a term that I obviously ha':e 
invented, that is, one-way using. You are for busing, to get It 
down again, for busing children of both colors from bad schools 
to good schools. 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: Correct. I want to help education, 
that is right. 

MR. KIKER: And you are against busing school children from 
good schools to bad schools. 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: Bad schools with poor teachers, 
exactly. 

MR. KIKER: It really comes down to black and white, doesn't 
it? 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: No, it doesn't. There are some very 
fine schools, may I say, that are in black neighborhoods with ex­
cellent teachers and good facilities. I just think that the average 
American has an awful lot of sense, and they don't like to h~ve 
their children bused long distances simply to satisfy some kmd 
of a mathematical formula. By the way, my position on this hasn't 
changed a bit. I, just before we came on this program, 8:sked a 
member of my staff to get my position, which is dated m Sep-
tember, 1971, and here is what it says: . "Busing has its only justification if it improves .the quality 
of education and equality of educational opportumty, but we 
must view busing as only one method and certainly not alw~ys 
the best solution for accomplishing the equitable desegregation 
of school districts. Wherever possible we should make full use of 
other methods" and by the way, the blacks like that, and the 
whites like it. 'Just yesterday in the City of Miami, in Flori?a, 
I received the unanimous endorsement of the largest black mm-
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isterial association in the city, so I think we are on pretty good 
ground. 

MR. SPIVAK: Senator, may I ask you a question. Governor 
Reubin Askew of Florida is risking his political life by asking 
the citizens of Florida to vote against a resolution which would 
prohibit forced busing, the first [Resolution]. What woulc\ you ad­
vise the people of Florida to do on that first resolution, would 
you ask them to vote for it or against it? 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: I would ask them to listen to a fine, 
courageous, decent Governor, and I have supported Reubin As­
kew's position totally. I do not believe in the Constitutional 
Amendment process, and I think that Governor Askew has dem­
onstrated the kind of political leadership that is making many 
an American have new faith in government. I support him to­
tally, and I am delighted to have the chance to say it on this 
program. 

MR. BRODER: Senator, continuing on the same subject, you 
say your position has not changed at all; you say you favor 
a broad attack on the problem of school desegregation rather 
than focusing on busing. 

I am puzzled then why you voted, on February 29th of this 
yea!, against Senator Ribicoff's amendment to require desegre­
gation of all metropolitan area schools in this country, in author­
izing $1 billion a year of federal funds to support that effort. 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: I consulted with what we call the 
Civil Rights Leadership Conference. I thought possibly they 
would have a pretty good idea as to whether or not this was a 
good amendment because it involved not one billion of dollars· it 
involved billions and billions of dollars, and it was a part of a 
program of amendments in the Congress that I thought was 
rather confusing. I am happy to say that Hubert Humphrey's 
votes and the Civil Rights Leadership Conference were right on 
the same target. They advised me, and I took their advice. 

MR. BRODER: That vote not only put you at odds with your 
colleagues, Senator M?ndale, Senator Hart, Senator Kennedy, 

Senators Bayh, Musk1e and McGovern, whom I think most of us 
would regard as pro-civil rights Senators, it also directly re­
versed your own vote on that same amendment on April 21st 
of 1971. 

Does that reversal have nothing to do with the Florida pri­
mary? 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: Not one bit, because the issue was 
entirely different. In 1971 we were voting on the whole subject 
of desegregated education, and I voted for it then. This time it 
was another one of the many amendments that was being 
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brought in as to whether or not you were for a constitutional 
amendment, and I am opposed to a constitutional amendment. I 
believe in total desegregation. There isn't the slightest doubt. 
I don't really think I have to present my credentials; I have been 
at it for 25 years. 

MR. SHEEHAN: Senator, you said earlier in response to a 
question from Mr. Spivak that you were in favor of new pro­
posals for a new day in American life. 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: Yes. 

MR. SHEEHAN: What is the most important new idea that 
you can give us for American life? What is the most important 
new proposal you have? 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: I would suggest that the time has 
arrived in our governmental structure when we need to take a 
good hard look at how we plan the better use of our resources: 
what should be our commitments ; what should be our priorities; 
what should be our goals ; and how can we mobilize the resources 
that we need to achieve a particular set of objectives. We have 
had no plans. We have got one budget each year. It is the most 
secret document, by the way, of the government. No one knows 
what is in it, except in the Executive Branch, until it is presented 
to the Congress. I am proposing a national growth and develop­
ment policy in which the Congress of the United States, in which 
state and local governments, and the executive branch of gov­
ernment can start to concentrate their attention on where we 
ought to go five years from now, ten years from now. What kind 
of policy should we have for energy, for communication, for 
transportation; how should we direct our energies and our re­
sources to environmental protection; how will we rebuild our 
cities? 

