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~ Conservationists working on federal legislation probably owe more to

MO CDALL

ep.
Udall (D-Ariz.) than to any other candidate running for President. There are

two principle reasons for this. The first is Udall's deep interest and broad

understanding of environmental issues and their relationship to population,

o

economics, and energy policy. Ten years before Earth Day, Udall warned his more

short-sighted colleagues of the urgent need for a stable population and

. responsible Tland use policies to prevent depletion of the nation's resources.

He is still stressing the same issues in ]975}_.'

The second reason for Udal1's importance is his critical position on the House

Interior Committee, where he chairs the Subcommittee on the Environment,

Udall was first appointed to the Interior Committee in 1963, and throughout the

- 1960s he was a leader in many legislative battles to protect the public lands and

create new parks and wilderness areas. But his power was limited by the crusty

Committee Chairman, Rep. Wayne Aspinall (D-Colo.) who was hostile to RETETFIRREY

conservation legislation. When Aspinall was defeatéd in 1972, Udall seized the

' opportunity to expand the jurisdiction of his Subcommittee and gain more

control over environmental policies. During the last session, he was a go-author
and a leader in the fight to pass badly needed legislation on strip mining,

land use planning, non-nuclear energy research and other. issues.

Udall sees himse]f as a negotiator, wi]]ing to listen and ]earn.fkom both sides,

Vglsii

He always keeps his mind and his door open. Environmentalists consider-&im one of

the most accessible of all the Congressional ledders, But they é]so findgaﬁéﬁﬁwﬁgkd

frustrating to work with on Tegislative strategy. Although he has attracted a very

(edatt | o :
good staff, he doesn't always pay enough personal attention to (the:details that

. N ) ‘.
are necessary to launch an aggressive legislative campaign, He is also too quick

~to compromise his positions, and sometimes ewsmw backs off in anticipation of trouble

that has wot yet materialized. Thus Udall tends to give away too much in retuvn
for too Tittle, and sacrifice provisions that would seriously undercut his programs

in the hopes of attracting broader support.



Cgs a resu]f> other(@embers of thé)lnterior Committéelﬁﬁﬁﬁ sometimes take /
tougher positions than Udall, who is worried about selling his-bills to the

rest of Congress and getting them past the President's desk. This is no easy g

task. The strip mine and land use bills were highly controversial and the
White House lobbied heavily against them both, working tobundermine the bipartisan

subport,that Uda11l and other Congressional leaders had worked so hard to put

together. Neither bill was signed into Taw.
‘ .
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As a 1egisTator, Udall is not nearly as powerful as Sen.fHenry Jackson, Chairman

of the Senate Interior Comﬁittee. But Udall's bositibns on critical energy issues
covered by the two Interior Committees are much- better than Jackgon's.

Udall's greatest weakness has been his promotion of destructive water projects‘:

for irrigation and public power. He has a good voting record on po]lution, wi]d]ife,
pesticides, aad otherbissues Outsfde his committee‘jurisdiction when they come

to the House Floor.

_-Uda]] relies main]y uponvnegotiation and“persaaafon to influence his colleagues,
and doesn t care for the hagmmafeﬁﬁmﬁgﬁ arm tw1st1ng tact1cs which are used to
advantage by some other senior Congressmen. Iw@&;;ﬁéaa$ms is not Udall's style.
He is an idealist, a reformer, and a long sfanding critfc of the seniority system
who has antagonized mzny of the old quard House Democrats. Udall was one of the

.ffirst Congressmen to make a complete financial disclosure of his assets. Years
ago.he worked fo strengthen regulations of the franking privilege, which provides
free postage to incumbents and can be abused to give them_an}unfair advantage ovef

under-financed challengers. More recently he pushed for stricter federal election

campaign laws.

Udall has been re- -elected eight times as a 11bera1 from a conservative state,
demonstrat1ng that he knows how to campa1gn and that h1s conv1ct1ons are more
than a reflection of his consistuency. He has worked for tax reform since 1963

and has been talking about the need to break up the oil companies for a long time.’

He spoke out against.the Vietnam war in 1967, sooner than any of the other

RARRAAR Presidential candidates now running this year.




Udall is now devoting néarly all his time to the Presidential campaign, and

in some ways he makes a better candidate than he does a Congressman. He does
not get tangled up in compromises, but uses his skill as a spokesman to convince

the voters that a strong environmental platform is not only compatib]e but

£

essential to a healthy economy. More 1mportant he can back up his statements

@t e A e el e e A e
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C:{ w1th hard stat1st1cs Uda]l ~¢ites ‘studies by the Counc1] on Env1ronmenta1 o %

SO o, N e wreAPET A

Qua]1ty wh1ch show that env1ronmenta] restr1ct1ons have cost on]y 12, OOO jobs
since 1971, while new environmental programs “have created over 1,000,000 jobs.
"These are JObS for every kind of worker; not Just for the highly trained
research scient1sts, but for factory workers and construction workers to bui]d the
facilities, for technicians to run them, and for the whole supporting cast needed
to run any enterprisc of this magnitude... every responsible economic study on

~ this quest1on concludes that env1ronmenta1 protection has saved us from even

S
worse ‘recession than we have today."; Udall offers many other statistics to

C%%“ show that full employment does not need to depend upon high energy consumption,

| and that measures to save energy through conservation programs and changes in
priorities would create more JObS than costly energy production schemes E (See |
Energy strategy section for details.) Thus Udall has probably done more than o !
any. other candidate to dispel industry argumentS'that the environment most be

sacrificed in the name of energy production and economic growth.

- .
Udall's Sidesisiments of his brother Stewart Udall

.,l . . . y
ad\lsor 15 seen as a mixed ble551ng by environmentalists.,

» @s his chief fundraiser and

While serving under
P
residents Kennedy and Johnson Stewart Udall worked diligently to secure protection

for wildernesses and endangered species. Yet, under his drisr direction, the
?

Department of Interior turned over billions of tons of federal . coal to major o0il com-
panies and g began diverting agricultural water supplies to industrial programs

thus setting the stage for western strip mlnlng and wr energy development



Thefon]y candidate to rivé] Uda]]fé environmental credénfialé is former
Governor Jimmy Carter of Georgia. Although Uda]]lis better kndwn hationa]]y
as an environmental spokesmah, Carter is hignly resbected by conservationists
who worked with him,as Governor of Georgia and Has taken good positions in

his Presidential éampaign. The two candidates have faced such different
circumstances that it {é diffiéu]t to make an objective comparison orvto Judge

which would make a better Prasident on energy and the environment. (See Carter

préfile for a.more:detai]eq comparison. )
. . . - . .

In sum, Udall has earned a national reputation as an active and early advocate
on many environmental causes. Although he has sometimes had trouble implimenting
tough programs, his priorities, his experience, and his broad understanding of

the issues all make him an excellent choice for President.



Nuclear

Until late 1973, Udall voted with the nuclear industry on every controversial
amendment to restrict the Atomic Energy Commission's programs; but since that
time he has reversed himself and taken a much more critical attitude toward

nuclear power.

Some of his early, pro-nuclear votes include the following:
-—In 1971, Udall opposed delaying the project Cannikan blast despite risks of

- Farthquakes, leakage into the ocean and dangers to sea otters on the Amchitka
iIsland Wildlife Refuge,

;ﬁin early 1973, Udall opposed amendment to allow states to set stricter radiation
‘ﬁtandards than those set by the AEC. ‘&hlx Environmentalistg considered this
pnovision crucial. Scientists have nok agreed on what constituted a safe level

afl" radiatiou-—-if there is any

Udall's nuclear record hss vnstly improvedﬁ

iEnvirohmentalists speculste that it was Udall's involvement in the non-nuclear energy
ill that prompted his change or heart. For more than a year, Udall fough;z;;;,b
aBules Committee, in the Interior Committee, and even ageiwmed the Senate to establish

;aielear mandate for non-nuclear energy research and provide enough funds to implement

'more than superficial efrorts in solar, geother‘al, and other alternative energy
ources. (See Energy Strategy section for more detail) By 1974, Udall was
supporting amendments to cut ProJect Plowshare, to restrict international proliferation

funuclearlplants, and to shorten the extension of the Price Anderson Act, which
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‘problems Qr'ngclear power.

i »;Aftor taking the lead in these hearings, environmentalists were disappointed
;Lhat Udallnfailed to show up for the key votes to prevent funding of plant equipment
}or the breeder nuclear reactor, which produces plutonium--—one of the most toxic
:éubstancos known to man. Environmentalists feared that such funds would constitute
a commigument to development of the breeder,despite s;rious environmental gsafety,
 and technological problems. (For more information on the breeder reactor, see the
_‘ford profilé, nuclear energy éection) Udall did "pair*" on behalf??‘fzﬁ; amgndment
with another member of Congress and iséued a statement in the Congressional Record
indicating reasons for his opposstion to the breeder reactor. In answer to the
vLeague of Conservation Voters qpestionaire, Udall did not support a moratorium

Mu
'pn construction and licensing of new nuclear reactors. Instead, 11kerther.

"Presidential candidates, he supports structural improvements to provide better o

’ggfeggards,




1 0025 Uotmst P

conl
PP boy=tbintis
Udall was the co-author of the Federal Strip Mine-Reclamétion Act

veYoed - ,
which was psswed twice by President Ford. This was one of the most

‘

heavily lobbied billg éver considered by the Congfesé. On the basis of his
public record, Udall's positions appear to be excellent.
R S ¢ Ud311 fough£ consistently and_succgssfully against Rebublican
efforts to weaken the reclamation requirements. Amoung other thing;,deallz
"—465;osed a weaker gﬂggiiﬁﬂiqbillj v |
| -—fn;isted on adequate provisiqns for pﬁblic hearings and input from Citizenij
~-fBupported a ban on strip Qﬁgﬁggip the National Forestss

~Favored strict requirements for soil stabilization, water quality, and:
Qgg other reclamtion procedureés and

TTents

—8pposed the(qﬁgnuagi Eﬁﬂiﬁgi of strip mining permits, and other pro(edural
loooholes for the coal industry. .

SRR Y

Udall also-earned prisie from environmentalists in 1975 when he supported
a long series of strengthening amendments to the strip mine bill to provide leverage

to bargain against weaker provisions in the E{# Senate legislation.

e ———— .«



Bnodeall eupported a number of weakg compromises and used llillil procedurel tactics
ﬂto block paosege of several amendments considered emxeim crucial by environuentaliats
;lobbying on the bill.
P : e
For several months, Udall opposed the "surface ownerg consent” proviei!on, Q;Zinz__
;}andowners,the right to block strip mining on homesteaded lands—where the surface
s privately held and the underlying coal is federally owned. Without the provision
flandouners could be bhrown off their property while strip mining was underway, with
e little assurance that kkx t.heir land would be edequatelym to again@® support
ferndng and ranching. Udall charged that the amendment would *make wealthy surface
l i owners at the mpxm expense of the consumer” and oppoeed it until’it beceme‘apparent
"5Tvthat a deadlock over the section JeepardizeJ final passage of the bill.
| On the House III floor, Udall supported efforts to protect underground aquifers
and REXN streame from d%(uption by strip mining. But when this language was .
‘weakened in the Conference Committee, Udall accepted the changes and blocq‘Rep. Mel-.
' cher's‘%ttempts to reconsider the provision. He did this despite environmentalists'
‘ 'compleints that the new version would not give adequate protection to farmers'and

ranchers' water rights.

1 0020 2 - p©



. In 1972 Udall opposed a ban on strip mining on steep mountain slopgs.where the
damage is greatest and reclamation the ?e;ﬁydifficult
b In 1974 and 1975, Udall

Moun T
intment to many Appalachian conservationists.
gh reclamation requirements -to prevent the worstvabuses

ThiS was a great

disappo

ard
did work,for many tou
of mountain strip miningy but the bi1l still does not include a ban.

