ADC T“ LEV IS TON

v

PIRAST CREDUT AUWY Cu0TES OR BACERSS RO 1l !
AND RADIO PROGRAM TO "ADC Yo LSBUED AND ARSWERD .

o oy - ' v e Y ey e
G S A AV G AN OB W RN HDO

e e s e o e

SIMDAY, JANUARY 15, 1307

e pE TV e ) a
GUEST: Senater Evereit M Diriceon (R. 11}
TNTERVIEWED BI:
Biil Lawrence, AEC Political Editor

and

Benp Clavk, ABC Capivel Hill Correspcodéent.

MR, LAWUPTNCE: Sapaitsar, are we going o have that éix—
nercent tax surcharage that President Johnson proposed the
olher night?

SEMATOR DIRKSEN: Well, Bill, frankly I den't know. I
could give vou several answers because nothing is absolute in
mv book but I will give vou a cualified answer. When we
weyae at bthe ranch about five or 3ir weeks ago, wé had a vuvll
Aday's discussion, wvirtualily, of ithe bhudget on the poss ibility
or the necegsity for a tax inarease, but it hinges entvirely
unon what wvour deficit is qoing to be., IT vou had a manage-—
able deficit vou wouldn't have to have a tax increase. But
aft: that time we were talking about a possible $13 billidn
deficit in 1967 and a 520 billion deficit in 1968. I think

if anvthing those ficures are really below the Treasury fiqures.
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Now 17 we <an reduce spondcing to a polnt where yoﬁ'couid
maniacge yvour deficitv, vou wouldn't have o have . a taxiincrease
but I have grave doubi that you can vind enouqﬁ in that budaet
to cut out so that vour dericit will be manageable. Aad
elther one, of course, whether it is a tax ilngceage of.a
heavy bhudeet deficit, ic 1s golng o he a degressant to
basiness &nd tthat means it will ke a depressant so far.as
emp loyment. is concerned. _

MR, O LAMRERCE s Well, Senator, are vou saving, then, that
wa won't know aboutl the tax increase until we have gone the
whole road of the approoriations procedure?

SENATOR DIRKSFN: Well, I wculd sav vyvou won't kiow for
sure whether tnat is going to be the zase untlil sou sae what
the Appropiicecsions Comaities cubd 0o with Bhe cash Lnn the
adminiscrative budget.

AR, LAMRENRCYTY:  YWell, this womld mwean, thoeuagn. that the
flouse and the Senate especiaiiv would be pulbiing of action
on the President's tax increase until well atter July,

wouldn't it?

oy
Q

SFENATOR DIRKSEN: Well, as a general thing thney alﬁévs
I have no recollection that we had a tax bill that came
early . in the vear.

MR. CLARK: GSenator, the Republiican leader of ihe llouse,
Jervy Ford, has called the propeosal for a tax inCrease ia

tragic mistake, a mistake for the President even to prowose it,
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I take 1t veu wouldn't qo gquite that styronagly.

SENATOT DIRKSEM:  No. 7The cuoszion is, can you avoid it.
Now vou take vonir choice, You ltnow, the President quobtad
from Thomes Javferson. Ile said thaf vou embrace a great ovil

iy
i

in order to aveld a greater one. And that is the kind of a
fix we are aqulng to ke in. lere will be two cvils., A
heavy deficit and the possihilitv of a tax increase. ©Which
one do vou enbrace? From ihe standéoint of its-impact on the
aconomv, I supnose the effect i3 goling to be about the sane.

MR. LAWRENCE: T pgat the impféssion from what the DémOH
crats sav, Senator, that it is rather unlikely the President
can even get a tax 1lncraase.