I submit that the Nixon administration has no urban policy, 
for example. I believe in planning the proper use of resources, 
the mobilization of them, learning from the space program, 
might I add, what you can do if you make up your mind to do it 
and set some targets and datelines. 

MR. SIDEY: Senator, do you believe that Richard Nixon is a 
total failure as President in his three years? 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: Mr. Sidey, I wouldn't make that ac­
cusation because there are some things, of course, that the Presi­
dent has done that I hope the American people will applaud. 

MR. SIDEY: What? 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: .He has withdrawn some troops 
from Vietnam. For this I am grateful. He has made the visit to 
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Peking. I support that; I think that was a valuable initiative. He 
is going to. travel to Moscow. We will have to wait to see what 
comes out of that. 

He has made some legislative proposals which I think surely 
merit what you call a pat on the back, an affirmative response, 
such as his welfare reform program, even though I don't think 
it went nearly far enough. But I consider Mr. Nixon's economic 
policies a colossal failure. I think that those policies have worked 
an undue h.ardship upon this country, and today, might I add, 
that the pnce control program of the Nixon administration is a 
hoax, a sham, a public relations gimmick that is not protecting 
the average wage earner and the working family of this country 
and is causing great hardship to people on fixed incomes. On that 
basis his administration is a failure. 

MR. SIDEY: You mentioned earlier that this administration, 
you believe, takes care of its friends. 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: Yes. 

MR. SIDEY: Could you go a little further on that? Do you 
believe the White House was implicated in this ITT matter, 
which is now being reviewed before the Congress? 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: I don't know, and I wouldn't want to 
make that kind of an accusation. I simply say that this particular 
situation is another one of those examples that erodes confidence 
in government, that causes suspicion and distrust and it seems 
to me that it is something that ought to be clarifled promptly. 
There has to be some kind of an answer to it. It is either true 
or it isn't true. 

MR. SIDEY: What is your feeling about someone like former 
Secretary of Commerce Stans going out to be chief fund-raiser 
after dealing in his government capacity with major corpora­
tions and businesses? 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: He will surely know where the 
money is and he will know who got the contracts, and may I say 
the GOP Newsletter is reminding all of those who have been at 
t~e government table that they should make generous contribu­
tions to the Republican National Committee. 

MR. SPIVAK: We have less than three minutes. 

MR. KIKER: Senator Humphrey, it is reported last week in 
Florida you sai~ if elected, ~en days later you would be pulling 
troops out of Vtetnam and, m response to a question from Mr. 
Sheehan you said perhaps ninety days was too long to get them 
all out. My question is this: If elected, would you be willing to 
set a date certain? 
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SENATOR HUMPHREY: Yes, sir, I surely would. 

MR. KIKER: Would that be predicated upon the release of 
the prisoners of war? 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: It would be predicated upon there­
lease of the prisoners of war. I do not think that any man that is 
serving as President of the United States, Mr. Kiker, can leave 
these men, the prisoners of war, rotting in those prison camps 
in Hanoi and in North Vietnam. I don't think the American peo­
ple would stand for it, and I think the sooner we tell North Viet­
nam that we are prepared to withdraw our forces, that we will 
set a date certain, but simultaneously we will negotiate the re­
lease of the prisoners of war with the help of the international 
community, the better. 

MR. KIKER: Adjacent to the Vietnam issue, how do you stand 
on amnesty? 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: I do not favor unconditional am­
nesty. I believe that if those who are to be repatriated who left 
this country, then they should perform some kind of compensa­
tory civilian service. I would like to bring us all back together. I'd 
like to see people brought back to this country and be repatri­
ated, but not without some service to country. 

MR. SPIVAK: Senator, do you think President Nixon ought 
to announce his position on forced busing before the Florida 
primary? 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: It would have been helpful, I think, 
but I didn't expect him to. I hope he will just take a position, 
that's all. 

MR. BRODER: Senator, one of your Florida rivals, Senator 
Jackson, accused you today of grandstanding by promising to 
disclose your campaign finances at the last moment before the 
election. How do you respond to that? 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: I will disclose my campaign finances. 
There is no requirement of law, but I think there is a require­
ment of conscience. I ask every Democrat to do it, and I also 
ask President Nixon's campaign organization to disclose their 
finances. I'd like to take a look at that Republican war chest. 
I'd just like to see how much is in it. I'd like to see who contrib­
uted to it. I'd like to see how well Mr. Stans is doing, how well 
Mr. Mitchell is doing. I'd like to see how much of that corporate 
money is in there--or from some of the leaders of the corpora­
tions. I will disclose, total disclosure. 

MR. SPIVAK. We have only thirty seconds. 
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MR. SHEEHAN: Senator, in relation to the withdrawal of our 
t~oops from _Yietnam, are you also in favor of stopping military 
aid to the Saigon government and the use of American air power 
in Vietnam? 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: I am. I think we have given them 
all that they need and an over-abundance. . 