'/v Zeﬁw of &V‘Jt/"?‘""‘ V"?‘W guu#mw)

Udall kes indicated that he prefers deep mining to strip mining

/N
- itigprisaiien

because it is less destruct1ve to. the environment.” However.:)
~dur1ng the drafting of the bill he

opposed certain provisions that would help make the deep mining 1ndustry more

competitive with strip mining. Stripping is now cheaper largely because it

avoids the heavy costs required to meet the Deep Mine Health and Safety A@Ei:)

E;l ( C:ﬂ;;;a Rep. Seiberling intro-
/. Ay )
< ducod an amendment to charge 82.50 per ton reclamation fee to strip mineis and a

\

|

} $1.50 fee for deep mining. Deep miners would be pormitted to uritoeoff some ofX

; the fee to pay .for blackX lung benefits and other health and safety costs. Udall fnfﬁd{ﬁ’
) , \ : ' ' :

: lqaﬁﬁiii.thio amondment but finally agreed to a more modest reclamation proposal

l-'ﬁgchnrging strip miners only 35¢ per ton and deep miners 103;Mr'fuﬂf
© Udal) has urged federal subsidies for the deep mine industry®®o insure the

e viability of the deep mining industry which must meet the nation's long term coal
. roquiromantsx!"i' The strip mine bill provided funding for research and develop~

. ment to 1mprovo‘doep mining methods but these provisions disappeared from one of

= ;;-t tho many drafts of the bill, Only aftgr heavy prodding from environmentalists

I B KK
‘t

and ‘others did Udall agree to restore those provisions.
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When President.Ford again vetoed the strip mine bill, conservationicts
joined wifh Rep. John Melcher in an effért to combine it with a coal leasing
bill that stood a better chance of gefting-the two thirds majority
necessary to override a veto. The coal leasing Lill would legitimize

and regulate the renewed leasing of federal coal reserves that were |
previously proté;ted'by a moratorium, and public power interests were

' eagér to'get the bill passed. Originally Udall opposed this strategy,

- but after lengthgg giscussions he agreed, and worked with others to

combine the two measures. Unfortunately this effort was not successful.

Despite his many conflicts with conservationists over certain specific
provisions ih the bill, overall Udall has been a majpr positive force in
.. the effort to draft a strong, meaningful strip minevreclamation bill.
_ Egﬂ§grvationists are pleased and‘impressed tbat>despite the heavy dcmands _
'of his Presidential campaign, Udall and his staff are still workiné to win
aré

votes to pass the bill on the House floor anq«makihg a major contribution

in the efforf to get the bill enacted into law.




| In his campaign, Udall’ has insisted that he does not support o
fa atrip mine bill ”aa dl backdoor method to discourage development.” Rather, he
Jfavurs a bill " to insure thatv thq true costs of uestern (strip) mining are re-

“'flected in the prige of coal.®

While a strong reclamation bill will help achieve this gpal, environmentalists

" are skeptical that the true costs of coal production will ever be reflected in
‘the pr1c25<S;;¥1cu1ar1y in the West, where huge federa] subsidies will be required
to provide water and other public services to support new cities andvtransport

.the coal back east.to be burned. (For more on this issue, see Carter profile.)

¥a Udall should be congratu]ated for _being~
| L—'one of the few candidates to criticige federal

bubéidiee for synthetic fuels and abhszendsmwews to speak out on many of their most
devaatating'environmental impacts. 0il shale dmxmingmank and other synthetic fuels
;fdévelopMQnt would severely deplete western water supplies and requife'huge amounts

;gofienergy capital and land. (for more information see Ford energy section).




T COASTAL |SSUVES I RN - . .’ S |
Although he is from the arid, landlocked State of Arizona, Udall
is a member of the Ad Hoc Committee on the Outer Continental Shelf;
which was formed by;}he House to draft proposals to regulate o
offshore oil and gas drilling., Udall has not been active on the
Committee, but his positions on offshore 0il are generally good.

Basically - he supports 0CS dpvelooment under the follow1n cohditionq:

'-- maximum safeguards to protect the marlne env1ronment from oil snlllC)
—-.?ubllc, not orivate exploration to_determlne‘where offohore oil is
located and whefher it can be safely drilledj . '

T -- Federal officiais should accept State recommendations regarding
lease sales and develovment plans,runless the federal zovernment
can demonstrate that this will threaten national secu;itx&#

"; %enerous financial aid to the-gtéte governmentsywto,helb}thém‘k_~_ j
' abgorb the damage caused by coastal energy development. -

Environmentalists favor a strong state role in decision-making,

because several Governors have shown an inclination to resist the

" more destructive oil development schemes pushed by the Ford Adﬂinistration.
But @nvironmentalists are concerned that the Pederal %pvernment will

now try to "buy off" the states by reimbursing them for damages,

rather than trying to preveﬁtvthese damages in the first place.

Thus we agree with Udall's x first three conditions, but not
.~ the fourth. |

Udall should be congratulated for his stand on oil fankers. He was
one of only 95 House Members to support requireménts for double
bottoms. on all tankers transporting oil from the Port of Valdez

‘in Alaska. | ' - '




‘Energy Strategy

é%@ Many Democratic candidétes pay 1lip service_to the need for

"the most subsﬁﬁtﬁlal commitment to %

cleaunf, safer alternative energy sources, but Udall has shown
TSI~

which are
favored by environmentalists. This is malnly because Udall haq
had the onportunlty to draft SDelelC leg 1slatmon to -

‘ increase funding for - _ - -. - solar, geothermal, wind and
other promising energy sources, ' a

In 1973, Jackson Uushed a bill throu h ‘the Senate to create flve

-

glant corooratlons to-

developa energy resources., EE‘fhe House uovernment Operations

Zommittee resvonded with its own bill to split up the old

" Atomic “nergy Commission and make i1t part of a new “nerzy

Research and Jevelonmert Admlnlstratwon (*INDA) to promote all

" energy sources. . - Udall realized that

the New agency would st1ll be domlnated by the «ho t of the AEC

and offered several amendments ¥ on the House Floor:~

to & broaden ERDA's mandate. Most of these failed.

But Udall persisted, and fought for Committee jurisdiction {o
draft his own leFlelatlon to provide funding and promotion for
energy consquy rion technologies and. alternate - E
energy source°Ag$ solar and geothermal ooWer. In 1974, the
House passed his Non-Nuclear Znergy Act, a major triumph for
Udall, vmﬁﬁﬂwsﬁiumwesgully fended off the efforts of nuclear
zealots in the House Interior ®® Committee and Science and

Technology Committee to subvert the purpose of his bill,

'Although BRDA stllle hao a pro- -nuclear bmas, Udall has

helpcd to push it in the right direction.
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Udall alqo puts a hlgh priority on energy conservatlon as the
'best short term solutlon to the energy shortage. He says,

"contrary to the scare tactics of those who are wedded to aﬁﬂ
economy of waste, a well designed program of energ& conservafion
will stréngthen the economy and provide more jobs, not fewer."-
While many candiates advocate energy conservation, Udall can
back himself up w%}h hard statistics showing that the =~ -
energy-cOnSuming industries create less embloyment than other
sectors of the economy.{?%i e U S R

¢ - | |

=== malntalns that we could llmlt our growth in energy

consumotlon to 2% a year w1thout losing

jobs, and actually decrease our per capita energy consumption,

/,,.

éﬁ On Tno Lomrue of ‘Conservation Voters ou@stlonalre, Udall suDDorts
nearly al > ‘Ma : B

M»ﬁ.,. itz £ A«*

dls campalgn literature urgessan end to the wasteful burnlnv of

eneragy conservation

natural gas as a boiler fuel,

strict efficiency standards for'appliances, better home insulation
and conservation téchniques in factoriés, requirements for smaller
cars with better gas mileage, and a massive : '
'infusioh of federal funds to help developé mass transit.

Most of these proposals are also popular with other liberal

.candidates,

A S
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Udast 415 .

5
R

é%g 'Udall favors glving the’federal;government a large ;Qle in future energj aevelopmeef;
and advocated the‘creation"ef X a National Authority for Energy Management to do |
exploratory offshore oil drilling,.manage U.S. petfoleum reeerves, be a catalyst
and possibly a yardstick for development of fossil.fuels and alternative energy’ | |
sources, Environmentalistelere'skepticallof‘thekyérdstick idea because past

eXamples‘of.federel efforts to produce energy, such as TVA and Bonneville, have

'turhed out badly and their tax exemptlons and federal subsidies have inhibited | :

comparisons with private utilifies. §:§5-§-‘. - * }

‘§§§§\‘~(oee Harris 7

profile, Energy Strategy section for more details,)
/

Yet Udall does.not go nearly as far in this direction-a° Senator Jackson, who - ;

has called for x giant public/private energy development agencies that would virtually
a between

eliminate aﬁg oy real distinctlonﬁthe private corporations and the federal government.,,
Moreover, Udall has emphasized de-centralized energy sources, which are inherently
more efficient, less polluting, and less likely to give a- few copporatéons
monopolistic control. In this, he is miles apart from Henry Jackson's ehergy
schemes which would give increased emphasis to nuclear research and development

as well as large operations for coal gasification and liquefaction. (see Jackson

profile for more deﬁails)
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-»qﬁ But Udall understands that we must also be conservation-minded in
promoting only the more efficient forms of energy broduction. v
Hﬂxmmmmoﬂgxﬁadﬂxakxzu7xxdxgﬁﬁfiﬁho He has opposed large federal
subsidies for wasteful and‘Lﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁe energy schemes to produce’
synthetic fuels. when questioned about oil shale and coal

liqu@faction in Louisville, Kentucky, Udall replied, "We've got

to pay “more attention to this whole concept of net energy.
It doeo Vou ™ no good to use two or three barrels of oil to

produce some new exotic sources where you get only one barrel of oil,"
He went on to say that we needed a crash vrogram to find cleaner,
‘more efficient ways of burning coal directly. "We get one-third of
‘the energy out of coal, we ought to learn how to get two-thrids

out of it, Clearly over the next ten years, conservation is the

first and most available form of energy and coal is the second."

g

‘H. On oil pricihg and natural gas regulations, Udall gng.'generally
‘agrees‘with Democratic varty positions., He is strongly »xmxxx
oppbsed to Xissinger's volicles for using artificially high prices
to control kmpmxxX oil imports, and he has supported legislation

to provide short term price relief, _ R

C}* Yet Udall understands that in the -lohg run the best wéy.tbbﬂ
achieve fair and realistic energy prices is to break up the huge
energy conglomerates. MNot only does their monopoly power hurt
consumers, but it givesbthem far too much control over TUXHXEXX'
future Driorities in energy development., The &1l conglomerates
already own four of the olubest coal companies that vproduce over
35% of the nation's coal. Thus Udall has 1ntroduced legislation

to break up the oil companies, and prohibit them from owning

e s e s T SR

competing energy SOUfCOu.$~ LANE
{In Ponrress Jdall nhas not been actlve on antl trust leﬂlslat1on

- because his Commlittees don't have Jurlsdlctlon over thls 1ssue,
but he appears to speak from a sincere BEN conv1ctlon. '

N . ’ v




_ﬁ@% His first controversy as a freshman Congressman concerned the-

Cﬂ Udall is best known for his av1d support of the Central Arizona

ﬂq/ .

Water Projects and RlVE'fS

Like many Western 2Democrats, Udall wxx has supported nuﬂgérous
dams to irrigate arid land or to generate public. electrlcal power.
This causes frequent conflicts with env1ronmentallsts. '

Glen Canyon Dam on the Colorado river. The canyon was much loved

by conservationists who fought against the vroject, but the debate

-facd&.@d an
Xﬁxgﬁﬂéfﬁ in Congress oE=== 4 the issue of public versus:

private power, Udall voted accordinaly and suvpvorted the dam.

This .remained his vattern for many years; only recently has Udall
. mGS‘{' wated ' :
begun to questilon IeFEipwesssimy Orogects.