HSENATOR DTREKSFEN: Wall, wasn't that the case befors,
when we had this verv heavy tax biil? But when all the
cnins were down, when all the testimonf_had been in and yvou
sAw what voﬁ'were ur aqainst, it was no longer a quastion of
theorizina. VYou were confrontea with a condition and what
do vou do with it, vou trvy to solve it, And it had to bhe
solved then by a tax increase. That may be the case this
time.,

MR, CLARK: Senator, Republican leaders talked all lést
vear about making deepr cuts in the Johnson budqe£ before
raisinag taxes, and of course you never succeeded in making the
budaget cuts. Don't vou think now vou were wrong in not

:

supporting a tax increase last year?
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SENATON DIRKSEM:  Wno knows?  Hindooyal, vou know, 1s
alwavs becitor ithan Tovoogianin. PBuh hcore: aqain-vour pirobhiem
ig, winen you start cuttting the hadget, where do vou cut?
Space? Do vou cut the road program? o vou out the
noverty prodgram?

e cut Lhe proverty preoarain thvee cuvarters of a billion
dollars last vear. Wo oui Forseion ALd by $230 million.

Those are areas where you can makfwbuts that rgally amount

to something. To just ago about this business of chee§e~paring
and finding a million here and 4 miillicn there, while it

is very useful it deoesn't add un 2o very nuch when vou get
throuagh. You have to find the money where the large cupendi-
tures rgallv are,

MR, TAWREMCR:  Sypeeiling ¢f Space, Senator, on this program
last week, Senator Mansfield said ne would welcome same

deer cuts' in space spendina. Do vou agraee with him?

SENATOR DIRKSEMN:  Well, I have been lonkina at that Space
2roqram, I don't mind telling vou, necause I am wondering
whether or not there can't he a stretch-out. Does it really
make a qreat deal of difference whether we aet to the ﬁoon
this wvear or next vear, cr the Tollowing vear? I doqbt verv
mucih whether it makes a areat deal of difference. And if we
reconcile ourselves to that thesisz cthen, ot course, thnere is

the place where you car make 3 very sumscantial cut.

MR, CLARK: Do you agree with the President that it is wise

l
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o defer the pazie docision on the so-called antimissile
migunile svsitam, even thounn the Soviet Union ié aqoing ahead
with such a nroacran denalf?

SENATOR DIVESEY . Nar ﬁiﬁficultv.anﬁ my difficultv is to
come to a conclusion on the vasis o7 the rether inconclusive
testimony and evidence thus far,

Now T saw a report that the Soviet Unlion had in plgce and
had actuallv deploved this anptimigsile ﬂefensa_for 130
cities. Then I sce anothey report that it was limited only
o Moscow, Wow what is correct? ©Trankly, I don't know.
Noecs our OTA know?  Have we had enoudh reconnail sance to
know what the pictur=s is? And vou can't solve a problem
unless you first know what the nroblem is.

MR, CLARE: 'The President in his State of the Union
Message, of course, menitionerd conly Moscow. Do vou mean
mavhe he didn't have enough information?

AFNATOR DIRKSEM: ©Who knows?  He certainly will have
mor= than I do,

Now I want to amplify that a litkle. That is the &eneral
answer. Yhen I think in terms of antimigsiles and then, of
course, they are defensive weapons. Allegadly we have three
or four times as many warheads as vhev have. But 1if they
have enouah to annihilate us and we have enouah to anqihilate
them, fhen what real difference does i1t make how many we

have and how manv thev have? Because vou are lookinega ax
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coaninilaiion.  That only moans
Ao 1n the jeveral digarmament Fia2d and Ln controls, in

che hope that this ©hiqr con he kept from escalating o a

polat where ae counteoy zan afiford that Xind oF an expendicure.

oy

WR, TAWRPHCT:  Seonatonr, what do you see as a prospeci in

the fuotnre fior deecscalwtion. Can we halt the bombing of
N;rth Jict MNam, for oxammle, to bring and end té the war,
thera?  Can we btake othar steps S

-

SENMATICE DIRNEEREN: WWell, Bili, our trouble is, we tare
bomihing arnd we isclate it and “hink “here is gsomething de-
tatched aboui: it; Wien all is said and done, it 1is Jjast anothe
appcoach, it iz just another technioue in the qgeneral art
of warfare.