MR. SPIVAK: Senator, that was a nice, brief answer. I am 
sorry to interrupt; our time is up. 

Thank you, Senator Humphrey; for being with us today on 
MEET THE PRESS. 
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nR. SPIVJ.\l(: Our guest today on f'!EET THE PRESS is 

Senator :iiubert II. Humphrey of riinnesota, a candidatR 
Damocratic 

2 

for the 1972/Presidential nomination. Senator Hump~rey 

was Vice Pre sident during the Johnson Administration and 

the Democratic Presidential nominee in 1968. 

Senator, I'd like to start the questions with this: 

According to some 0f your friends, and many of y0ur critics, 

you face at least two major obstacles in getting ~1e 

Democratic nomination this time, and I'd like your ans\·ler 

to the questions they· raise. 

First ,since you lost to Richard :axon in 19 G 8, 

why should you be nominated again, rather t11an one 

of the other candidates? 

SENATOR HDrJIPHREY: lvell, J.1r. Spivak, the loss TtJas 

very close and I think if you recall •t~e had tremendous 

momentum in the final part of that campaign, picking up 

about eight lllillion votes in the last three N'eeks, 

according to th~~ people that calculated the election results. 

~~ow I have several months between now and. Hovember and 

if I could pick up eight million vo·tes in three \·-reeks, 

r think that I can pick up enough votes, may I say, to 

win in 1972. I haven't the slightest doubt that that is 

possible. 
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r-m. SPIVAK ~ Senator, they say you have lost a great ··~;an~ 
votes because you identify too closely with yesterday's 

politics and yesterday's programs, when both the 

younq and the liberals are calling for new politics and new 

programs. No~; , how do you respond to that? 

SENATOR HUHPHREY: I think what the American people are 

calling for is experience. I think they are calling for a 

steady hand. I think they are calling for insight into 

the problems of tomorrow as vTell as those of today. 

I offer the people of the United States experience, a Hayor , 

a Senator, a Hajority Whip, a Vice-President~ I have traveled 

the length and breadth of this country. I ·chink I have some 

idea about the international scene, knowing the people, and I J1 

am now a Senator and I make new proposals. I t h ink it is fai i 

to say that I am not old hat. In fact. \vhat I am really is I 
offerinq new proposals for a new day in American public life. 

1 haven't the slightest douLt but what we can offer ""hat the 

people need. 

HR. BRODER: Senator Humphrey, the Florida Primary 

Tuesday is your first chance to prove that you a.re a winner. 

Do you expect to win in Florida? 

SENATOR Hur1PHREY! I expect to do very \vell, Mr. Broder. 

I hestiate to get into the numbers game. Ever since New 

Hampshire I have thought this was a rather hazardous pursuit. 

We are doing Hell: I think we have good momentum and I 

believe I am the only proqressive Democrat that has a chance 
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to beat Mr~ Wallace. 

it II 
H 
jl 

MR~ BRODER~ What does it sav about your candidacy if Mr. 

:@ , 
! 

ji 
~ j. ,, 

Wallace beats you in Florida? 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: ~.Yell J fi:::st of aJ.l, I do~' t like to 
1i ,, 

~ il 
l,. l0ok on the negative side~ ~s you know, but if that should 
j\ 

~ ' 
,, 

1;, 
happen I think all it simply says is, "l.v.ith 11 candi.dat•~s i!» 

1 p ,, 
~~ 

~i II 
til 1: 

II 

the field it is entirely possible that Mr. Wallace ha~ a 

solid bloc~, as we know,that always reports for duty every 

tim~ he is up for election. and I think you would have to 

m I 

l look at the percentage~ the total percentage of the 

.. < l 
Ci H ,, 

li 
others outsidr! of r1r. i'-7alJ.ace • 

!lZ II 
13 II 

II 
II 

i~ [l 
j: 

It '<'~ould do not,hing to damaqe my candida.cv in the 

De!llocratic party if Mr.. Nallace should "'in because I ito not 

consider .t1r. Wzlllace to be what I call a card-ca:cryin:::r Democra . 

H? It 

II ~~ 

ll 
n ,I 

MR. BRODER: Well, Senator, on the Today Show on 

Febr,Jary J.lt.h, you said "It is my judqment. that Mr. rvalla.ce's 

strengt.h i::1 i?lo:rida bas wan@d v In 1968 I defeated Mr. 
I 

13: Wallace in Florida. I think people may have forgotten that. 

~E I hav~ the f~ .el i_ng that "'·'e may pull an upset~" Those are 

&t"l :tour quotes? 

;n SENATOR IIU~~PHREY! That i.s correct. 

