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PRESS: But if General Dayan changes his mind and
if Israel is under very great attack, would you commit troops?

SENATOR MC GOVERN: With Soviet invasion of the
Middle East, of course, we would have to do what we could to
meet it or against any other independent country, we have to
respond. I don't think that is going to happen.

And I want to say in response to Mayor Yorty's
comments about my defense views, I believe enough nuclear
power and conventional power in the Mediterranean under the
budget I proposed that would overwhelm anything the Soviets
ever thought of putting into the Mediterranean, including the
American carrier task force, the greatest concentration of
nuclear power ever assembled on any fleet any time in history.
We are perfectly capable of responding if we have to with the
Sixth Fleet.

MAYOR YORTY: Let me add, what the Senator is
proposing is a resort to nuclear power, which might not be
necessary if we maintain our conventional power, and he is
not right. We do not have overwhelming conventional power
in the Middle East. That is a misstatement.

PRESS: Go ahead, Senator Humphrey.

SENATOR HUMPHREY: This is the critical area of the
world. The Middle East. And this is where our national
interests are really involved. The underbelly of NATO is
there. That is all of the Mediterranean. And Israel is a

loyal friend and a great democracy, and it merits our full and
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hardened support.

The way to prevent a possibility, Mr. Donaldson,
50 your guestion could be answered in the affirmative, is to
sze that our defenses are adequate.

And, Senator McGovern, the fact is that the Sixth
Fleet will not be strong enough with conventional forces
particularly to give good account of itself.

We took seven aircraft carriers in the Cuban Crisis.

Senator McGovern's defense cuts would remove all of
our aircraft carriers to six. And that would mean that there
is really one left for the Sixth Fleet.

Furthermore, the Senator has not supported in the
Congress of the United States the commitments and the resources
which Israel needs.

Now, he voted against the defense procurement bill,
Senator McGovern, that would provide $500 million for Israel
for defense --

SENATOR MC GOVERN: The Senator knows why. Because
it also contains funds for China, which he chided me before.

SENATOR HUMPHREY: But may I say, when it came to
defense appropriations, it included funds for Vietnam, you
voted for that.

SENATOR MC GOVERN: And, Senator Humphrey, vou
objected to it. You objected to that and voted for the other.

SENATOR HUMPHREY: You are inconsistent.
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You voted against $300 million for Israel, against
the $80 million for Israel and voted against $50 million for
Israel. Those are votes, final votes.

And I think the Israelis must be saying, "I wonder
what bill we have to get into Congress."

PRESS: Mrs. Chisholm, we will get to you in a
moment, if we may. But Senator Humphrey has partially answered
my question.

If necessary, or under any circumstances, rather,
would you commit United States ground troops or support troops
in the Mideast?

SENATOR HUMPHREY: If our NATO allies are threatened
-- wait a minute -- the Middle East involves NATO, Mr. Donaldson.

PRESS: You know I am talking about Israel and the
Arab land.

SENATOR HUMPHREY: My judgment is we ought to be
prepared at all times to take whatever action necessary. But
it would be foolish on the part of a man on this program to say,
"We are ready to go to war tomorrow morning," in a particular
set of circumstances.

Israel never asked for American troops, never asked
for an American division, and vou and I know it. Why put them
in the position they are asking for American forces?

We should be prepared to take whatever steps neces-

sary to fulfill our treaty requirements and --
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PRESS: We ‘have no treaty.

SENATOR HUMPHREY: With NATO we have in the southern
flank of NATO, and I say if we have the forces present and we
don't weaken NATO and we have the NATO forces in proper strength
-id if we give Israel the means of her defense, she can take
care of anybody. 1Israel has had no trouble taking care of

herself.
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PRESS: Now, I am going to get to Mrs. Chisholmn,
You have been very patient, Mrs. Chisholm.

SENATOR HUMPHREY: Yes, she has, indeed.

PRESS: Gentlemen, one of the reasons we raised
this gquestion is because we heard from you, Senator Humphrey
and Senator McGovern, no more Vietnams, and want to find out
the conditions under which you would commit troops.