Suppose sonebody came alopg and said,”"Well, now, nut aside
vour machirequns,"” or "Put aside vour bazookas, becausa they
maiin peonle and yvou destroy veopnle in great numbers”?

Well, yvou’d loelk upon that suggestion as a little ab-
surd.

Now they sav homhing hasn't been effoective. Vou remember
from your own exPeriences gs a soldier that when we
kallr about fire superiority, vou could shell the enemy for
weexs and weeks before vou ever saw any resulis, And it was a
costly business to sav the least.

Now nobadvy can tell me for one momaent that bombing isn't

effective. You don't necessarily ao for one target or

L]
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ano:heir. Theco are roads, there aire bridges, az well as
industry te be homped. And I can'e Lmagine for the life of me
these verv daestructive things burtling out of the air thac
don't destrov gomething and to that'extent at least immobil-~
ize the eneamv,

MR. CLARK: Voua have two of yvour new Republicans i the
Senate, Senator Broolle and Senator Hetfield today calling
for a susoenszion of {he hombing. -Bo you want to applv that
word "absurd' to whal they are saving?

SENATOR DIRKSEW: WWell, not necessarily absurd to what they
say, brcause that 13 a matter of conviction with them. Bult I
am speaking only from what lititle backaround I have and from
my experience &s a soldier. Once upon a zime I was an
artilleryinan on the Western Front and I know how we used to
expend shells day after day and week affer week, night and
day, and vou couldn't see it., There was no visihle evidence,
Aand vet we know, of course, that everv time a high exnlosive
sheil was torn apart about fifty feet above the ground and
then splattered out into a cone that somethinq was being
destroved and something was being hurt and that vou were
doina that mmuch damage to the enemy.

MR, TAWRAENCE: I suppose the bhasic guestion is, though,
do you see anvthing easy that we can do to deescalate with
the Soviet Union?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: No, there isn't anything easy at all.
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MR, LAWRFNCT: Is i-here anyrthing havdz

SEWNATOR DIRKSEN: And 17 we drew back, 1F we just had a cessg
tion of howbing, bGow would thay inuersceet that?

Now let mo amnlify that a little bii: Bill, T thionii ve are
nutting too mach amphaszis on bombing and not enoudh opn the
greateir problem that lies chead., For oractical purposes T
Ehink we are top dog militariwise in Vietnam and thatl
part of it doesn't bother me any._»The proklem 1s what is goinc

-
to bhe the pnlicvy when something havoens like a cessation of
hostilities? Suppose theay quit. Or supnose thev want to
negotiate. Do we let the Viet Cong sit at the neqgotiaticn
table? If you do, vou might just as well say that for
practical reascns vou are just apout S‘rrenderinq, and then how
do you justity all the sacwriiice, all the blood, all the
money that has been expended over thnere? RBecause this has to
he another step. You sit around a table, vou have to
aaqree to something, firnalliy. And how long do vou think that
kind of a deal with the Viet Cong sitting there, is qgcing to
last? A few months, and then it is all qone. I don't know
that we have looked down the road sufficiently to chart the
course and make sure where we are qoinag when the hostilities

are actually over.
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BR, CLARR:  Senacor Dirksen, tha Zresident also
callied 1n his Soztes of the Urnlon lMessage this week for
passage of or Basu-¥est trade bill. Are you going to give

him any sup.ort on this?