SR
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~ Project, to bulld a series of dams and canals to divert water from
the Colorado river to Arizona. This was an important issue in
the state, and for five years (1963-1968) Udall fought tooth and
nail to get it through the Congress, His chlef enemies were the

conservationists., +hen they rxskX realized that two of the dams
wduld flood 130 miles of the Grand Canyon, conservafionists mounted
one of their most aggressive campaigns 1dxsuyzﬂxdedXXNszxxinx
EREXRHNEXEENEVEE XXX ANXRX BRENER X RAXX REX R XK RHEX xammusxdahakasxwxihxx
BRRXXxmAXAABX R XNABRXANEXERHAGXLARYARY against the project,

David Brower held some famous debates with Udall on the rim of,

the Grand Canyon. Despite Udall's efforts, the dams were votéd ,‘ - :

down. But the rest of the Project Wﬁinfinally approved in 1963,

- after Udall and his brother, who wasfiSecretary of Interior, devised .
w a way to build it without the Grand Canyon damS. .This neutralized consef « -
no longer actively opposed the project, but they suspect it nas

vvétionists opposition to the pioject temporarily, but has not deterred thgT»ffom

.. denounclng the project in recent years, Several of the small dams remaining threaten-

valuable wilderness .and eagle nesting areas.

The Central Arizona Project domlnated Udall's act1v1teb on the Interior Committee

for several years. e had to overconme oppos&tlon fron Aspinall and from California

Congressmen who wanted the water for their own states, and there is speculation

that Udall went along with several destructive projects elseghere in order not to

jeapardize support for his owWn.
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Udall's support for public pmwmxxwaksr power projeéts often put'&im in
-awkward conflict with efforts to protect the environmenf. In 1963, Udall
supported the Knowles D%m on the Snake River, even though it would displace 1,000
people and destroy 9,000 ag;es of farmland and a natural bison range. Said Udail:'
"unless we set about to develép B fhe resources of this cogntry to their ultimate
extent, we are not going to be able to provide the jobs and prosperity that this

Throagh . . ‘ :
S r the years, Udall has led in efforts to promote the Dickey-—

nation needs".
Lincoln dam on the St John River in- Maine-- a p:gject that would provide New

England's only source of public power. The dam would flood 140 square niles of

wilderness., BN

- But there are indications that Udall's xxxi® attitude on

water orojects is changing with the times. In 1975, he announced
he was changing his stand on Dickey-Lincoln. = And, when Rebp,

Sam Stelger recehtiy tried to resurréct the dams =z in
the:Grand_Canyon, Udall would have none of 1t. <iEEem<EEESy

‘ afre : . .
He has sssfip supported RUXXIREXXMEXABRXRINBEXIALEX

XL yxEELng study of the New River for designation as a 7ild
and Scenic River, which would prevent axXzuxnsixXSLIBRAXBEXREBFEIEX

a dam and power ©vroject there.

P ,Enwr'onmee\‘ﬁ'ahs';‘s were P'édSﬁé. "H\aj'é

CUdall - MEwemiges voted with Rep. Henry Reuss for a moratorium on
new stream channelization projects, and opposed some stream
channelization in Arizona. (Channelization turhs streams Tfull
of fish into straight, sterile ditches, It kills 21l bottom
life, and frequenfly invites erosion and flooding downstream,
gmgd Once channelized, a stream never fully recovers.)



m Public Lands

Udall's record is

He has led countless battles to
create new parks and wilderness areés, and to correct abuses'

of the nationls public lands. Throughout the 1960s, Udall was
heavily involved in efforts to pass such landmark conservation
azxts  laws as the Wilderness Act, the Land and YJater Cohservafion
~Fund, the North Cascades'National'Park, the Point'Reyes, Padfe
"Island and Assateagzue National Seashoreé. and many others.

He didn't begrudge time and effort spent on areas that were far
frbm_his districﬁﬁi ~and would brobabiy bring him litile
political mx@t credit back home, Indiana conservationists

owe Udall a speclal debt for his work in enlarging and funding
the Indiana Dunes National Lakeshore, despite heated opposition
from industry and from powerful members of the House Appropriations

Committee,

Udall supports all the -additional proposals for wiﬁérness'and
wildlife refuges now advocated by conservationists, and secured
‘ - . v

passage of the Pine Mountain and Sycamore Canyon areas as
additions to the Wilderness System. Udall's behavior on the
San Rafael Wilderness was confusingg however; he fmxkx fought

: N . hovadati1€s : .
on the House Floor for the maximum ===mxss=ims, but gave his proxy

to the other side in the House-Senate Conference Committee.,

Udall's performance on the.Redwoods National Park shows how

he can sometimes undercut B conservationists by trying to
compromise far too much. Isolated stands of tég%yéften.cannot
survive logging and flooding all around them, and so the
conservationists were trying to preserve a large tract along
Redwood Creek, Yet the Committee Chairman Wayne Aspinall called
for a much smaller park, Conservafionists believe that Udall
had enough votes to overrule Aspinall in Committee, but he chose
instead to go along with him and accept a smaller park. The
California Congressman pushing for the park (Rep. Phil Burton)
complained that "this was not a fair compromisef "HRRXXX

Udall replied that the acreage could be increased in the House-
Senate Conferencé. It was -- but not nearly gnough. nXperts
say that the Redwoods are in dangef. and a bill to expand the

- park is back this year, Now that Aspinall is gone, Udall suvbports
the maximum acreage. : o _ : ,




U rre

» q%’ More than dﬁé third of the nation's land 1s'owned by the
' ~ federal government, most of it in the West, and much of it .1
~ badly abused, Perhaps the greatest threat ‘to these lands is

the afchaic ¥ 1872 Mining Law, which allows anyone to file . -
a claim to mine on the public: lands, regardless of its impact -
upon other land‘values. As a member of the Public¢ Land Law
Review Commissionydeall was mRXy one of only three dissenting
members'to'objecfx to these provisions. He has sponsored a bill'

for a five year moratorium on mining in six threatened national

parks and monuments,

@ Udall believes that the federal government should retain
' owderéhip'of nearly all its public 1ands, and not give any more
to the states - or to private interests. Yet most attacks on
the pu . Public Lands are more subtle 4#§Z®t than outright transfers
of ownership. The Interior Committee Chairman Aspinall drafted
“a bill (HQ 7211) to accomplish much the same purposes by maklng :
the federal agencies helnlesc to prevent excessive mining,

gra21ng, or tlmberlng. He then wrapped the bill in a thin layer -
of land use planﬁin 2?2v¥51ons, like icing on a cake,
' 5nvlronmenta11stqﬂ ried to/ get Udall to & oppose the bill 3
“outright, but Udall was evidently more attracted to the icing ?
than afraid of the caked He did succeed in amending the bill ' b
in Commlttee to include some genuine planning prov1°10ns, and
1ntended to try to remove some of the glveaway provisions on’ the
“House Floor. But the bill died when Aspinall wao defeated in

the 1972 elections, so we will never know if Udall's gamble -

wgxd would have paid off, ' 3
I+ tooK him awhile o gat FAe smassaGe b“—"’d"“"‘”‘j UdeQ

5/Uad:P/c stm g’)cu/\ 1A<Qu_¢-n‘? v /0-605 oo Gres % U aad
ajreces UB Alaada 7o mr’m‘r\7 v /07 :47 The Odasy
amdm-/- 7 e Alasdel /70~7‘/v.e,s C/O./ms Ae o

set aside 100 million acres for Dos51ble parks and

¥
E
3
¥
v

'wildlife refuges, and created a land use planning commission

for the State. Like most environmentalists. Udall.did nqt feélly

begin pushing for a &mnd Canadian alternative to the Alaska pipeline."
until it was £00 late., But he was very active in the House floor
debate, offering an amendment to study the Canadian_route xz and
spéaking'out against provisions in the bill that xxmkaxszdx exempted

the pipeline from the National Environmental Policy Act. "This is
a test of whether we are going to give in to the demands of the 011
industrvy or give due Brocess +to the environment." said Udall.




Wildlife

.': “‘Tf -'V' o : ';,7 ‘
bask- 4 L . '
Udall has apgood record on wildlife and grazing issues,®

even where %hi° confllcts with the demnands of some of tho’

ranchers in his dlstrlct TRXEXEEX XA MR KA T ERER AT XX

‘This is in marked confrast to kxz other Congressmen from-

western states,

Udall hag'stated that he supports tﬁe “xecutive Order

bannlnb the use of poisons for predator

control on federal lands, and would like to see the ban

Ll

extended to private lands. ST o s t~¢,ﬁ59_uav»

XﬂXxXhﬁxshEapxnzh&hﬁxx&xxx&xiﬁxsﬂppmxkn XKELXXK&&XKKEYKE mek
PRAEXRENIXLEXKXIXX These poisons have often o

the slaughter of-ssmsy non-target animals and the RXERHBEXBRXRRK
PEEXLANE . Severe disruption of predator-prey relationships;
ye* ranchers are fu:%ouxwymﬂithe federal government has

restrlcted them. In419705, Cdall Z8 attempted to help

the ranchers by sponsoring leglslatlon to reimburse.them

&Y‘ predator lo ses, but he

did not pursue the measure. wWhile it would be difficult to,
guard against fraud 'in such a orogram, some environmentalists .
have welcomed this idea as a way to reduce the political

“pressure for predator control vrograms. - ' .

Grazing fees on public lands are set way below their fair

market value, which éncouragés overgrazing. ‘Udall has opposed
efforts to give ranchers tenure, i.e., a vested right to lease
the lands indefinitely at the same low cost. At the request

of ﬁhe Sierra Club, Udall offered and.pasSed amendments to the
BLM Organic Act to clarify that these lands still belong to the
public, not the ranchers who are leasing them. ~ But Udall would
still give the ranchers at least a ten year transition oerlod

key Dbefore requlrlng.them to lease at market orices.



Hdalix&xxxhakpﬁukxknxkhexXauxxxRimanxdahataxxnﬁ'r

Udall was a leader in the House Floor debate on the larine
FMammal Protection Actf in 1972, The bill reported by the
iflerchant Marine and Fisheries Committee advocated a managemen%:
approach and did not include the 10-year moratorium on all

~killing that'was sbught by animal welfare &£mX grouvs.,

E Udall was successful 1n passing an amendment to create a’ $\Ve~yeaj~'
lmoratorlum with some exemptions for Alaska natives and tuna
fishermen., The animal welfare groups were delightéde One leader
remarked that "Udall re&]ly carrled the ball for us on this

key amendment 4§§ IR NEXIXXKX

€0On fortunately, the Act has_not BRERXNEXELEEE X UB XS XENYX RBRmMBNER X ¥ X
done as much as environmentalists had hoped to stop the slaughter
of porpoises by the tuna industry.

; P A G 4 -
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C?% On the League questionaire, Udall indicated that he favored

i

i to glve full control of three national wildlifle refuges to the /,;:'gy"

{

 RMBMEKUREXXXEXBAXBEEE additional funding and measures to enforce -
quotas on porpoise mortality, but only if it didn't cripple- _
the tuna induystry. He also said he favored Subéidizing increased

‘productiOn of jojoba beans as a substitute for sperm whale o0il,
to discourage the killing of whales., YukxHad Yet he has not yet

~“responded to a request by Friends of the Earth to introduge
legislation on this, although the Indians in his district would
benefit. | '

B A TR S e e

_vr

federal Bureau of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife, Pre#lously, \&iw,/ﬁﬁ//
control of the retfuges was shared with the federal Bursau of

Land Mgnagamentg which»spenda lessfﬁhan one percent of its budget

on wildlire and slmost 60 percent on enargy productlion, Ons of
if

/the refuges, the Kofa Game Rsfuge, is/i dall's home staﬁe of

»@§??§

/ Arizona,

. Rep. Udall co-sponsored a bill inm 1975 ~ o~ -5

i
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Agriculture

Udall's district onceincluded parts of rural Arizona xkek which are dmn‘dominated
by agribusiness corporations. But Udall is not amm member of the Hopse Agriculture
Committee and has not been active on these issues. Exeept for his efforts g to
provide irrigation water, he does not seem k® friendly to agribusinesses and is
inclined to side with Bhe consumer and small farmer.