SENA TOR HUMPHREY: I have given you an answer.

A lot of difference between Vietnam, where we
have no business, and a solid treaty of NATO, with the
Mediterranean -- Mediterranea is part of Africa and part of
the Middle East. That --

PRESS: Don't we have treaties?

SENATOR HUMPHREY: Protocols, but no signed
treaty.

PRESS: How about this treaty we heard about for
so many years, which was the justification of going into the
war?

SENATOR HUMPHREY: That was a misunderstanding
between Eisenhower and South Vietnam. But no difference
between NATO and Grand Alliance and the protocols that we have
in Southeast Asia.

You asked me what my point of view is. I consider
the Middle East as a critical part of the world, and I say

we should be prepared to defend ourselves there, but nobody
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in his right mind would be willing to start a premature war,
to answer a question of Mr. Donaldson.

PRESS: Mrs. Chisholm?

REP. CHISHOLM: I would like to give my position
on the situation,

I would like to say what Dr. Weisman said, quote:
“Not one right to right a wrong in the entire Middle East
situation."

We heard the question of -- (inaudible) -~ back
in 1348. But in the process of creating this statement, it
is very necessary for the Jewish people -- all world powers
forgot what is necessary to do to the thousands of Palestinians
that live in that area. You can't whisk them away from the
face of the earth.

I think it is important to include them in nego-
tiations or we will continue to have in the Middle East
problems,

[Inaudible] -- we can't constantly feel we are
going to be able to solve the problems of the world in terms
of talking about arms and jets.

[Inaudible] -- and the Middle East has never been
handled by the world powers.

We are always talking about, "Well, are you for or
against Israel?" or "Are you for or against something for

Arabia?" What Russia and the United States needs to do, both



000387

34

of them, is get out of the Middle East and let the Arabians and
Israelis settle the question.

As long as you have Russia on one side and you have
the United States on the other side, you will never have peace
in the Middle East. You have to get out completely. Palestine
is the difficnlty of that area,

PRESS: Mrs. Chisholm, while we have you on the line,
and changing the subject, getting back to domestic affairs of
some moment, why do you believe that Senator Kennedy will be
the nominee in July, Democratic nominee?

REP. CHISHOLM: I say that on the basis of many
of the people not taking into account -- on the basis of the
numerous challenges that will be put before the convention, and
to the extent that those challenges are settled satisfactorily
or unsatisfactorily, we may have another candidate emerging,
or team of candidates emerging to keep that convention together,

There is no doubt that the challenge by the Illinois
delegation, Alabama, Mississippi and Georgia delegations are
going to be challenged. The reaction to those challenges is
going to determine to a large extent as to how some of the
delegates are going to be casting their votes at the conven-
tion.

We have to remember that the delegates that are
going to the convention this Year are not controlled and

maniulable in terms of formal delegation. I say we are not
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realizing that we have an open convention, but very important
guestions raised before the platform and convention committee and
have to have some compromise candidates.

It depends on the Credentials Committee challenging

is where I raised Kennedy's name.
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PRESS: If the question comes down to a choice
between Hubert Humphrey and George McGovern, whom would you
support?

REPRESENTATIVE CHISHOLM: I will not support any
one man just on the basis of supporting the man. I am sick
and tired of this.

I think it is important to see what the team would
be 1like.

I would be interested in seeing who would be with
Mr. Humphrey or Mr. McGovern in terms of a team.

The Vice-Presidency of the country is becoming very,
very important. We can't think in terms of the top person on
the ticket without giving consideration to the second person on
the ticket.

So I will not make a unilateral decision on that
basis.

PRESS: Would you like to be on Senator Humphrey's
team, Mrs. Chisholm?