SENATOFR DIRKSEN: Well, £ will have to reserve an answer
on it for tie moment., Fronkly I have been rather unbappy
about our East-West relations. How in the world do we do
business with thewm when overtly ana in all their recitals they
make it apptear that we are dogs, we are imperxialists, they
acitually want nothing to do wi;h us excepnt probably to
angags irn tirade, since thizs is the lushest market in all the
world. DBut where do we benefit, as a matter of fact? DBacause
that is kound to be ch=ap competition, and we are having
ou;r troubles already, In that cornnecticon I simply mention
that the so-called Trade Expansion Act will expire on the
30th of June, It wili have to be renewed, Now there 1is
going to be a real fignt on that subject. You would be
surprised at the number of industries in this country that
are already feeling the sharp effects of foreign competition.
Now do we sharpen it and if we do, what do we get out of it?

I think the thesis of a gquid pro quo is going to nhave
a very considerable appeal before we get through, and sc I
don't set myself categorically against it as much as to say
that I am against everything and everybody. Certainly not.

But there has to be some value for our country. I think we
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have bzen undexdog oo long and we have beon giving o our
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resouce2s, wa have been giving of cur largess and we have
beoen gettiing so lictie in return, and certainly we have
goitten a mininmum amount of good will.

MR, LAWRENCE: Senator, how aboui the Soviet consular
agreemant?

SENATOR DIGK3EN: 'bere you have another point. When I
first thought of that conszular agreement I went back and

-

found the document that Litvinov, the Iirst Ambassador,
and Franklin Roosevelt signed,. And ycu should have seen
all the guarantees to which they affixed theilr signatures,
They weren't going to lnterfere with our interxrnal affairs.
The ink wag hardliy dry obefore they were in here trying to
subvert and trying to infiiltrate this country, and
they have beén at it ever since, And then they
piled on top of it probably more than a hundred treaty viola-
tions.

How do you do business wizh people like that? Because
if you are going to dc¢ business, you have to do it at
ayms' length if it is going fo amount to anything, So what
do we give tnem now? A few more eyes and ears over.here
in some of our selected spots, bzcause after all the place
in Washington has not been free from people sent over

here who have been prving and snooping where they had no

business.
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CLIRK: Seratov, the big fight on the Flocs

in the Sonate Lhis wesk I5 goling to be in thz effort by
Denmocezatic !iberals te Cighten the anti-Zillibuster rules.
-

Who 1g gelin: to win this one?

STENATOR DIRESEN: T acan’t tell you who 1s going wo win

[

burt © <an tzli you how feel. 1 am opposed to a mocdLfication
of the tule 22, aund 1t is simplv a casz of trying to save
and keen intaci the kind of a parliamentazry system we have

today, and that has erdured beyond any other constituticnal
government on the face of the earth.

This govermment, representative governmant, in all

ts glory, is the oldest without any significant change underx

-

God's sun, and the reason we have it is because we haven't
made it too easy to rush through a lot of panaceas, and
the thirgs on which they pant so notly in ocrder to shove

throvgh &g cheir brain children, and probably not for the

¥

benefit of the courtxy. 1 think Rule 22 has served a very
usaful purpnse, anc I say if vou have got a propositicn that
has merit you can get cloture if you have to have it.
Didn't we get it on a major Civil Rights Bill? I

had to get on'my knees a little, and beg a few Republicans
but we had more than the votes to spare. We could have
gotten it on voting rights if we had to. But it is civil
rights that provoked all this fight, and I proved, I think,

[

because I was in the forefront of eﬁery one cf those civil
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rights fivhts, and we proved that it could be done.

MR, CLARK: Have you menbtionea all tihis to Senators

Hatfield sand fercy, two members of your freshman class?
SENATOR DIRKSEN: T haven't, but 1 shall on the. Floor.
MR. CLARK: They have said already that they are going

to vote for a changz in rules.