~2 ,, MR. BRODER: Do you st.ill feel that that is possible? 

;!3 I 
I SENATOR HUMPHRHY ~ Neli, t .here w~re three candi.dates in 

:#!:4 1968. Mr. Nixon, Mr.Wallace and myself. I defeated ~-1r. 

25 Wallace. Mr. Ni:lcon defe.~ted bot.h of us. It i~ an ~nt:irely 

ll 
f ~ I .. 
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1 different show than it is now. Now you will find 11 

2 candidates and 'I..Je have to divide up a spectrum, so to speak, o 

3 a pie in manv small pieces so I don't think the situations 

4 are cornparaLle, but we are qoinq to do verv 'vvell. 

MR. BRODER· It is the same situation as you faced on 

5 February llth when you ~ade that prediction about an upset. 

SENATOR Hm~PIIREY: Well, let's hone 'l;ve do. You know I'd 

a like to see that. That would be some real top-qrade news. 

f', r.m. SHEF.IIAN ~ Senator I I • d like to svdtch from the 

AI• numbers qame 1 as you called it, to the Vietnam \var. Hr. 

l-·1cC::overn said recently that if nominated and if elected he 

t-Toulo wi thdral.v our troops from Vietnam within ninety days afte 

he took office. If nominated and if elected, how lonq would 

Hubert Humphrey take before he withdrew all of our troops 

from Vietnam? 

SENATOR Hm·WHREY: I don't think that is an unreasonable 

figure. I didn't recall that Senator McGovern has made that 

specific a date l i ne but in light of the fact that we have 

been withdrawing troops from Vietnam longer than it took us 

to defeat Hitler in \.Yorld ~Jar I I, I think an additional 

ninety days after January 20th sounds rather reasonable, as 

a matter of fact. It may even be a little extended. 

2.3 MR. SHEEHAN: A follovJ-on to that, if I may, Senator. 

24 i t~hf>n we talk about withdra•t~inq troops from Vietnam, I think it 

I i~ only fair to admit, to concede, that if one takes all 25 ! 

,, 
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American troops out of Vietnam, a Communist Government may com~ 

to powez: in Saigon. Nm._r, are you \-lilling to see a Communist 

Government: come to pot-ler in Saigon as a result of vJi thdra.wing 

American troops from that coentry? 

SENATOR liUHPIIREY: Well, r1r. Sheehan, this is all 

i 

a matte~ 
of -- this i.s all a matter of a man's judgment and his own I 
evaluation of vJhat might happen. In other words, the "maybe" 

game, or the "might" game. I am not sure of what is going to 

happen, but this I am sure of, that it is long past for us to 

be out of Vietnam. ~IJe should do this for our own national 

irterests as a matter of highest national policy. 

I also believe that we are leaving South Vietnam with a 

powerful military force over a million men trained in the 

regular armed forces, the fifth largest Navy. They have the 

best equipment that this country has Lean able to produce, 

and we have supplied it to them in vast quantities. They 

have billions of dollars of equipment in surplus. They have 

500,000 troops in the Malaysia and I have a feeling tha t 

if a government and a country with that amount of equipment anh 

manpower can't take care of itself after ten of the best 

years of our lives, having been qiven to that country, that 

there is no reason at all for us to stay a single extra day. 

NR. SHEEHAN: Are you saying then, sir, that you are 

willing to take the risk --

SENA'rOR HUHPIIREY: I am willing to take the risk because 

I don't think it is a risk that is really going to materialize!' 
! 
I 
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1 HR. SIDEY: Sene'ttcr, you have had a lot to say about 

2 taxes in your carapaigns dm·m there. I have read the 

:! litany about the loopholes and scecial privileges and that. I 

4 gather t.~1at 'l:ou think the rich in this country are too 

5 rich, is that correct.? 

E SENA'l'OR EUMPIIREY; I gather that ,-,.rhat I think is that 

'l the rir::h in this count1:y get too many special privileges. 

s I u.m not opposed to people being w·ell to do and rich. 

9 As a matter of fact, I'd like to see more people have 

~Q more income. nut I don't think it is fair t.o load an 

~ J undue burden of taxes upon middle inc01ne Americans, upon the 

Yl2 wage earner, the hourly wage rate earner, the weekly, 

~-> ..... tht") monthly wage earner, and to let a handful of people 

~4 in this country -- c.nd it is a very small number, but 

~5 ·;,,i th tremendous v1eal th literally have every special 
.. 