REPRESENTATIVE CHISHOLM: I would see what develops
at the convention. There are many unforeseen things that will
develop at that convention, so I will not say whose team or
what team I want to be on. I want to see that all these
people start negotiating, block power in the convention, that
I can be in there telling them to remember the people just a

little bit.
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PRESS: Let me broaden that question, Mrs. Chisholm.
Forgetting possibilities, if your own candidacy for the top
spot should fail, would you actively seek the ticket? Are you
saying that you could serve as Vice-President of the ticket?

REPRESENTATIVE CHISHOLM: I could serve as President
of this country, believe it or not. That is why I am running.

PRESS: Let me go back again.

Would you like to be on the ticket, whether first or
second spot?

REPRESENTATIVE CHISHOLM: You can't be on a ticket,
period. There would be many, many things to be answered,
the platform, what the platform would be, what are the commit-
ments to the person, who would be the top person, the nominee.
It is not being just on the ticket.

This country has got to a point we have to make sure
whatever ticket, it addresses itself after the convention is
over to the needs and hopes and aspirations of the people for
many people. It is not being on the ticket, per se. There are
other factors to be taken into consideration.

PRESS: Thank you, Mrs. Chisholm.

REPRESENTATIVE CHISHOLM: You're welcome.

37
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PRESS: Mayor Yorty, at this point in the nomination
I am bound to say that you have no real chance to capture it
in California. In the California poll, the most recent one
taken, and published just a couple of days ago, shows you lost
half of your support.

You were 2 percent on May lst and you were 1 percent
on May 31lst. Why are you here? What are you up to?

MAYOR YORTY: I am here because I think somebody
should speak up for California, and also I haven't had the
tremendous amounts of money, like Senator McGovern has or
the amounts Senator Humphrey has had, so I haven't really been
able to reach the people.

But I would like to have the California delegation
go with me to Miami Beach and see that the problems of
California, the defense industries, our aerospace industries,
are protected.

PRESS: The winner of the primary gets all the
delegates for California.

MAYOR YORTY: That's right.

38
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PRESS: Doesn't the winner of the primary get all the

delegates?

MAYOR YORTY: That's right. I would like to have
that delegation. It has been very hard for me without the
money, and where I was foreclosed even from appearing in my
own state where I have been Mayor for the largest city for
11 days -- 11 years, until I got a court order, and I want --
[inaudible] .

She did better in the Washington Court than we did
out here.

I think if I had had a chance to talk about the
Middle East and Southeast Asia and the other problems, and
problems of California, I would have had a much better chance.

For instance, I have conferred with the refugees
there, and I'm going to tell you something.

Mrs. Chisholm --

PRESS: If you have no delegates, what do you hope
to broker in Miami Beach?

MAYOR YORTY: I'm not trying to broker anything.

If T win the delegates, I would see to it -- if I can't be
nominated, however, it would be interested in California
problems with the context of the problem of the United States.

I just want to say this one thing to Mrs. Chisholm
because she mentioned these refugees.

I have conferred with them. I was at Jericho and
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talked to the leaders in 1954, and I asked them, "Would you
take money or resettlement and get out of these camps?"

And they said, "We are taking blood oaths to drive
the Jews into the sea."

So as far as the Middle East is concerned, I want
to just add this one thing, that we will not have to go into
the Middle East if only the Arabs are the opponents of the
Israeli because they can beat the Arabs. If the Russians join
in, then that's another story.

Unless we have -- if we don't disarm unilaterally,
and Senator McGovern wants to -- if we do that, I think the
Russians would be tempted.

If we are strong, I don't think they would be
tempted.

PRESS: I think this may be an appropriate time to
bring up a situation illustrated by this program.

As a matter of fact, television's problem with
equal time in trying to inform the American people about the
process of selecting the President, which is a very important
responsibility for us.

The law says that any candidate, regardless of his
or her strength, or whatever evidence there is of popular
support, must be given time equal to front-running candidates

on all but regularly-scheduled news programs.

Here, Mayor Yorty and Mrs. Chisholm, you were here in



000384

41
New York, with your one and two percent in the poll, arguing
with Senator McGovern and Senator Humphrey, do you think this
law is right, wrong, good, or bad for political education in
this country?