Udall has urged invesiiéations of food oligopolies and has supported tax
reforms to make it easier for family farms to be handed down without having to
be sold to pay taxes. He also has advocated measures to protect farmland from
development and urban encroachment. |

- Udall has consistently supported efforts to restrict the use of pesticides. 1In
his own state, Udall helped eliminate the spraying of Herbicides in areas where
honey bees were beingrraised. REX KEEXXIHAE In 1971, Udall voted for all three
strengthening amendments to the pesticides bill: one which would give gxxx citizens
standang to sue against violations of the Act. Another amendment allowed EPA x to
réstrict pesticidex uses that were not essential. The third amendment would elim-
inate indemnification paigﬁents to pesticide manufacturers who were forced to take
their product off the market.

Udall has also indicated that as President, he would oppose any further encrpachment
by the USDA into decision—making on pesticides. The Agriculture Department has
advocated legislation to give it veto power over all EPA regulations on pesticides,
despite their pro-pesticide bias and dismal past record on regulating the use of
even the most hazardous pesticides. In 1974, Udall also supported efforts to prevent
transfer from the Labor Department to the Agriculture Department XEBRXXX¥ authority for

regulating applications of pesticides to protect farm workers.



Land Use Planning ¥ quulﬁvl"""".

~ Chaotic development and abusive land use practises are at the root of many
environmental problems. In the House, Udall is the'und:sputed leader in efforts
to encourage land use planning and reforms. In 1974 and 1975, he authored
1egis]ation to provide federal grants to the states to déve]op and impliment

their own land use planning and management programs. Thé.land use bill was one

of the most controversial pieces of legislation ever considered by the Congress,
and was defeéted both years by a widespread, well-financed campaign of distortion
and misinformation run by the National Chamber of Commerce and conservative
interest groups such as the Liberty Lobby and the National Alliance of Businessmen.
The Chamber branded the bill as a "national zoning ordinance", although they later

admitted that this was not true.

®% Udall has always been a firm believer in the principle that half a bill is
better than none, and his bill was hardly the punitive measure that developers
“painted it to be. By the time it came to the Floor, Udall had removedqnagl of
the controversial provisions in an effort to gain support. Gone were the tough
restrictions on second home developments, and the sanctions against states that
refused to develop their own land use plans. Udall also agreed to the Dellenback
amendment, which was opposed by conservationists and promoted by real estate interests,
and was designed to streamline and expedite state and local review of new
development projects. But other rock-bottom environmental provisions were retained,
including the protection of agricultural lands from urban sprawl, the protection

of critical environmental areas, and public participation in local development

decisions. As amended, the bill represented the absolute minimum that environ-
mentalists could support. @&t The bill Lad grown.so controversial that it is
doubtful whether anyone could have steered it through Congress without making it
so weak as to be almost worthless. Udall deserves praise for his efforfg and

his hard work even though he did not succeed.



deall was aware bf the dangers of overpopulation long before most of his

colleaques,

é. Ten years ago, he made a speech calling unchecked population

growth a "!ime Bomb" that rmst be defused. In 1969, he offered a bill to

create a Commission on Population and the Environment, to research and publiciie
the impact of population growth on the environment. In 1970, Udall supported
legislation to‘provide additional funds for family plannihg services and
contraceptive research. He was the original sponsor of the Population Stébiliiatial
Resolution, but this year indicated he wanted to take a back seat and let another

: Céng;essman be chief sponsor, |

C;} Udall has indicated that he miXkxxkx will support the Supreme Court fuling on

abortion, but his votes in the House'on‘the abortion issue are ambiﬁalent. Hemx

He has opposed a measure
to let women use federall’iunded legal aid to obtain abortions from hospitals
that refuse them, but he supported measures to permit the use of family planning

fund for medical expenses connected %X with abortions.
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Transporvation

Udall's Counittee assignnents don't give him the mppmxurtxy opportunhty uo

participate actively in transportation matters that come before Congress. However,

unlike many of his colleagues from the southwest Udall has consistently supported

- ! AAQ.SayS'7m-1‘
increased mass transit and critidsed the highway trust fund.l!g4our devotion to

_ resvlfed ia : _
concrete which has eussessYmassive deterimation in air quality,thousanda of fatalities,
expensive

and millions of injuries, severe overutilization of land, wastng of scarce and EX*EENEXXE
fuels, crumbling mass transit systems and erosion of city tax bases."™
-~ In 1971, he supported two measures to elininate blocks to mass transportation

for the District of Columbia. ‘
-- In 1973, Udall supported busting of the highway trust fund to permit localkties

to use a small portion of.the fund= foyﬁass transit

a move Yo Kill «

-='In 1974, Udall opposedAW mass transit operating subsidies, and opposed

fudding reductions in the comprehensive Mass Transit Legislation

------

— Aloﬁf -
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Udall has voted against funding for the SST in 1976 and 1971, and he wants.
to reform the lopsided federal transportation subsidies that have given the
truckers and the barges sm an unfair advantage over the railroad§.» To ; :
equalize federal subsidies, Udall proposes that all transportation modes
compete for funds from the same comprehensive transportation trust fund.
Environmentalists are highly suspicious of all trust funds, becauée they
tend to encourage wasteful overbuilding ang are invu]nerab]e,to,pub1ic . ” ,“
ST T e pndervatmy 5,33,,/ oppase barge Lubsider ans
scrutiny and oversight. Yet #bugﬂshare Udall's goal of helping the railroads.
Uda]] would support user charges as well as subsidies to revitalize
deteriorated railroad track lines and purchase new equipment. His proposed
user charges on barges could génerate between $100 million and $500 million

annually.

'Many of Udall's propdsa]s would require xeinxnxxﬂafxﬁnxéxxXaxaxEnmuexxe

Lamx reforming the regulations of the Interétate Commerce Commission.

Many Democrats are afraid to question the ICC, be]igving that its regulations.

on prices and mergers are necéssary td prevent monopolies. But environmentalifts

agree with Udall that reforms are badly needed.’ ¢ Studies havé
shown that xaxixmad the ICC has blocked attempts by the railroads to lower their

prices during slow periods. As a result rail cars stand idle 93 percent of the

time and are only used at peak periods--when crops need kg to be transported.

In sum, Udéll would give heavy emphasis to restoration of railroads, a change -
to smaller cars and diversion of the highway‘trust m fund mmmex monies into g mass
transit programs as key elements ixm to acheive energy conservation and increase
employment opportunities in the future.l Udall deserves high praise for his far
reaching policies as well as past efforts to encourage expansion of efficient

transportation programs.
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Pollution
Although Udall's Committees have no Jjurisdiction over pollutlon legislatim
S
and he @ thus not a leader on the issue, Udall has consistently voted to
strengthen beth air and water pollution bills when they came to the House floor.
For example, Udall had voted:
- For a $1 billion clean water appropriation for sewage treatment plants in
1969. (Thls was a hotly contested issue at the time.)
-~ For all the strengthenlng amendments to the 1972 Water Pollution Skmm

Control Acto

- == For the Safe DTlﬂKlna Water Act of 1974,

- Against‘amendmehts to weéken and delay the EPA's authority to enforce
the Toxic Substances Control Act in 197307 This bill required pre-mérket
testing of néw;chemcials to show they were safe before they could be sold
.commercially. Unfortuﬁately, it has not yet become law,
" == Udall was absent for several important Clean Air votes. However, he was
onevof only 90 Congressmen to vote against Rep. Jamie Whitten's amendment
fo remove EPA's authority to restrict shopping zmkmmx centers and other
indirect sources of pollution if they would cause a violation in a city's
ailr pollution standards.
-~ Udall has spoken out against efforts to weaken the auto emission standards
in the Clean Air Act, despite the fact that these efforts are led-in large
part by the United Auto Workers, a powerful union.
An early advocate of solid waste legislation, Udail favors a taxvon non-returnable
bottles, and would requirs the federal government to use recycled materials
whenever possible. Ie also favors increased funds for the Occupatiohal Safety
and fealth Administrationo_ He feels that regulation of fluorocarbons now used
in spray cans can wWait until the Natlonal.Jhu::::;1of Sciences publishes its

frrdsmpckinisssprmgxer .~ findings on their effects on the ozone layer this spring,
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" Q. As a practical political matter, can you get away with proposing
' high-rise, low rent, public housing projects in tlese suburban neighborhood:

A, No, I don't advocate this as a general policy. I would see

a more natural type of intermingling that you see in Greenwich Village
and Manhattan and places of this kind.

Q. Are you willing to use the federal government as a device,
as an authority for breaking down that economic integration? Are you

willing to put, for example, a high-rise public housing project in
Bethesda? : .

A. No I'm not willing to charge in and say to an established
neighborhood, "the federal government is coming in here friends,

and we're going to put high-rise, low income things in your neigh-
borhood." -

Q. Are you willing to use the federal government as a tool to

put a public housing project in a predominately eastern European
neighborhood of Pittsburgh?

A. No, not the large kind of Forest Hills things that we had
in New York and caused all of that controversy...

Q. You're really quarreling with the use of language though,
rather than the policies. You don't want to do the same things he
doesn't want to do, right?

A, I share the respect for ethnic culture and neighborhood
value. I don't think you want the federal government going in
intruding and breaking neighborhoods up...




755 BOYLSTON STREET
- BOSTON, MA 02116
(617) 266-8915

Y ¢ LR SN O 1402 MAIN STREET
© rewim . -+ SPRINGFIELD, MA 01103
4\ (413) 732-2051

Dear Fellow Democrat: . o

We in Massachusetts have a unique history in Presidential politics.
In 1968, we rallied behind Eugene McCarthy and Robert Kennedy and
helped to change the course of the war in Vietnam. But--we failed
to win a nomination or the Presidency. In 1972, a courageous liberal
~carried Massachusetts but was defeated by a campaign of deceit and
corruption. Now is.the time to ensure that in 1976 wé nominate and

elect a President capable of leadlng this country through the troubled
tlmes ahead. : o, .. - .

fHereuin Massachusetts,;we_williface_a March 2nd primary. It will
be the second primary in the nation, .following New Hampshire by one .
week, and the first in a large, diverse, industrialized state. Moving
the Massachusetts primary to an early date will focus national atten-
tion on the selection made by the Massachusetts voters. It is there-
fore of critical importance that we avoid the reform forces of this
state being made helpless through fragmentation. Now is the time for
us to settle on our choice for a nominee.