SENATOR DIRKSEN: I suppose their sentiment is ror
threze-fifths instead of two—thirg§} but I do not believe in
weakening that rule. I think it is usefuvl and that we ouvght
to have it for the conservation and salvation of our country

and our system,

¢ P e R
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MR, LAWRENCLC: While we are on thet subject, Senator, do
vou see any weaningiul Civil Rights bill comiﬁg up pﬁis year?
The Prezident was kind of --

SEHATOR DIRKSEN: Well, he uscd the wordé "Civil Rights"”

"

in the message once and hoe vsed the word "aequality” ﬁnce, as I
recall, bub there waere no specifics, so I do not kﬁow whether
the Administration will offer something,

However, that doesn't keep afiy member of the Senéte or
the House from flinging a billwinto the hopper and then if the
appropriate chairman is willing and they get it out éf
committee, you will have it on the calendars and then, of
course, it is up to the leadership to see whether or;not it is
going to be taken up. |

MR. LAWRENCE: The effort to get a big bill last year,
tihiough, fell because they couldn't reéﬁh an accommodation with
you?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Yes,

MR, LAWRENCE: Have you chaanged your view on open housing?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Ch, no, I haven't.

MR, LAWRENCE: Do you think the President softenéd
perhaps on this?

SENATOR DIkndScwlkv: I don't know, bLut you see, my view on
open housing was simply that I thought, and I still think,

that thereby you will be liquidating the due process clause

in the Constitution of the United States, and that is one on
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which they have never laid a finger from the dhy it has been
writien intoa that docwaent,

M, CLILAK: The Presidencts words in.the'State of the
Union Messade were, Senator, “'We should f£ind a solutlion to
falir hieusing so every American, regardiess of ¢olor, has a
decent home of his choice,”

SENATOR DIRKSENM: Yes.

MR, CLARK: Do vcou think that was a call for a new open
housing bill? -

SENATOR DIRKZSEN: Not necassarily. He mightlave had in
mind thexres that you approach it from the standpoint of private
enterprise, In other words, there are some projects already
under way, One in New York., I understand they have got one
coming into Washington, There are a number out in Chicago_
Anc my colleague, Senator Percy of Illinois, aiready ﬁas a
bill shaped up which will take that private apéroach in order
to accomplicsh that same objective,

MR, CLARK: Would you support the Percy bill?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: It is entirely possible.. I haQen't
seen the datails yet.

MR, LAWRENCE: Senator, last week you were called as a
witness in the Bobby Baker case, You didn't gét to testify,
but were you fascinated at the suggestion that a Demodrat wasg

going arocund claiming to be collecting money to help you get

re-elected?
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SENATOR DIRKSEN: DBiil, a Preegident said +o m2 cne ime
in privacy, he says, "I sihudder ait the thought that sonetime
a manh will pop out of the woodwork and announce to ail the
world, 'I dumped 50 or 100 thonsnna into your.campaién fund,
Now; I want a job and I don't get it, so now I am golng to
tell the whole wide world aobcgut it,'”

That 1s onc of the things with which you are beleaguered
all the time, so maybe it is notrsé astonishing that a clerica?
employee should go out and tell these people on the Pacific
Coast, "Look, you have got somé—fences to mend, If’you want
any influence, you do it with some grez=n mone§; and I know just
where it has to go." A&And they say, "W2il, who?"

Well, right off the top of his head, he can name some nams:

That wouldn't be so difficult, and if you look over that list,

‘he picked out members of the Senate Finance Committee where

building and loan legislation, particularly as. it relétes to
taxation, is always considered,

But I thought afterwards,now that you mention it, here
was Frank Carlson, for 15 or 20 years the head of the praver
group here in Washington, and former Governor éf Kansas; here
waz Wallace Bennett of Utah, a former elder of the Morwmon
Church, Well, getting a politician like me into it might
make a liﬁtle more sense, but getting Carl Hayden into it, for
instance, the Dean of the House and Senate, who has béen here

longer than anybody, and who is the soul of honesty, that was
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wndaed a vary, vevy Danny list, § thoughi,

MR, CLARYK: Do wou inow ol any Republicaﬁ:members of
Congress who gob anyihing f£rom Bobby Bakuer?