SENATOR HUMPHREY: Yes. I think it is. I do.

I think people have to have the right to be heard.
You never know whether or not you are a two-percent candidate.

Senator McGovern was a five-percent candidate not
long ago, and look where he is.

I think that you can't judge people on the basis of
that percentage. They have a right to be heard, but I want to
say something now about this format.

I wanted some debates with Senator McGovern. We had
one, and the first one on another network --

PRESS: You would have had one for this one except
for the ruling.

SENATOR HUMPHREY: -- a couple days later, and that
was a much stricter -- but in order to get those debates where
I would like to show the people in California so they can know
just exactly where we stand, I'm asking Senator McGovern now
to join me on Monday night for another hour of debate.

We'll divide the cost, George. You pay half and I
pay half. You got more money than I got. I'll sacrifice a
little bit here, and we can go right at it.

We can discuss it as two Senators would, without any
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personal animosity, and I want that very clear, that we have
none, and really go at it and let the people know our dif-
ferences on some of the views and let them now know we feel
Mr. Nixon should be defeated.

I offer you the chance to go out and buy an hour of
time, Monday night, and you put your people to work, I'll put
my people to work here. Since we can't do one here, how about
it on Monday?

SENATOR MC GOVERN: I hope, in addition to the
debates, Senator Humphrey and myself, whichever one gets the
nomination, or somebody else, if it is Mrs. Chisholm or
Mayor Yorty, or whoever it is, when the fall elections come
along, I hope President Nixon will participate in the debates.
He, after all, is the real issue before the country. Whether
we are going to continue under the four years =- for another
four years under President Nixon's -- I am happy to debate.

SENATOR HUMPHREY: Can I ask so we can get this
pinned down?

George, can you tell your people to work out?

SENATOR MC GOVERN: Yes. We made a commitment for
other things Monday, but I think we can adjust that and see

if we can't work out.
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SENATOR HUMPHREY: Now we have something moving
here.

PRESS: I have a problem with your answer, Senator
Humphrey.

First, you say you think it was fair never to
exclude people.

Secondly, you said you want a debate, and you under-
stand you can't have it here, and I'm not speaking for ABC, but
networks would be very low to invite two people when there are
so many in the race, when they know the courts may well instruct
them to invite -- (inaudible) -- you invited McGovern to pay
for time.

You know if the other candidates, if they come up
with the money, they will have to be included.

SENATOR HUMPHREY: No, no. The law does not prevent
two candidates --

PRESS: That's true. The television station must
sell time to them.

SENATOR HUMPHREY: Right. That's the_problem of the
television station. We'll let you worry about that.

PRESS: How are the American people really getting
a chance to examine all of the candidates?

SENATOR HUMPHREY: That's a problem. But I do not
see any other way but to support the court ruling. And I do

want to subscribe to what has been said here about the
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importance in the general election of the networks being able
to provide an amount of free time for the candidates for the
President in the general election, and I mean free time.

You have a public license; you are on the air
primarily because you get a public license, out of the Federal
Communications Commission, and I believe President Nixon and
Hubert Humphrey ought to be debating --

PRESS: You know Congress has already turned down
the major effort to abolish 315 for presidential debates this
year.,

SENATOR MC GOVERN: I haven't had a chance to
comment on that.

PRESS: I want everybody to comment.

SENATOR MC GOVERN: I think any place where a
candidate can file for the Presidency and meet the reguire-
ments of state law he is entitled tc free time during that
primary. Once the nominees of the various parties have been
selected, then I would like to see some modification in
Rule 315 so that the voters would have a chance to hear the
principal candidates in face-to-face competition.

Now, ordinarily that would mean the Republican
candidate and the Democratic candidate.

If we have a third or fourth party that has been
demonstrated in the previous election that it was at least

five percent of the vote, or if they didn't run the previous
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election, if they can get five percent of the electorate to
sign a petition, I would give that third or fourth party
equal time, too. But that would get us down to a point where
we could have a fair exchange.