16 pri viJ.ege and e ve:c:'{ tax loophole that the modern mind of 

17 the legal fraternity can figure out. 

i;) Hi{. SIDEY: Hell, Senator, according to your program 

!g i 

I 20 

t'!-tc :t·e \'70uld be i nLlense e;,penses for increased Social Security 

and the other things you advocate. Is it realistic to 

I 
21 

11 
22 II 

expect the closing of these loopholes to pay for that, 

and that only? 
1: 

23 I SENATOR HUNPUREY: \vell, Y..'lr. Sidey, I think it is real-

I 
2.4 I istic to expect that if you could get a President that would 

25 have the courage anJ the sense of fair play and justice to 
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lead t~e fig~t for a change~ f or tax justice and tax 

ref0rm, and not just to go along with the pack, not just 

t0 h~t the l0hbyists ,.,nrk the precincts up therP on 

Cani to l !Ii ll , build u1) particular little ner:;ts of pO\·Jer 

anu special privilege areas, I think a President must be t~e 

full r0nresentative of all of t~e American people, and ~e 

nugh t to 1 ay it nn the line. Iie oug~ t to p()i n t. out 

t :1at there l·Jere over 300 peoph" in this cnuntry in the 

last bJO y ears with incomes <>ver $2 5'1 ,I) f) f) t~1at Jidn' t pay a 

single dime of tax, that tht->re \vere thnusands of them \•l ith 

incnmes nver $20,00 0 that c.liun·'·t nay any taxes, and he ought 

tn point out that there were eight oil companies in this 

country ,.Jith incomes of nver $2 billion that paid a smaller 

percentage of tax on that income than an $8,000 salaried man 

'"i th a Hi fe and t1:•JO c~i ldren. 

I don't think t .hat is fair. ~·Jhat thi s country needs is 

President that ,.;ill speak for the people and t~1e averag-e 
Pf'iasidt9nt v 

~vorking family and I want to be that/ and I <Lil goinq to do 

it. 

ItR. SIDBY: ~1r. Humphrey, you sugges ·t a rat"ler unhnly 

alliance between the current Administration and the c0rporate 

structure of 1\:nerica. Is it any different than \·!hen you had 

power? 

I 
al 

I 
~ 

I 
I 
i 

SK·JATOR IIUHPH11EY: Yes, I think it is different, consider-

ably different. ?·lore possibly in degree rather than in 
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tenets, or basic philosophy. nut this Administration just 

knO,·lS v1ho its friends are and the people t.!i.at are looking 

in on this television show are not included in that circle, 

an a'vful lot of ti1em. It keeps its ~·wrd tvi th its friends, it :1 

really does. I '~";;ant to say for t.he :Jixon Administration, it 

does, it does keep its Hortl to its friends. 

HH.. SIDI:Y: :·Jho are its friends? 

m ·::I-11\TOR IIUr·1PIIREY: The banks, the large banks that made 

unnrecedented profits in this Administration in 1969, '70 

and '7L The cor~;)()rate \vealth of this country that got 

a tax break of almost nine to 10 billion dollars in the 

rece r··t tax bill. 'l'nis 1\.dministration takes care of its 

friends. It even takes care of some of them, according 

to v,:-v.l.t I have been reading L::ttely, at least there is sone 

po~:;~ib:L l i ty, there is some alle~ration, in terms of mergers, 

thaL ~van affect t~e Department of Justice. 

I1lL KI~~E R: Senat0r Ih.m1phrey, the big issue in the 

Florida nrimary, and one of the big issues nationally today 

is school busing. 

SEHATOR liU!lPIIRI:Y: Yes, sir. 

.:m. KIKER: Some of the candidates in Florida h ave 

:rnade it. perfectly clear i1ow they stand. ~~r. \Jallace 

is o.gainst it. '1r. Jackson is against it. i1r. Lindsay 

i3 fo:r- it. uo·,., <ices ilubert :1u;.1phrey stand? 7\.re you for it or 

against 1 V' 
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SE:-IJI.'l'OR HUf.lPIIREY: :1y position has never c!1anged. I am 

0np0sed t:0 massive compulsory busing that has as its <>ole 

3 
I 

objective racial balance based on a mathematical formula. I 
sducatione &duc$1tion t 

4 believe in integrated/ I am opposetl to segregated/ I 

5 l think it is fit, right and proper that you bus a child from 

r 
~3 1 an inferior school to a. good schooL I t 11ink it is 

'1 \·;rong and d0esn' t make a bit of sense to bus a c!"li ld 

3 from a good school to a poor school, and I t:1ink black 

g parents and uhi·te parents both feel the same. Dusing 

10 \>.Then it is used to iml,)rove the qual i tv of education has 

its justification. ' ·Tllen it is used to sett.le every raci~tl 

U! prohlem in t~ig country 1 it :)ecomes divisive and it 

t3 doesn't help. 

14 l1R. 1G1G:R: So you are for nne -\vay busin<r? 

15 SE;17\TOR !IUJ'1PIIREY'; ~.Jo, I am for education. I am 

16 for improving the quality of education and I see 

17 that busing can help that if it is used with plain ordinary 

18 
contr.1on sense , !•lr. Kiker. 