We have learned that the central test of a candidate and national
leader is not a television performance or how a single issue is
handled, but rather what, in the course of a public career, has been.
the candidate's response to the major issues facing the nation. We
believe Mo Udall should be Massachusetts' first choice. He alone has
shown a consistent ability to state, campaign for and communicate to
his very conservative state the right positions on the key issues we
in Massachusetts have fought for over the years. For example:

1). On Vietnam: Mo Udall broke with the Johnson Administration in
1967, with a brother in the Cabinet. In a speech to his constituents
in Arizona, he said, " A great falacy of our present policy, as I see.
it, lies in the assumption that stopping this 'war of national liber-
‘ation' will prevent any and all future wars of this type... We are
only due for more frustration. and anger-in the years ahead if we
spend more blood and treasure to get some kind of 'significant'
victory in Vietnam." '

2). On_the military budget: In the current fiscal year, Mo has
endorsed putting a stop to exorbitant defense spending. He supported

Paid for by the UDALL 76 Commm;e Stan Kurz Treasurer A copy ¢ of our report. rs hled with rhe Federal Election



lthe follow1ng proposals: an amendment to delete $46 mllllon authorlzed
for the conversion of the Civil Reserve Air Fleet; an amendment to
delete $108 million authorized for the procurement of the B-1 Bomber;
an amendment to preclude funding of a new ballistics missle system;

an amendment to place a ceiling of $24.65 billion on authorizations
for procurement, research and development of new weapons systems—-

a reduction of $1.89 billion. Most important, he voted along with just
94 other Members for the Dellums amendment mandatlng the w1thdrawal

of 70, 000 troops from overseas. Ce : - R

3) On'the-current.economv:jMo‘Udall supports the federal guarantee

- of a jOb to ‘every American, ‘a proposal which is'spelled out- in the" :

Humphrey—Hawklns Full Employment Act of 1975. A broad program of:

labor 1nten51ve publlc ‘service jobs.’ 1s needed including rebulldlng

the nation's railbeds and rehabilitation of decaying innercity hou51ng.
The federal government must make a full commitment to; relieving the
crushlng burden of public “assistance payments carried by the states:; .
supporting the Reuss effort to drive down interest rates; and removing
the distorting effect of multi-national corporations on our economic
system. "We are not going to build another interstate highway system
or another ring of suburbs. We are going to rebuild our cities and

‘our railroads, under public ownership if need be."

4). On George Wallace: Based on a long career of commitment to -
civil rights, including the Civil Rights Act of 1964 for the Democratic
Study Group, Mo Udall was the first major contender to "flatly reject
George Wallace on my ticket, or on any ticket I would support "

5). On_energy: As chairman of the Subcommittee on Energy and
Environment, Mo Udall has recommended programs designed specifically
to make the 0il companies responsive to consumer needs: a) a Federal
Gas and 0il Corporatlon b) the legislative break-up of big oil and -
the elimination of cross-control in more than one energy sector.
"Exxon will have to choose whether it wants to explore and retrieve
or refine or distribute or retail; it will have to choose o0il or coal
or solar. It cannot do more than one under my program.”

6); on_the Mayaquez; "It is clear that the Admlnlstration's
response was too soon, too much and consistent with a mistaken belief
that the United States ought to make object lessons of small Asian
countries to maintain our national influences."

7). On tax justice: Mo Udall believes we must thoroughly comb our
corporate tax laws to weed out or revise any provisions which: encourage
economic -concentration. "“If the days of inefficiency, cheap resources
and unlimited unplanned growth are over, as I believe they are, it is




essential that we use the tax system to redistribute wealth. ¥You
start with the change in our present regressive Social Security payroll
taxation, capital gains favoritism and by putting teeth in the

minimum tax."

8). On equity: "No amount of lip service to equal opportunity or
glib references to the limits imposed by a mismanaged economy can
mask the steady six year retreat of the Nixon and Ford Administrations
in the area of equal political and economic justice. We simply cannot
abide the continued absence of moral leadership, full funding and
unwaverlng enforcement requlred to assure all Americans full- access
to the centers of power in America."

‘Mo Udall has demonstrated that he understands that basic change
must take place if a real federal attack on poverty, energy shortages,
pollution, racial discrimination and economic concentration is to
occur. He has not only held the right positions, but possessed the
personal strength and conviction to follow through on his commitment
to the issues. ’

We hope that you will give his candidacy serious consideration.
If you believe, as we do, that Mo is the kind of man who fits our
needs for the future, please give us your help.

Sincerely,

Senator Chester Atkins " Acton
William Carmen Newton
Gerald D'Amico Worcester
Representative Barney Frank Boston
Kathleen Houton Dorchester
. Senator Allan McKinnon Weymouth
Peter Rousmaniere Brookline
Senator Alan Sisitsky Springfield
Representative Karen Swanson Brockton
Margaret Wood Lincoln

Irving Fishman Waban



o

Cobeal

" By Jamu Barron

SIXTEEN ER 7, ) TH

and ‘Marjorie Arons . '
It was. a political auto. show.

"Several. '76 models were on dis-

- play, and potential buyers were
.~ looking for the right Presiden. *
:_tial candidate to be.their vehicle

for the new year. While some had

- already ‘made up their minds,
- most weren't ready to buy. They
"were still at the browsing stage,

_trying tomarrow their choices be-

" mind,”
"lmcal marketplace.

B I R R SR

+ "fore opening their checkbooks:

The participants also came to

" ‘look at each other, to see who
_~was wearing which pins and
. what the “in"" slogans, issues and -

solutions were going to be this

" season.

“I came here with an open
said a veteran of the po-
“1 still
haven't made a decmon, butI've

" narrowed.the choices.” .
Even those who ‘had prefer-
- . ences for the sounds of one or the

comfort of another were in no
mood for impulse buying,. but
wanted to be sure they had a
model with sufficient horsepow-

9 "__, er to beat Ford.

But why on ‘earth hold the
show in Springfield? Organizers
of the New England Democratic

- Regional Conference (Americ-

ans for Democratic Action, auto

- and communications workers -

unions, and the Women's Poli-

- tical Caucus) selected Spring-

field because it was accessible to
both New York and the New

- England states. But they also se-

lected Springfield precisely be-
cause it was not Boston. If they
held it in Boston, the organizers
reasoned, the rational forum
they envisioned might be up:-

. staged by an antibusing demon-
~- stration, an advocacy group pro-
". testing ‘the Governor’s human
. services cuts, local Boston pols
" - sekking to boost their own mu-

nicipal candidacies or some
oth rsons intent on creating
ia event.

Lo The conference organizers.
* meant business. The meeting

(Barron and Arons are freelance
political writers for the Newton
Times.)

., was not demgned to be fun They
: sought participants seriously in-
terested- in’discussing regional -

and national économic and en-
ergy issues, not just folks who
wanted to kill a Saturday. They
didn’t want to make thmgs easy,
but Hurricane Eloise wasn’t part

of the game plan. The flash.

floods and torrential rain which:

inundated western Massachu- .~ |

setts Friday night sorely tested
‘the commitment of the dele-

gates and almost prevented four

- of the candidates from coming.
For » while it appeared that the
only people to show up would be
some of the panelists and a co-

- vey of loyal Democratic matrons

who .would have attended the

- conference if it had been held in
a sauna in the Sphara.

But ultimately the lousy wea-

ther and long distances didnt’

discourage many, and by mid-af-
ternoon on Saturday more than
2000 persons crowded the
Springfield Civic Center for the

second in a series of five such re-

gional conferences.

What was least dampened by
the weather were the spirits. of
"the supporters of former Okla-
homa Sen, Fred Harris. He spent
Friday st{lmpmg western Mas-

sachusetts campuses and Fri-.~

day night ran a beer-and-pret:

zel rally at Springfield VFW Post

70. On Saturday, local Harris en-
thusiasts poured into the Civic
Center along with ‘supporters
from eastern Massachusetts,
Vermont and other Harris
strongholds.

As expected, Congressman
Morris Udall of Arizona also saw
_the conference as an opportuni-

ty for a show of strength, but un-..

like Harris he tried to be more
selective in bringing out his
troops. In addition to a strong
New ‘Hampshire .operation,

Udall is best organized in west- .

"ern Massachusetts (his .area

headquarters is a block:from the .

Civic Center). Me was success-
. ful in bringing out his hard-core
supporters, local ethnics and, to

- a lesser extent, labor represen-"

tatives. -
The Jimmy Carter, Birch

i \ ettt '
Hams and Udall A wlnnlng team—exoepr rhoy‘re rivnls.

_Bayh and Sargent Shriver cam-
paigns similarly reflected their ~
. lower levels of regional organiz-
ation.. Former Georgia Governor "

Carter's people came mainly =

from New Hampshire, and
Bayh’s were largely from New
York.

Harris, who has been descnb- "
ed as ‘‘the best pied piper since
Hubert Humphrey,” led off the
program and was a hard act to *
follow. With the messianic zeal '
of a Baptist preacher, he ham- .

mered away at the theme of his

campaign (“The Issue is Privil- . ‘
. more 'of these wonderful things in"
" his program, 8o he has a greater '
credibility problem than the '
“-other-Democrats.”
In spite of this gap. a poll of --
.210 conference participants con-
ducted by us for the Newton
".Times indicated that Harris was’
- the plurality choice (37.6 per-

ege””) and denounced the in-
equitable distribution of wealth

in the United States. His sup- '

porters. have been described as

“purist McGovemites.” While . .

many said their hearts weve with
Harris on the issues, others ap-
peared to agree with a confer-
ence organizer's assessment that
“people. would like to believe

that Harris would do what he -
says. But a lot of people don't be- *

lieve it. The average person says

Harrig is saying everything he .-
wanta to heaf about tax reform..

But he’s heard it so goddamn
long he feels Harris is not going
to be able to do anything differ-
ently.”

MIT Emmist Lester Thur.

-Answered Thurow,
< thing Harris is for is costed out, -
than the Gross Na-'
“ tional Product.. The problem is

,that you have. to decide .what .
’ you're going to have to leave out K
of our program. Harris hasn’t be-"

:lit is greater

:ow, & panehst assxgned to quiz
Harris on his ‘economic propos-
“als, was asked after the confer-

ence about ‘Harris's program.
“If every-

gun to -make any of these
choices.” Thurow adds that none

.of the other Democrats has done
* this sorting out process either.’

“But," says Thurow, "‘Harris has

lnvokmg the spirit of his hero

" Adlai Stevenson and, paying tri-
"' bute to the wisdom of Massa-

chusetts, “the one state where
people saw things right in 1972,”
Udall stressed the need for an ex-
panded federal jobs program,
federal assumption of welfare,

national health insurance and '

long-range energy plaoning. Sev-

B eral panelists commented that

Udall appeared comfortable in

‘the format, being the most re-
laxed of the candidates, and
fielded questions well. Asked to

explain his vote of confidence in
Rep. Lucien Nedzi, former chair-

‘.man of the House CIA investi-
gating commlttee, Udall rephed
. that he is a close friend and sup- .
+ porter of Michael Harrington but™

that the Nedzi support was ne--

- cessary to ensure the re-creation s o
of an active committee, Har-'- : ..~
" rington, said Udall,

hold the vote against him. -

does not . -

Many liberals came to the con- e

mer Georgia Gov. Jimmy Car-

.ter, never having heard that his -

positions on amnesty and gun "

_control are perhaps stronger’ f

than those of both Bayh and
Udall.
Coming after Harris's emo-

tional pitch, Carter's soft-spo--

“ingfield, Atlanta and Boston,” )
*‘should not have to pay *

cent) for Presidential nominee.

Although Udall came in se- -
cond as a first-choice nominee in '
" the poll (with 21 percent), he was

the overwhelming second choice
among those whose first choice

. was Harris, Carter, Bayh or Ken-

nedy. Indeed, Udall appeared to

ken discussion of a managerial ;i ./
approach to government: pro-.

grams turned off the faithful, es--

pecially those unaccustomed. to’ .

\

-ference with feelings against for- e

listening to any deviations from '

standard left-liberal catch

phrases. Carter,” who claimed . . !
that “our tax system is a.dis- . :
. grace to ﬁhe human race,” shock-
isteners by saying “it is "
not fair for the rest of the nation- - -
to pay off the bonded debt of ,

ed some

New York.” “Taxpayers in Spr-:
he said,

for New York students to attend -

college tuition-free while their:

own sons and daughters have to:'
. pay tuition in their' own home .

states as well.” He did, howev-

.. er, recommend a revised reven-’

- ue sharing plan which would give

be a consensus candidate, one

who had the respect of most de-
legates. :

aid directly to cities, bypassing
the states. -
Continued .
>

-
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- Democrats

. ;‘, S A Continue&ﬁ“ompaéé 6 -

..., -. Carter's staffers were disap- -

#7777 pointed that their candidate
) _:didn’t do better in Springfield: * .