PRESS: I assume, Mrs. Chisholm, you are in favor
of the Court ruling that put you in that chair?

REPRESENTATIVE CHISHOLM: Senator Humphrey did
indicate some feeling with respect to the fact that I talked
to Mayor Yorty -- [inaudible].

Taking some possible valuable time from myself and
George.

I would like to say this:

I think exactly what is wrong with American politics
== [inaudible].

Unless you can buy, and unless you have the money,
people that have ability, creativity, and new solutions to
how Government should work are left out.

After all, if Senator Humphrey sits there and says,
"George, you and I should be able to get together for time
Monday night," that is good if George and Hubert and work it
out, but after all, Hubert has been a part of the national
leadership for the last few years. I think the people really
know where Hubert really is on these issues.

PRESS: Mrs. Chisholm, and gentlemen, we have come

to that point in the program where we are going to have to begin
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our summaries. Each of you have a minute, and at the end of

the minute, I'll cut you off. We'll begin with Mayor Yorty.

MAYOR YORTY: First of all, let me say that the
election is not decided by polls. Hubert, I'm a little surprised
at that proposition. I don't think anybody would watch,
because you and Senator McGovern spent 25 minutes discussing
who turned against the war, and if I had been there, you would
have had a difference of opinion.

There was no discussion about the American program.
If I were in the debate, I would force some discussion in that.

So I think it is sort of a meaningless debate when
two people seem to have so much to say, and you are trying to
exclude me. After all, no matter what the polls say, I am the
Mayor, by far, of the largest city, Los Angeles, and I would
like the opportunity to debate with you so-called self-appointed
frontrunners the issues that are important to California.

PRESS: Thank you very much, Mayor Yorty.

Next, Senator Humphrey.

SENATOR HUMPHREY: I want to get this nomination and
to be the President of the United States because I am deeply
concerned about many things in this country.

I think it is time that this country of ours under-
stood that the Government was to be one of the people, not
Government for Government, or Government for a privileged few.
I believe that the 1970's is a decade to do great things, to

give some equity and justice in taxes, and I want to lead that
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fight, which we can really do something about meaningful work
to build this country rather than having people being told
they are going to get unemployment compensation, take a look
at our cities and really make them worthy of the American
pecple.

I think it is time to take care of our elderly
so that they don't have to live in poverty, to love our
children enough to take care of them in health and education.

I think what this country needs is faith, confidence,
trust in each other, and we really need an abiding fellowship
amongst all of us with dedicated leadership and courage to
really need and not just to falter.

PRESS: Senator McGovern.,

SENATOR MC GOVERN: First of all, I'm grateful for
this broadcast today. This is the third one of these discus-
sions we have held. I noticed on all three networks, all the
panels have been males, and all the guests have been males,
and today for the first time we had a woman, Mrs. Chisholm, and
I think it has added an interesting and bright note to our
discussion.

It is my hope as we move into 1972 the issues will
be discussed in terms of some new opportunities in this country
so we do not feel we have to depend on war as a means of
providing jobs. We don't have to depend on aABMg but that we
can be about the business of building up the real strength of

this country.



000401

48

Of course, we want to be military strong, but we
also want to recognize that the morale and economic social
strength of this country is of importance.

PRESS: Thank you.

Mrs. Chisholm.

REPRESENTATIVE CHISHOLM: 1In terms of seeking the
highest office -- [inaudible].

Of course, because of the tradition with respect to
this highest office, my candidacy has been accepted as a joke.
After trying -- [inaudible].

That is very disturbing, if nothing else, though I
am literally and figuratively the dark horse, but we are going
to try to keep them honest at the convention. We are going to
remind them to remember the needs of the people of this country,
the needs of the people whose tax dollars are not being utilized
for their benefits.

When they start bargaining and start getting together,
you find quite often -- [inaudible].

Become actually meaningless. I have been at too
many conventions to know exactly what happens when you go down
the pike.

So I am here running very, very hard, running also
to keep them honest, to keep them on their toes, and also to
be an instrument for those who are usually helpless at a

national convention.
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PRESS: Thank you, Mrs. Chisholm.