SENATCST DIRKSEM: I do not, L do noit krow a soul, and I
don't know zaybedy,anywhers, any time, that ever got any funds
from Bobby Faker, At Least, I have never been acquainied
with 1t,

Now, while you railse thaz quastion, the

pfess was trying
0 get an arswer from me cn ancther guestion tpday and
didn't -~ today —— this week, I should zay. Had I ever coutten
any money from the late Seanator Kexr, Certainly not, Nok a
nickel, I zan't imegine anybody on our side ggttinq money
from Senator Kexrr, or on his own side, for that matter,.

I am not so sure but what a strict interpretation of
the law, the Corrupt Practices Act, makes it illegal to do so,
and makes it a punicshable offense for one Senator to do it to
another, because you know what the implication is, TIf you had
a big money bag and you staked a number of campaigns, you would

have the Seanate in the hollow of your hand, It:just doesn't

make ser~¢ to outlaw that sort of thing.

MR, CLARK: There are &three cases currently getting a
lot of publicity, all involving Congressional ethics to a cer-
tain degree; the Bobby Baker case, of course; the Powell case,

and the Dodd case, which is going to come up later this year
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Again in the Senate,

Does 21l this lead you to think that the;Senate or
Congress needs a new Code of Erhics?

SENATCR DIRKSEN: Oh, 1 doubh it very much, It seems to
me that every man is his own ethic and people will find it
out soon enoggh and remove him from public 1ife, It will take
a lit:tle longer,

Now, look at all tne hullabaléo in the Powell case.

Well, the pHouse of Representatives and the Senate are, under
the Constitution, the judges ofmthe qualifications of their
own mempers and they can deal with it, just as we can deal.
Now we are dealing with a case, because we set'up an Ethics
Committee, There it is, and I never pre-judge those things
because they have been gathering up testimony; they have been
examining bank statements: they have been subpoenaing all manne
of documents, 50 you don't pre-judge it because later on you
are actually going to be called upon to sit in.judgment_

¥ * K * 4 0%

MR, LAWRENCI: With your increased Republican votes in
both the liouse and the Senate -~ you dcon't control either -
one -- there is already a lot of interest in 1968, Senator,
Who is your favorite for the nomination?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: I have no favorite. It is too far in
advance of the convention. S50 many things can happen, and I

do not like to play favorites or tag anybody. That might
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invite drfficulty for bim, the very faci that T might be for
e,

MR, LAWRENCE: You have been a king-malker before thcugh,

Senator; you are not without influence. If you came out earlyj

don't veur think that you could help pave the way for your
favorite?

SENATOR DIRKELM: I love that Lkowm "king-maker" but I
have never wanted to be a boss, and I just go about carrying
party chorac and doing what I thiﬁk will be in +he intercsts
of the party and the country.

MR, LAWRINCED: Do you have any doubt in your own inind
that, God willing, ?resident Johngon will be a:candidate for
re~elaction in '697?

SENATOF DIRKSEM: Well, I can conly say that on the basis
of nistory it would be very singular, ;ndeed, if he were not a
candidate fcr another term, particularly so be;ause of his age.

MR, CLARK: The new junior Republican Senator from
Illincis, Charles Percy, suggested today that if there is a
favorite son from Illinois in 1968 it should be Everett Dirkse-
wWould you agree witn tmt?

SENATIOR DIRKSEN: Well, that ;s a Jovely speculation that
feeds my ege, I must say, but T said once before, the boat
left the dock quite some time ago,

MR, CLARK: Senator, I am sorry, we have reached that poii]

in the show, and we have all enjoyed this very much, where

t
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cur time is up, We have znjoyved vecy much having vou with us
on LS5UES AND AMNSWIRSG,

SENATOR DIMKSEN: It »s good to be aboard,

(Next week: Willy Brandt, Vice Chancelior and Foreign

Minister o West Germany.)