<, "he never established a rapport .
‘with the audience,” they noted.
{Many members of the audience : -
:; moved about and talked through . -
4. his presentation.) . . - '
’ Carter and Bayh ran substan--

7 %7 ‘tially behind Harris'and Udall in *

*. "'the Newton Times poll. Most of .
- Carter’s  votes .came from. his: -
.. New .Hampshire. contingent,

‘.’ «. " which probably reflects his; .

'";
s e
t N "
‘
.

ELFYNIVIVIN R LS I bl

_ people’s uncertainty over--how -
' ‘much effort they'll “expend in:; -
. .° Massachusetts.. After New'
"'+ .Hampshire their candidate’s top+
- priority is the Florida primary, -
" March 9, in which he will at-™
* tempt to stop George Wallace.

e "~ "dacy, Indiana Sen, Birch Bayh

'will definitely run in Massachu- "

 setts. He' is planning to an-.
: .. nounce in October, and his or-- ..
ganization is getting off to a good -
“start. Bayh told the conference . :-

" of his recently filed legislation to -
"break up the vertical monopo- ..
. lies of oil companies and made a ™.
pitch for the federal government ;.
... -to step in and save New York.Ci- - -
.:ty. His New York contingent: -

~hissed when he came out strong-

If he ever declares his candi- : = * N

" entertainment, Sounding like 8 T mtare —e A
c%mbinatign of }il_ij}k:egt éjum ‘ ‘1:!; a:mFt:idggo;?éﬁ:?:b j“;’;'c id
phrey and a polishe mer, : 3 . . |
when he claimed to be the only. " jackson effort urrect the Qcal“ TR
non-politician_running and was = - So five mOﬁ'tHs—'before thé prf-' Vo N

mary, the contest in Massachu:. .
. setts among liberals is largely. - - Coe N
‘one between. Fred Harris and . ~~ =~ " .

ly against unconditional amnes- =
ty. Even ‘Milton Shapp’s sup-. -

p}())rt'erss seemed better organized ' Morris Udall, with Bayh, Carter
o Sarrt vt e oy g e,
the ma; ’ v . hind. This point is underscored .~ = « .. =
the‘m,%J}?r (l:)asualty of the wea- . by the noll results of Massachu-. . '« ... - -« L
noir'was efor:e%mtsgyg:;zeﬁg;g: \?etts ..r,e_spondenté. _.,s¢Parated"" o -'-.: '
gailgn activities to oversee flood " | ;ﬁ:ﬂethe Northeast region-as-a - : -+ . -

ail-out operations back home. . . Botb . comm U P R R

. e . ¥+ - Both- com by G e
Since more than a few partici-..c.'gp ¢’ partici:;zrtlsts‘a:g?tc}?:rer'"' it
pantks‘.exp ressed interest in hear- - :'g;lyq of the pall suggest an :: L :
:;:xgesti‘:ns lté:aandbrestgz‘c‘]siﬁs' t:.? _ ‘crease. in- flexibility. on the De-. - -, . @ - o
his duties. ] PP, 0y . B 0 " " mocratic left,’a recognition per-, . .. - ..
D:)srtul;i:& t_gst;n}ggpg;t;lnt OP- ... haps that “‘the Democratic Par: - - . PRSTIREE -

y o g Y 8N-... .ty is-larger than just the liber- . v+ :- 7 . et

nounced candidacy off the " .. st TReT R
ground. But if he had shown up "':":tst‘ 'bt:t:aé ar-gt?ndafﬁ be?m!:..\ BT
in Springfield, there were those : =~ 17~ ™ ured tor all . sl
' ready to criticize him for irre- - . o Rt I
sponsible politicking. R I R PP
o one seemed to miss Terry’ /@ " ' RN

Sanford. The former North Ca- ... U oy
rolina governor was back at . . . .. ' R
. Duke University at a meetingof . - ., v+ . 1.

the board of trustees. Giventhe . . <+ it .. .

problems in his national organi-- BRI Wl e -

zation, Sanford, president of =~ k.t . ' o

Duke, may be taking steps to. "~ - ! Lo LT

protect his academic incumben- .~ o T Tt IR

cy. ‘ ‘ .;] _r,v e s e ) . a : "l.‘" .
Also among the other missing -, -~ . . . PR

¢andidates was Texas Senator -.. -=.. - . R e

Lloyd Bentsen, who, though in- . ;.o ' 0T ST v

- sported Big Apple buttons read- - * vited, accurately gauged the con- . . ; BTN
. ing “New York for Bayh” and - ference organizers tobetoofarto */ ' "' - : L
. “I'm Bayh-Partisan.” . At the “"his left to merit the trip. His na- -, Soeie T : . AR
_conference, Bayh was forced to ' tional campaign also is falter- . "V .7 L Foe e
. ' spend much-of his time explain- ‘ing, and he seems to be concen- SR T T e T e
_« - ing inconsistencies in his voting  trating more on his re-election to e s
'+ . record, especially in the areas of -- the Senate. State Senate Presi-  ««. ‘. O S O L
civil liberties, amnesty and mass  dent Kevin Harrington was also - e o STy
.tl'ansit. Excusing himself ‘_be' 'absent_ He is Supposed to be ca e faen T e 1 PR y'f - P
cause of a commitment to meet chairman’ of Bentsen's cam- | : : e
. with the black caucus in Wash-"" paign in Massachusetts but says--- e : '
.ington, Bayh" left the Spring-  he hasn't réally been asked to do . T i
field forum in the middle of a...anything and now questionsh.:‘,», SO
.* - mid-day" press conference, leav- _ whether Bentsen even intends to .- . -+ I
“'s - Ing other questions ur_wnswered. - run in this state's primary. R AP S I N e G e
. -As for Sargent Shriver — the . Following a whirlwind swing = (- |-~ ‘"7 '~ S SRV G
pretender to the Kennedy lega-. through Massachusetts last” ™ o/ ="~ ' R N S e g
.. ... cy — many delegated stayed to  spring for about a day and a half, - .5 T . . ‘ T
Lot ,the end of the day's activities ‘ Senator Henry Jackson's. cam- T o . ) ) "," -"i . - E: ' .

e solely to hear him, but he disap-
 pointed them bothon jssues and

verweari NSFtan

. paign here has faded into near: - « - . .~ :

"W'.f';}-vuw G, G AN LR YA D i YR PRS- B S

oblivion. But three supporters,s:i.:~

{
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WASHINGTON, D.C.

ARIZONA

Dear ¥riends

Do you really mean it when you tell elected offlcials, like
me, that you want to be told the truth?

Do you really want us to give you the cold, uncompromising
facts without sugar coating?

Because... if I become President, I'm golng to tell it
exactly 1ike 1t is. And for starters, I'll tell you right now that
the only way you and I and all America will ever overcome our
current economic and energy crises is to acknowledge the painful

truth that we must change our way of life.

We must face up to the truth that our golden era of headlong
postwar expansion is over. The time has passed when all 'growth!®
could be equated with 'progress,' and 'bigger' necessarlly meant
'better.' Fundamental changes must now be made in our lives.
Changes in our attitudes. Changes in our life styles. Changes
in governmental policies. For example:

* No longer cen we continue our blatant waste of the
world's limited supply of raw materials. Consplcu-
ous consumption must be eliminated from cur lives,
if we are to survive the long haul.

* No longer can we as & nation afford the energy waste
of gas-guzzling automobiles and meaningless mobility.

* No longer can we overindulge ourselves with frivolous
electrical appliances and gadgets cluttering up our
kitchen counter-tops and our homes.

* No longer can we rape the land and our environment
to satisfy unlimited greed and desire for luxury.

* No longer can American workers complacently sit back,
content with former succegses, We must bring our
productivity back up to what it once proudly was.

* No longer can we serve as the police force of the
world. An oversized military estabiishment is now
an unaffordable luxury.

Thogse are some hard facts -~ facts that we all have to face.
No one, no matter who is our next President, can alter them. And

(continued)

A copy of our report is filed with the Federal Election Commission and is available for purchasc from the Federal Election Commission, Washington, D.C.
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if anyone tells you they can be altered, he is simply not telling
you the truth, perhaps not because he is purposely deceiving you
but rather not telling the truth because he doesn't believe you
can face 1it.

Well, I do. I'm convinced that Americans are fed up with
gimmicky non-solutions to real and complex problems, I firmly
believe you and most Americans are sick and tired of WIN button
tactics to combat our worst economic crisis since the '30s.

Y am Just as certain, however, that you not only want the
undoctored truth about what we all must do, but also what you
can expect your next President to do, Here's what I would do.

The first step our government must take to revitalize our
ECONOMY is to restore the principle of competition -- real compe-
tition. We Americans pride ourselves on having a free enterprise
system in which producers compete freely for the consumer's dollar.
Through vigorous competition, this system stimulates innovation
and discovery and promotes efficiency.

But... the sad fact is that an enormous gap exists between
the competition philosophy we preach and the business we actual-
ly practice. 1In truth, in broad sectors of our economy, free
enterprise has all but disappeared. Industry after industry is
dominated by a handful of giants. Although we have 400,000 manu-
facturing firms in the United States, a mere 200 control two-thirds
of all their assets! Consequently, much of the cause of our steg-
gering increase in retail prices can be laid directly on the door-
steps of Board of Directors rooms of many major industries where
prices are raised because they know they will not be undersold.

Did you know that 2 to 4 supermarket chains
sell the vast bulk of food in our metropoli-
tan areas? Little wonder, then, that a glant
such as Safeway reported profits up a whopping
517 last year! And Amstar, which dominates
the sugar business, increesed its profits by
an incredible 250%!!

Therefore, what we must do is break up the giant conglomorates.
We must correct the tax codes to remove built-in favoritism to big

corporatigns over smaller ones.

We must algso drastically restructure the Interstate Commerge
Commisgion (ICC), whose reason for existence has long since passed
and now stands firmly in the way of trucking competition, causing
truck rates to rise higher and higher.

Did you know that approximately 40% of the
trucks you see traveling our highways are
empty? Why? Because ICC regulations often
force truckers to drive hundreds of miles

(continued)
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out of their way due to route restrictions.
Obviously, the ICC hasn't gotten the message
yet about our energy orisis. And who do you
think pays for the needless costs of those
oempty extra miles? You -- in inoreased truck-
ing rates which are added onto the cost of
the preduots they carry!

Unless these actions are taken, there is 1little hope for a
speedy solution to our orippling inflation.

In the area of ENERGY, we must remove the threat of another
disastrous o0il embargo on our imports from the Near Hest and
secure our independence from unreliable foreign sources as quickly
as possible.

This can be accomplished by first taking the importation of
211 out of the hends of 'Big Oil' and plecing it in the hands of
the government, which can then regulate the amount imported and
use its full bargalning power to negotiate the most favorable
prices for consumers.

Furthermore, a National Authority on Energy Management should
be established and empowered to initiate exploratory drilling on
the remaining offshors frontier areas of the Atlantic and Pacifie.
This same agency would also detsrmine the feaslibility of large-
scale o0ll shale development and its impact on our environment.

Anogther step is to disperse Big 0il's dominatlon of our
eoonoumy and resources. One avenue is to prohibit these mammoth
o1l companies from engaging in more than one phase of the petroleum
business -- either exploration ard production, or tramsportation,
refining and reteiling. This would provide a cutting edge that
will sharpen the needed real competition in the domestioc oil
industry.

ggwllegislatign should also be passed to prohibit multiple
ownership of competing enexgy sources.

Did you know that Big 0il controls 35% of
our domestic coal output and over 30% of
our natlon's privately held coal reserves?

_ To eliminate energy shortages in the years shead, we must re-
open all our energy sources to a healthy competition that produces
innovations end falr price levels to the consumer.

These are Just a few of the initial steps I would teke to get
our country back on the road to economic and energy well-being.

Yot... without the full cooperation of the people, no one
can do anything. Changes in human nature cannot be legislated.