19 
~lR. IGKER: l\.re you against busing \vhi te c:1ildren 

20 
fp;o"1l affluent, let's say upper middle class \'lhi te 

21 
suburbs into black schools? 

22 SE:-Jl\TOR itu~·1PI!REY: ~10 I I am not 1 not if the school is a 

23 oood school, but I am opposed tc busing anybody from a good 

24 school to a bad sc~ool, \·.rhi te or black. I think you justify 

25 busing on \'lhat it does for education. I think the problem 
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of race r&?lations in this country vlill be basically 

2 settled when He . open up our neighborhoods, 1·.r11en \ve 

3 begin to practice real equal opportunity in corporate 

4, business and in government and in education. 

5 i1R. 1CIKER: '.•lel l, I ge·t back to a term ti1at I obviously 

6 ~-}ave invented, ·that is one-way busing. Ynu a.re for 

7 
I 

busing, to get it dmvn again, for busing c'1i ldren of both 

a l 
s 

.I 

1)() ~I 
I 

colors from bad schools to good schools. 

SK~A'fOR IIU?lPHREY: Correct. I want to help education, 

that ts right. 

H 71R. KIKER: Y0u are against busing sc!1ool children from 

32 :I good sc~nols to ba~ schools. 

I 
I 

~3 
fJE~H\'I'01~ IIU!-iPIIREY: Bad schools tvi th poor teachers, 

~4 
exactly. 

Hi KIKEH: It r~c:,lly comes doun to black and ~·thite, 

~6 

n SE.'Ji\'l'OR liUI·lPHREY: ;1o i it doesn't. There are some very 

i· 
Ui l 

I 
~s ! 

I 

fine schools, may I says that are in black neighborhoods 

Hi th axc~llent teachers and good facili ·ties. I just think 
I 

~0 
j, 
I 
I 

21 I 
22 

t!1at the average American ~1 as a.n av-Tful lot of sense 

and they don't like to have their children bused long 

distances simply to sa tis r.y some kind of a matl1ematical 

23 
formula, Dy the v-1ay, my position on this hasn • t changed 

24 
a. bit. I just, before v;e carne on this program, asked a 

25 
II 
I! 
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member of my staff to get my position, Hhich is dated 

2 in September, 1971, and here 1s Hhat it says. 

3 ''Busing '!'las its only justification if it improves 

20 

I 
t!1e quality of education and equality of educatioa~ opportuni tl' 

ut we must view busing as only one method and certainly not 

ah;a:ts the hP.st solution for acconplishing the equitable 1 
I 

desegregation of school districts. lJherevAr possible we 

::>hould make full use of other methods," and by the vJay, 

·t he blacks like that and the 'vhites like it. Just 

yesterday in the City of Hiamir in Florida, I received the 

unani~nous endorsement of the largest black ministerial 

association in the city, so I think ,..,e are o 1 pretty 

good •ground. 

:m . SPIV.i\R: nay I ask you a question. Governor 

Rubin 7\skew of FJ_orida is riskin9 his political 

life hy asking the citizens of Flori<la to vote against a 

resol·_:tion '"hich ~.,ould prohibit forced busing. I\ first 

amend:-IEmt. Nrnv ,.,hat \•mu1d you advise the people of Florida 

to do on that first resolution_, t.·wnld you ask then to vote 

for it or against it? 

SE~JATOR HUMPHREY: I t·muld ask them to listen to a fine, 

courageous, decent Governor, and I have supporteJ Rubin 

Askew's position totally. I do not believe in the 

Const.itutional Amendment process and I think tl1at Governor 

Aske-1.-1 has -· \•le 1.1 he has demonstrated the kind of political 

leadership that is making many n al\merican have neH fai t..h in 
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government and I support him totally and I am delighted to 

have the cha.nce tc nay it or. this )Xcqrar.~. 

j\1R. BRODER: Senator, continuing on the same suuject, you 

say your positi on has not changed at all; you say you favor 

a broad attack on the problem of school desegregation rather 

than focusing on busing. 

I am puzzled then why~u voted, on February 29th of 

this year, against Senator Ribicoff's amendment to require 

desegregation pf a~.l Metropolitan area schools in this 

country in authorizing $1 billion a year of federal funds to 

support that effort. 

SENATOR HU14PHREY: \-Jell, I consulted with what we call th 

Civil Rights Leadership Conference. I thouqht possibly 

they would have a pretty good idea as to whether or not t his 

was a qood amendment because it involved not one Lillion of 

dollars: it involved billions and billions of dollars dnd it 

was a part of a proqram of amendments in the Congress tha t I 

thought was rather confusing and I am happy to say that 

Hubert Humphrey's votes in the Civil Rights Leadership 

Conference were right on the same target. They advised me 

and I took their advice. 