Mr. Hardin.

MR. HARDIN: I am grateful that you would allow me
to appear here today and participate on behalf of Governor
Wallace.

I would like to say, on the sincerity of my command,
despite the talk, I do believe, in Governor Wallace, we have
the frontrunner for President. I base this on the fact he
won more primaries than any other candidate. He leads by one
million votes, and the popular vote where the people had an
opportunity to express themselves.

He, I believe, is going to the convention with the
predominant position, and I believe that the political leader-
ship in this country, in the Democratic Party's, those leaders
are going to come to grips; that in George Wallace they do have
the means of recapturing the Presidency.

After all, I think everyone here today agreed that
is the primary objective of the democratic process. I believe
very shortly the realization will come to the leadership of the
party and the leadership of the various states where the party
prevails at this moment; that they will turn to him and that
he will have the Democratic nomination. And I have every
confidence he'll go for election in November.

PRESS: Well, our time is up.

We have tried to be fair and equal in distribution
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of time here. 1I'm not sure we succeeded completely, but it has
been interesting, and we have been very pleased to have you,
all of you, this crowd, on ABC's Issues and Answers today, and

I wish to thank you for Sam Donaldson and Bill Matney, and this

is Frank Reynolds in Los Angeles.



000404

51

REPORTER'S CERTIFICATE

We, Darlene L. Slosser and Betty Sue Pearson,
Notaries Public in and for the County of Los Angeles, State
of California, certify:

That the foregoing proceedings of Issues and
Answers held before members of the press were taken down by
us at the time and place set forth herein stenographically
and were thereafter transcribed under our direction and
supervision; and

That the foregoing pages 1 through 50 are a true
and correct record of said proceedings.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, we have subscribed our names

and affixed our seals this 4th day of June 1972.

-~
-~

] . Ne /
72 s P9
|\~. K’ A {'((; :’f"é: L ﬂé;s&{t_ )C :
* Darlene L. Slosser

.

&N g N sl ./;%ﬁhgk»xhg

"~ Betty Sue Pearson




7ieeer3 Gics

e —

000350

"' HEAR A GREAT DEAL AROUT NFM POLITICS -- A
GREAT SLOGAN BUT IS THIS NE“ POLITICS:

1. "cGovERM SAYS HE WANTS JOBS FNOP FVERYONE ;u
(el
BUT HE g!LDSES A PROGRAM YWICH WILL LOSE MORE THAN

ﬁDo 127,771 yors For CALIFORNIANS NOVW VORKIN IN THE
vbo\ "EROSPACE AND RELATED INDUSTPIES AND WHICH VILL

THREATEN THE JOBS OF MORE T!AM W””,?ﬁﬁ NTHERS,

2, SepaToR MCOVERM SAYS HE IS FOR TAX REFORM

——
Loy St 7

PUT HE TAKES OUT A G2dm@@ Fy_| PAGE AD IN THE YALL

STREET .'OURNAL TELLINA THE BIG BANKERS AND STNCK

BROKERS THAT HE REALLY DOESN'T MEAN IT, /-'

%, SENATOR "CHOVERN SAYS HE WANTS TO LIFT THE
TAX BURDEN FROM YOUR BACKS BUT HF PROPOSES A ﬁ—
¢1,00" GIVEAMAY FOR EVERYRODY -- RICH OR POOR -- '
Jeoo
WHICH CAN BE PAID FOR ONLY RY INCPEASING THE TAXFES

ON EVERY.SINGLE PEPSQN FARNING 2,711 A YEAR @R MORE
M‘ "_*-...ﬂ__ .