(continued)
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That is why I wanted to tell you the absolute truth... because
it 1s only through truth that we can begin the changes we must make.

You know, this situation didn't just suddenly dawn upon us.
It has been a long time in coming. However, most people did not
want to see it -- if we don't talk about it, it'll go away. Well,
it didn't go away. Tomorrow began yesterday.

Back in 1967, I wrote: "... at this moment in history, we need
to realize that: bigger is not better; slower may be faster; less
may well mean more." However, at that time, the public was tuned
into a philosophy of endless growth and reckless waste as expressed
by Richard Nixon. As late as November 1973, he proclaimed: "There
are only 61 of the people in the world living in the United States,
and we use 307 of all the energy. That isn't bad; that's good.
That means we are the richest, the strongest people in the world,
and that we have the highest standard of living in the world. That
is why we need so much energy, and may it always be that way."

Well, Richard Nixon was wrong, dead wrong.

That wasn't good. It was bad! It didn't mean that we were
strong or rich or great. It meant that we had become inefficient,
wvasteful energy gluttons.

And now we must change all that.

Americans can changs... and change we must if we are to sur-
vive. We can and will do it if we all know that the burden will be
shared equally by all... if we know that no one, no matter how rich
or powerful, will be exempt from his or her share of the adjustments
which we as a nation must make.

As a people, we have faced many discouraging times. But we
have proven over and over again that when the going gets tough, we
can get tough. And as our country moves into the future, we desper-
ately need a President who is tough. Tough in telling the people
the truth even though the truth mey hurt a bit, and tough in taking
the strong corrective steps needéd to solve the problems we face.

I believe I possess that brand of toughness. During my 14
years in Congress, I have fought many battles -- some I lost;
most I won. I fought against the stifling seniority system in the
House. I waged a campaign against tired leaders who had outlived
their useful years. This was ths first wedge which eventually
broke open the antiquated seniority system in the House and led
to further reforms to revitalize our government.

One of my toughest victories was the passsage of the "Federal
Blection Campaign Act Amendments of 1974," popularly known as the
"clean elections act.” Along with Congressman John Anderson (R-
I11.), we fought hard and long because we believed the best way to

(continued)




«Be

start liberating our government from the domination of big money and
speclal interssts is to clean up the way we choose our President.

Ag a result, in 1976 you will have & bigger say than ever
before in choosing your President. With strict limits ($1,000)
on the amounts anyone can contribute to a Presidential campaign,
in addition to public funding for the Prasidential election and
restrictions on how much can be spent -- the 1976 election will
be a lot cleaner than those in the past, No more Maurice Stans
type fat-cet donor 1lists and $50 million campaigns mean no select
few with vast powsr and wealth can purchase the candidate of their
choice and force him upon you as your choicel

That is why I am asking for your personal help, now. Although
the primaries and party convention seem far off, your contribution
i3 imperative for me to begin building a national organization in
order to conduct a broad grass-roots campaign, now. My principal
opponents (Senators Jackson and Bentsen and Governor Wallace)
raised over $1,000,000 each last year before the new campaign law
took effect and its provision of the $1,000 limit.

However, because I felt both the spirit and letter of these
fundamental electlion reforms should be adhered to, I did not
conduct any major fund-raising in 1974. This leaves me with a
$1,000,000 disedvantage at the outset. But I welcome a good fight
end with your help, I can teke my case to the American people.

From the beginning of this letter, I have told you the un-
compromiging truth because I believe you want it that wey and
because that's the only way I can talk. I ask for your help.
And I ask for it now. We cen win if we do not lose one mors day,
and if I have a full opportunity to bring my message to the
nation. Please mail in your contribution today.

Sincerely,
- W@‘Q‘“\
Bnes.,

URGENT P.S. In recent days it has become apparent that George
Wallace will probably raise from his supporters the 5 million
dollars he needs to receive 5 million dollars additional in fed-
eral matching funds early next year. This means that those who
believe in the Wallace viewpoint are rallying to his support with
their dollars. However, this new system will not really function
as intended unless thousands of citizens like yourself gilve equal
support to progressive candidates for President.
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December 11, 1973 'jf:;

The Honorable Jimmy Carter
State Capitol
Atlanta, Georgia 30334

Dear Governor Carter:

Unfortunately I was not able to make our Democratic
Charter Commission meeting in Atlanta which I had hoped to
attend and perhaps have a visit with you. Our Arizona
Democrats are most enthusiastic about having you return and
give them another shot of enthusiasm.

My old friend, Mo Udall, Congressman from Arizona's
Second District, has long been justly celebrated for his
incisive letters home. He has just written a piece for the
New Republic which, although primarily directed at party
affairs, contains such lucid perception about our national
predicament that I want to share it with you by enclosing
a copy.

With best wishes for a happy Christmas.
- Sincerely,
:EEE;c»uu_ C::x:éﬁyﬁ*:\——"’ ~
Sam Goddard : - g

SG:rd
.Enc.




THE New REPUBLIC

| Where Do We Go from Here?
The Democratic Party =

by Morris K. Udall

“I belong to the increasing body of Americans who cannot
forget that parties are instruments.” — Felix Frankfurter

“I belong to no organized political party, I'm a democrat.”
' —Will Rogers

It is a mistake to think that grim news for the Republi-
cans is good news for Democrats. I don’t believe that
Republican troubles guarantee Democrats the two-
thirds congressional majority in 1974 needed to over-
ride vetoes, or a Democratic take-over of the White
House in 1976. Unless the Democratic Party can get
itself together, it will be no better able to pick up the
political pieces than a man with a broken back and no
hands. ’

As we turn the corner into 1974 we Democrats are
getting along better than we did a year or two ago, but
we're still arguing over party rules and assigning guilt
for previous defeats. And meanwhile a gathering storm
that threatens the stability of the nation goes almost
unnoticed. Consider:

» The climax of an 18-month attack in the interna-
tional market which left that worldwide symbol of
value and stability — the US dollar—minus 30 percent
of its purchasing power in foreign countries;
» A President who, glimpsing light at the end of the
tunnel, released the economy from controls only to
find, instead of light, another tunnel. Inflation is run-
ning amok; this year’s price rise could by itself exceed
that of the five-year period 1961-66;
» An administration that in the last five years has al-
lowed.us to stumble into an energy crisis that will
close factories and schools and leave millions of homes
unheated this winter—and, in all likelihood, produce
. gas rationing, more inflation and further devaluations
of the dollar in the months ahead;
» A new war in the Mideast that shook liberal (and
now Nixon) theories of détente, at a time when world-
wide shortages of basic materials raised serious con-
cerns about future relations with our traditional allies;
» The possibility for the first time in our history that
the two highest offices in the land could in close suc-
cession be vacated by incumbents under fire, resulting
in the speaker of the House succeeding to the presi-
dency. All that, plus near collapse of confidence at

Morris K. UbavL is the US representative from the sec-
ond district of Arizona.

home in the honor and competence of the highest offi-
cers of our government — a collapse that inevitably un-
dermines the confidence of governments abroad in the
leadership and stability of the United States.

Buried in the debris of 1973 is a political system that
has been corrupted by money, a bloated economy that
has been tranquilized into a false sense of security
by a drug named “‘growth,”” a high level of technology
and leisure that has run out of cheap energy, and a for-
eign policy that still innocently assumes that Ameri-
cans can impose conditions on other nations that we
ourselves will not accept. I have no doubt of our na-
tional resilience. But it must be said that by the fall of
1973 the ingenuity and optimism that within three
decades helped save the world from Hitler, rebuilt
Europe, and opened the frontier of space are less vis-
ible than at any time since the Great Depression.

I don’t claim to have the answers, but let me suggest,
in necessarily sketchy fashion, the dimensions of a
national dialogue that must begin immediately.

In 1972 about 45 percent of all eligible adults failed
to turn up at the polls, the worst showing in 25 years.
There were more eligible voters who failed to register
an opinion than those who cast ballots for President
Nixon. To their ranks we must now add a new group:
actively cynical voters turned off by the hypocrisy of
the last decade and now repelled by Watergate and the
Agnew ‘scandal. These are educated, independent,
opinion leaders; their votes have often determined the
outcome of elections. If they bail out of the system—
and the indicators are more ominous than most poli-
ticians want to believe —representative government
will be in worse shape than it is today. At a minimum
their cynicism could spell the end of the two-party
system, opening the door to splinter parties and bitter
ideological rifts. I seriously question whether America
would be governable under such conditions.

The immediate Democratic response ought to be
twofold. First, we ought to press the Congress for at
least some modest public contribution to campaign
financing, and we ought to limit the clout of private
donors (labor as well as corporations), and put an end
to election by television commercials. The failure of
the Democratic leadership to seize this issue would be
a historic blunder, but it hasn’t grabbed it yet. Earlier
this year the Senate put public finance on the back
burner, while approving reforms in the current system
that opponents claim favor incumbents. The House
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//ﬂjﬁ//y 'MORRIS UDALL
THE RECORD OF A LEADER

I think, as life is action and passion, it is required of a man
that he should share the passion and action of his time and:
the peril of being judged not to have lived. '

Morris - K. (Mo) Udall shares in the passion and
action of his time. His record in the  House of
Representatives is one of progress, vision, courage and
achievement. It reflects a personal commitment to do
what’s right rather than what’s expedient or politically
safe.

Elected by Arlzona s Second Congressional District
in 1961, Morris Udall serves on the House Post Office
and Civil Service Committee, the Interior Committee,
and as chairman of the Subcommittee on Energy and
“the Environment. But his record of leadership extends
into many additional areas of national concern.

Morris Udall has been out in front of every major
issue of the decade. He was among the first to recognize
the Vietnam War as a national mistake and to urge its
end. He was among the first to talk about the links
between energy, the environment, and the economy. He
pushed for Congressional and campaign reform long
before they became fashionable — risking the enmity of
powerful, entrenched leaders.

As floor whip of the Democratic Study Group
during the 89th Congress, he played an important role

in the passage of the Civil Rights Act, the Elementary- -

and Secondary Education Act, Medicare and Open
Housing — the most significant agenda of progressive
legislation since FDR’s “First Hundred Days.”

In the words of Speaker Carl Albert, Morris Udall

“has written one of the most remarkable legls]atlve,

records of all time.’

CAMPAIGN REFORM:

Morris Udall’s efforts to clean up and improve the
processes of democracy have won him widespread
recognition and respect. For years he has fought for
better election laws, public financing, and campaign
spending limits.

Since 1966, he has mtroduced no less than a dozen
major bills relating to campaign and election reform.
Among them were measures to provide for direct
popular election of the President and Vice President; to
establish a commission to study the presidential
nominating process; to grant 18-year-olds the right to
vote; and to regulate State presidential primary
elections.

He led the bipartisan coahtlon that secured passage
of the Campaign Reform Act of 1971, the law directly
responsible for ‘many of the Watergate-related
prosecutions. In the wake of scandal, he co-authored
and spearheaded the drive for enactment of the new
Clean Elections-Act, which features public financing of
presidential elections and tighter financial restrictions
on congressional campaigns. Today, recognizing the
continued threat of special interests unfairly
undermining the democratic process, he is a co-sponsor
of the Public Disclosure of Lobbying Act of 1975.

— Oliver Wendell Holmes

CONGRESSIONAL REFORM:

Even before coming to Congress, Morris Udall began
his battle to end conflicts of interest and to promote
openness in representative government. He resigned
from his law firm upon election, and in 1963 was among
the first Congressmen to make a complete disclosure of

-his financial holdings — a practice he continues with
“annual disclosure of his tax returns.

He has been a leader in the continuing effort to
reform and modernize the House in the last decade. He
organized and conducted seminars to orient freshman
members of Congress. He co-sponsored and fought for
creation of the House Committee on Standards of -
Official Conduct.