MR. BRODER: That vote no only put you at odds with your 

colleagues, Senator r1ondale, Senator Hart, Senator Kennedy, 

Senator Bayh, Muskie and McGovern, who I think most of us 

would regard as pro-Civil Rights Senators; it also directly 

reversed your mm vote on that same amendment on Apr i l 21st o 

1971. 
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Now, does that reversal have nothing to do with the 

Florida primary? 

'• 

SENA'rOR Hm~PIIREY: Not one bit because the issue was 

entirely different. In 1971 we were voting on the whole 

subject of desegregated education and I voted for it then. 

This time it t'llas 

being brought in 

! 
another one of the many amendments that was I 
as to whether or not you were for a constitu-

1

!1 

and r am opposed to a constitutional arnend-tional amendment 

j 
I I believe in total desegregation. There isn't the rnent. 
! 

slightest doubt, I don't think I have to present mycredentials 

I have been at it for 25 years. 

MR. SHEEHAN: Senator, you said earlier in response to a 

question from r~r. Spivak that you were in favor of net.-1 pro-

posals for a new day in American life. 

SENATOR Hm~TPIIREY: Yes. 

MR. SHEEHAN: tvhat is the most important new idea 

that you can give us for American life? tvhat is the most 

important new proposal you have? 

I 
I 

SENATOR HUHPIIREY: I would suggest that the time has 

arrived in our governmental structure when we need to take a 

qood hard look at how we plan the better use of our resources. ! 

What should be our commitments~ \vhat should be our priorities; I 
what should be our goals, and hotv can we mobilize the resource~ 
that we need to achieve a particular set of objectives. 

We have had no plans. We have got one budget each year ~ It J 
I 
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the most secret document, by the way, of the government. I 

No one kno1r1s what i s in it until -- except in the Executive I 
I am proposing! Branch, until it is presented to the Congress. 

a. national growth and development policy in \<lrhich the Conqress 

of the United States, in which state and local qovernments 

and the executive branch of government can start to concen-

trate their. attention on where we ouqht to go five years from 

now, ten years from now. What kind of policy should we have 

for energy, for communication, for transportation; how should 

we direct our enerqies and our resources to environmental 

protection~ how \vill we rebuild our cities? 

I submit that the Nixon Administration has no urban 

policy, for example. I believe in planning, the proper use of 

re~ources 1 the mobilization of them, learning from the space 

procrram , might r add, what you can do if you make up your 

mind to do it and set some targets and datelines. 

HR. SIDEY~ Senator, do you believe that Richard Nixon 

is a total failure as President in his three years? 

SENATOR HUHPHREY: Hr. Sidey, I wouldn't make that 

accusation because there are some things, of course, that the 

President has done that I hope . the American people will 

applaud. 

HR. SIDEY: Hhat? 

SENATOR HUHPIIR!::Y: Well, he has wi thdra'rm some troops fro t 

Vietnamo For this I am grateful. He has made the visit to 
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Pek i ng . I support that. I think that was a valuable initia-

ti v e . He is going to travel to t-1oscow. t!Je will have to wait t 

s e e what comes out of that. 

He h a s made some legislative proposals which I think 

sur ely merit what you call a p a t · on the back, an affirmative 

response, such as his Nelfare Reform Proqram, even though I 

don't think it went nearly far enough. But I consider Mr. I 
' 
i 
I 

Nixon's economic policies a colossal failure. I think that 

those policies have worked an undue hardship upon this country ,I 
and today, might I add, that the pri~e control program of the I 
Nixon Administration is a hoa~, , fi sham, a public re~ations I 

gimmick that: is not protec·ting the a 11eraqe wage earner and the 

working family of this country a nd is causing great hardship 

to people on fixed incomes, and on that basis his adrninsitra-

tion is a failure. 

1G 

17 

NR. SIDEY: You mentioned earlier that this Administratio~, 

I 
you believe, takes care of its friends. 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: Yes. 

19 MR. SIDEY: Could. you go a little further on that? 

20 Do you believe the White House was implicated in this ITT 

21 matter which is now being reviewed before the Congress? 

22 SENATOR HUMPHREY: I don't know and I wouldn't want to 

2! make that kind of an accusation. I simply say that this par-

24 ticular situation is another one of those examples tha t e r odes 

25 confidence in qovernment, that causes suspicion and d istrust 

ll 
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and it seems to me that it is something that ouqht to be 

clarified promptly. There has to be some kind of an answer 

to it. It is either true or it isn't true. 

NR. S!DEY: ~vhat is your feeling about someone like 

former Secretary of Cor~erce Stans going out to be chief 

fund-raiser after dealing in his government capacity with major 

corporations and businesses? 