I, SeNATOR McAnVEPN SAYS HE 1S FOR A STRONA

MMERICAN BUT HE PROPOSES TO CHT OUR FLEFT IN HALF --

OUR STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND BY MORE THAN ONF-HALF,

OUR AIRCRAFT CARRIERS DOWN TN A LEVEAWHICH WOULD /;J.L

—

CRIPPLE OUR ARILITY TO RFACT TO SIMULTANEOUS CRISIS ==

ourR MAvAL M1 _SouapRops—sye 217 —- cUT OUR ACTIVE

ARMED FORCES To FF,MMN neiow THE PEARL MARPOP LEVEL --

WITHOUT PEQUIRING THE "USSIANS TO CUT THEIP ARMED

FORCES.,

wils

B, FE SAYS HE WANTS TO CUT THE RUDGET RY CUTTING
DEFEMSE COSTS BY /37, BUT WHEN HE WAS RUMNING IN
THE PRIMARY IN MEBRASKA ME SAIN HE AIFA vouron't
CLOSE ANY OF THE BASES jEEPF’ AND WHEN HE VAS
RUNNING IN THE PHIO PPIMARY, ME SAID HE WASN'T GOING
TO CUT THE AIR BASES THEPE AMD NOW IN SACRAMENTO HE
SAYS HE ISN'T GOING TO CUT PASES IN CALIFORNIA,
I GUESS THE ONLY BASES HE WILL CUT ARE THOSE IN NON-

PRIMARY STATES.,

F, ME SAYS HE IS A FRIEND OF THE VOPKING



000352
. N

MAN BUT VOTES AGAINST UNEMPLOYMENT COMPENSATIOMN AND

VOTES WITH BIG PUSINESS AGAINST THE UNION SHOP,

——

7. /e SsAYS HE 1S A FRIEND NF TSRAEL, BUT IN
lury, L977, HE sAys TSRAEL MUST NOT RE PERMITTED *T0
-

USE HER AIPCRAFT NN MRAR TEPRITORY ANN 0N "aArcH %, LO71,

THE “Ew York TIMES IN A YEADLINE PEADS: McloVERN

"rees TsPAEL PuLLout”, qg > ﬂﬁ!

2, I'= says Hi1s CiviL "164TS RECORD IS AS_GOOD AS

MINE BUT ON PPRIL 20.1QFN, HE VOTES AGAINST CIVIL

e

PiGHTS IN HousING: ™May 2F, LOFN, HE VOTES AGAINST

C1viL PIGHTS FOR SCHNOL FACILITIES! Jyne 15, 1064,

HE VOTES TO WEAKEN THE CrviL "16HTS YoTING ?ILL -- ONE

OF THE MOST IMPORTANT PIECES OF CiviL PIGHTS LEGISLATION

IN MODERN TIMES.

7t "USKIE FOR

9, ImFL
OF MY

AEFUSETNTO DISCLOSE ANY ON THE

]S OF DOLLARS HE\Q&?




rL'l.A 45‘4( H/J“"”: 00034 3

\_;f‘f

United States Senate

MEMORANDUM

Y )
buck 477000 Pairr corpeaes

T e e hgh e .12



000346

United States Senate

MEMORANDUM

(w; 7, Aeoce /A—w_zz_

17 dafoe,

Inideeal Castycep G4o7 7,

C/"*‘f-;c«.&—??"sz



000347
AUnited States Senate

MEMORANDUM




Covprd

i b s P
6‘( f“Q enp 6 19 72- , eorporwte

" T

Xnceme Tares revobeed [ 99 )

‘5 B!l Revenyse

who is paying bl
well, mosT of bhe incrense wpe
N PAYW” Taves . é’
I 1969,  Fayroll oo

dccounteo For 2170 o all = |
Feters| NEEEER Thwes .

T 197, thaT kinl hap 7
INcrepsep 4o 29 PQ"MT° % )

| pno l He Woe¥ng fﬁmulies one_
cahryng He buordsw. L@.U_Q_V)



000349



Minnesota
Historical Society

Copyrightin this digital version belongs to the Minnesota
Historical Society and its content may not be copied
without the copyright holder’s express written permis-
sion. Users may print, download, link to, or email content,
however, for individual use.

To request permission for commercial or educational use,
please contact the Minnesota Historical Society.

14 www.mnhs.org