SENATOR HUl\1PHREY: t'lell., he \'lill surely know \vhere the 

money is and he "Vlill know who got the contracts and .!uay I I 
beenj say t h e GOP Ne\<Jsletter is reminding all of those "1ho have 

at ·the government. tab h~ that t~hey should make generous 

contributions to the Rt~publican National Committee. 

MR. SPIVAK: 'rJe have less than three minu·tes. 

r·1R. KIKER ~ Senator Humphrey, it is reported last "'eek in 

Florida you said if elected ten nays later vou would be 

pulling troops out of Vietnam and, i.n response to a question 

from Mr. Sheehan you said perhaps ninety days was too long 

to qet them all out. My question is this: If elected, would 

you he Hilling to set a nate certain? 

SF.NA'l'OR Hm"PIIRF.Y ~ Yes, s i r, I surely would. 

1\fR. KII\F.R ~ Nould that be precUcated upon the release 

of t he prisone rs of war? 

SENATOR HU11>1PHREY · It would be predicated upon the 

relea se of the prisoners of war. I do not think that any 

man that is servinq as President of the United States, f-'fr. 
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Kiker, can leave th:se men, the prisoners of \var, rottinq in 

those prison camps in Hanoi and in North Vietnam. I don't 
I 

~ I! thinY. the Americcin pe ople would stand for it and I think the 

~ sooner we tell North Vietnam that we are prepared to withdraw 

E our forces, that we will set a date certain, hut simultaneous! 

f. we will negotiate the release of the prisoners of \var tvith the! 

'1 help of the international community, t he better. I 

9 

10 

13 

14 

15 

16 

MR. KIKER! Adiacent to the Vietnam issue, how do you 

stand on amnesty? I 
SENATOR Hur.u>IIREY! I do not favor unconditional amnesty. 1 

I he]ieve if those are to be repa t riate d that left this countr~ 
then thev should perform some kind of comnensatory civilian I 
service. I ~ould like to brinq us all back toqether. I'd lik~ 
to see peqie brought hack to this country and be repatriated 1 

but not without some service to country. 

MR. SPIVAK· Senator, do you think President Nixon 

17 ouqht to announce his position on forced businq before the 

18 Florida primarv? 

19 SENATOR HUt~PHimY • Nell, it \-TOUld have been helpful, I 

20 think, but I didn't acpect him to. I hope he tvill must make 

21 a position, that·~s all. 

22 MR. BRODER= Senotor, one of your Florida rivals, 

23 Senator Jackson, accused vou todav of qrandstanding hy promis-

24 ing to disclose your campaign finances at the last moment 

25 before the election. How do you respond to that? 



• .. i 
• I 

I I 
1 I; 

2 I 

II 3 

II 
4 ., 

II 
:s lr 

l 
~ I 

l 

5 h 
II 

~ 
l, 
I' 

111 ll 
lj 

~a I, 
]. 
( 

I 
J • 

H I 
ll 

H jl 
!I 

~ -~l 
,. 
~ 3 

.i 
:t} Jj 'i I, 
.... l! 
:i} ~ J 

l 
I .. 

~3 
!I 

ll 

:~§' !I 
ll 

~~~ 
,I 

II ,, 
~S? 

i 
! 

~I) I ,, 

21 li 
~-:2 

~~~ 

2-4 l 
I 

25 I 
I 
I !! 

20 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: I will disclose my campaiqn finances . 

There is no requi rement of law hut I think there is a 

requirement of conscience and I ask every Democrat to do it and 

I also ask President Nixon's campaiqn orqanization to disclose 

their finances. I'd l ike to take a look at that Republican 

war chest. I'~ JUSt like to see how much is in it· I 'd like 

to see who contributed to it~ I'd like to see how well Mr. 

Stans is doing, hmv we 11 ~,r. r,i tche 11 is doing. I'd 1 ike to 

see how much of that corporate money is in there, or from 

some of the leaders of the corporations. I will disclose. 

Total disclosure. 

i'-'i'R. SPIVJ\.K ~ We have only thirtv seconds. 

lWP . SHEEHAN~ Senator, in relation to the \•Ji thdrawa l of 

our t.:coops from Vietnam, a r e you also in favor of stoppinq 

milita.ry e:. i~ to the Saiqon government and the use of 

A:rner ican air power in Vietnam? 

SENATOR HW1PHREY! I am. I think we have qiven them all 

that they need, ann an over-abundance. 

r~R. SPIVAK! Senator, that was a ni.ce, brief answer . I 

am sorry t o interrupt. Our time is up. 

'l'hank you, Senator Hurnnhrey, for beinq with us today on 

JI.~F.F.T THF. PPF.SS . 

(Next week! novernor Georqe C. Nallace {D.} of Alabama.) 
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