‘Morris Udall is the kind of critic who does more
than criticize. As a student of the legislative process, he
co-authored The Job of a Congressman, required reading
among those seeking to understand the workings of
Congress. He has spoken out often and loudly against
the general anemia of Congress, abuses of privilege,
conflicts of interest, and the irrationality_of the once
iron-clad semorlty system — and has backed his protests
with legislation to correct these ills.

He hurled an unprecedented challenge at the Old
Guard in the House by waging a symbolic campaign
against Speaker John McCormack in 1969. Although he
lost, his voice was heard, and moved the New York
Times to editorialize, ““(Udall’s) progressive convictions
make him an authentic spokesman for the younger men
of his party in the House.”” That effort galvanized
opposition to the harsh effects of the seniority system;
by 1975, Morris Udall was a member of the Democratic
Steering Committee created by his motion in the

Caucus, which sparked ' the breakthrough deposing
arbitrary, unresponsive or ineffective committee
chairmen. '

THE ENVIRONMENT:

For 15 years, the Udall name has been synonymous
with progress toward a clean environment. Honored by
the National Wildlife Federation as Legislator of the
Year in 1973, Morris Udall is recognized nationally as a

leading environmentalist in Congress. As chairman of

the House Subcommittee on Energy and the
Environment, he has been the leading proponent of land
use planning and strip mining controls. He has led
efforts resulting in a $20-billion non-nuclear energy
research - and development bill. and recently his

- subcommittee assumed oversight of non-military nuclear

energy matters and Udall has announced his intention to
pursue a vigorous program of mvestlgatory hearings on
nuclear energy issues.

His 14 years on the House Interior Committee and
his personal commitment to environmental sanity have



allowed him to play a key role in every important
environmental bill in the last decade.

- Morris Udall was the. first House member to
introduce legislation dealing with population problems.
He has supported all clean air and clean water measures,
- opposed the SST, protected millions of acres of land
through an amendment to the U.S. Constitution

guaranteeing every citizen the right to a clean, decent -

environment. In the opening days of the 94th Congress,

he co-sponsored bills to increase the Land and Water

- Conservation Fund and to phase out non-returnable
beverage containers throughout the land.

Environmental and conservation groups rank Morris
Udall as one of the most effective and concerned
legislators on Capitol Hill. "

THE ECONOMY':
President Jéhn F. Kennedy called Morris Udall’s

newsletteérs of the early 1960’s about economics the
best of their kind. In them, he talks of a new economics

and of shifting national priorities to the problems of -

people. He was among the first to perceive the
relationship of energy to economics, and wrote widely
on growth, population and economic issues throughout
the 1960’s.

As early as 1963, he introduced or co-sponsored
major tax reform bills calling for adjustment in taxes
and exemptions. In 1966 he supported amendments to
the Internal Revenue Code to double the inadequate
personal exemptions allowed each taxpayer. Today, he
is co-sponsor of pending bills to reduce the regressive
Social Security payroll tax and to halt industry
domination of ‘“‘independent” regulatory agencies.

Morris Udall’s record also includes active support of
measures to stimulate the U.S. economy; after taking
part in a special task force to define Congressional
Democrats’ approach to economic revival, he is
preparing a comprehensive alternative to Administration
energy/economy proposals. The package will include:

e strong domestic conservation measures, coupled
with a mechanism to limit imports to break cartel prices
and reduce the petrodollar drain;

e commitment to a 2 percent annual energy grthh
rate, compared with the 4.5 percent figure of recent
years; ’ '

e gpecial taxes on inefficient automobiles.

While Congressman Udall believes that a program of
gasoline rationing is necessary, he recognizes that
Presidential opposition and Congressional reluctance
virtually preclude the implementation of a rationing
program at this time. He is committed, therefore to
assure that any conservation program based on taxation
will include rebates or credits for low and
middle-income consumers, those who must travel in
connection with their business, transportation industries
.and other special cases.

FOREIGN POLICY:

It is unusual for a member of the House,
traditionally a constituent-oriented body, to have any

"Equal

significant record on foreign policy. Morris. Udall is an
exception. At the height of the Vietnam controversy in
1967, he went to then-hawkish Arizona to tell his
constituents that U.S. involvement in Southeast Asia
was wrong and should be ended. He did so in opposition
to the policies of Democratic President Lyndon
Johnson, and despite the fact that his brother was a
member of Johnson’s Cabinet. His speech against the
war received widespread comment, and was
anthologized in Representative American Speeches.
Since 1964, his record is marked by support for
foreign aid bills and a U.S.-U.S.S.R. armament
moratorium and opposition to spending cuts that would
have reduced the chances of an equitable foreign policy.
He has sought to check chemical and biological warfare,
voted for reductions in ‘the defense budget, voted
against proposals to cut the Peace Corps, and is a

" longstanding advocate of creating an Atlantic Union to

promote peace and trade.

His record reflects a commitment to world peace
and cooperation. In June 1974, he became the first
legislator to speak out against President Nixon’s nuclear
test ban formula; in its place, he suggested a reduction
of tests leading to a final, total end to nuclear
explosions. '

PEOPLE POLICY:

Perhaps the best picture of Morris Udall can be
drawn from his legislative record regarding those
programs which affect people directly. As floor whip of
the Democratic Study Group during the 89th, he was
instrumental in the passage of every major civil rights
bill — halting centuries of official intolerance, and
turning our nation toward a commitment to respect
every individual.

He has strongly supported and voted for legislation
providing for food stamps, mass transit, automobile
safety standards, Medicare and Medicaid, urban
development, open housing, gun control and aid to
education. He fought for years to secure laws making
federal employee pay scales comparable to those of
private industry. And he opposed and voted against
measures to cut people programs, to ease restrictions on
government wiretapping, to kill the Public Broadcasting
Corporation, to do away with legal aid to the poor, to
end the Foundation for the Arts and Humanities, and to
raise the price of food stamps.

His legislative activities in the current Congress
include co-sponsorship of the Health Security Act, the
Opportunity and Full Employment Act,
extension of the Voting Rights Act, and a measure to
block Administration proposals to limit Social Security
cost-of-living increases.

When Ralph Nader conducted his in-depth studies of
each member of Congress, the ‘‘profile’” report on
Morris Udall concluded:

“Morris Udall’s views, his willingness to make
his position known, his actions on them, and
his constant attempt to ease the legislative
process to insure better representation make
him one of the most respected members of
Congress.”’
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I think, as life is action and passion, it is required of a man
_that he should share the passion and action of his time and
the peril of being judged not to have lived.

Morris K. (Mo) Udall shares in the passion and
action of his. time. His record in the House of
Representatives is one of progress, vision, courage and
achievement. It reflects a personal commitment to do
what’s right rather than what’s expedient or politically
safe.

Elected by Arizona’s Second Congressional District
in 1961, Morris Udall serves on the House Post Office
and Civil Service Committee, the Interior Committee,
and. as chairman of the Subcommittee on Energy and
the Environment. But his record of leadership extends
into many additional areas of national concern.

Morris Udall has been out in front of every major
issue of the decade. He was among the first to recognize
the Vietnam War as a national mistake and to urge its
end. He was among the first to talk about the links
between energy, the environment, and the economy. He
pushed for Congressional and campaign reform long
before they became fashionable — risking the enmity of
powerful, entrenched leaders.

As floor whip of the Democratic Study Group
during the 89th Congress, he played an important role
in the passage of the Civil Rights Act, the Elementary

and Secondary Education Act, Medicare and Open’

Housing — the most significant agenda of progressive
legislation since FDR’s “First Hundred Days.” ,
In the words of Speaker Carl Albert, Morris Udall

“has written one of the most remarkable legislative

records of all time.”

CAMPAIGN REFORM:

Morris Udall’s efforts to clean up and improve the

processes of democracy have won him widespread
recognition and respect. For years he has fought for
better election laws, public financing, and campaign
spending limits.

Since 1966, he has introduced no less than a dozen

major bills relating to campaign and election reform.
Among them were measures to provide for direct
popular election of the President and Vice President; to
establish a commission to study the presidential
nominating process; to grant 18-year-olds the right to
vote; and to regulate State presidential primary
elections. '

He led the bipartisan coalition that secured passage

of the Campaign Reform Act of 1971, the law directly -

responsible for many of the Watergate-related
prosecutions. In the wake of scandal, he co-authored
and spearheaded the drive for enactment of the new
Clean Elections Act, which features public financing of
presidential elections and tighter financial restrictions
on congressional campaigns. Today, recognizing the
continued threat of special interests unfairly
undermining the democratic process, he is a co-sponsor
‘of the Public Disclosure of Lobbying Act of 1975.

— \O//'ve/j Wend’e// Holmes

CONGRESSIONAL REFORM:

Even before coming to Congress, Morris Udall began
his battle to end conflicts of interest and to promote
openness in representative government. He resigned
from his law firm upon election, and in 1963 was among
the first Congressmen to make a complete disclosure of
his financial holdings — a practice he continues with
annual disclosure of his tax returns.

He has been a leader in the continuing effort to
reform and modernize the House in the last decade. He
organized and conducted seminars to orient freshman
members of Congress. He co-sponsored and fought for
creation of the House Committee on Standards of
Official Conduct. '

. Morris Udall is the kind of critic who does more .
than criticize. As a student of the legislative process, he
co-authored The Job of a Congressman, required reading
among those seeking to understand the workings of
Congress. He has spoken out often and-loudly against
the general anemia of Congress, abuses of privilege,
conflicts of interest, and the irrationality of the once
iron-clad seniority system — and has backed his protests
with legislation to correct these ills.

He hurled an unprecedented challenge at the Old
Guard in the House by waging a symbolic campaign
against Speaker John McCormack in 1969. Although he

lost, his voice was heard, and moved the New York

Times to editorialize, ““(Udall’s) progressive convictions
make him an authentic spokesman for the younger men
of his party in the House.” That effort galvanized
opposition to the harsh effects of the seniority system;
by 1975, Morris Udall was a member of the Democratic
Steering Committee created by his motion in the

Caucus, which sparked the breakthrough deposing
arbitrary, unresponsive or ineffective committee
chairmen. ‘

THE ENVIRONMENT:

For 15 years, the Udall-name has been synonymous
with progress toward a clean environment. Honored by
the National Wildlife Federation as Legislator of the
Year in 1973, Morris Udall is recognized nationally as a
leading environmentalist in Congress. As chairman of
the House Subcommittee on Energy and the
Environment, he has been the leading proponent of land
use planning and strip mining controls. He has led
efforts resulting in a $20-billion non-nuclear energy
research and development bill. and recently = his
subcommittee assumed oversight of non-military nuclear
energy matters and Udall has announced his intention to
pursue a vigorous program of investigatory hearings on
nuclear energy issues.

His 14 years on the House Interior Committee and
his personal commitment to environmental sanity have
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allowed him to play a key role in every important
environmental bill in the last decade. :

Morris Udall was the first House member to
introduce legislation dealing with population problems.
He has supported all clean air and clean water measures,
opposed the SST, protected millions of acres of land
through an amendment to the U.S. Constitution
guaranteeing every citizen the right to a clean, decent
environment. In the opening days of the 94th Congress,
he co-sponsored bills to increase the Land and Water
Conservation Fund and to phase out non-returnable
beverage containers throughout the land.

Environmental and conservation groups rank Morris
Udall as one of the most effective and concerned
legislators on Capitol Hill. '

THE ECONOMY :
President John F. Kennedy called Morris Udall’s

newsletters of the early 1960’s about economics the
best of their kind. In them, he talks of a new economics

and of shifting national priorities to the problems of

people. He was among the first to perceive the
relationship of energy to economics, and wrote widely
on growth, population and economic issues throughout
the 1960’s.

As early as 1963, he introduced or co-sponsored
major tax reform bills calling for adjustment in taxes
and exemptions. In 1966 he supported amendments to
‘the Internal Revenue Code to double the inadequate
personal exemptions allowed each taxpayer. Today, he
is co-sponsor of pending bills to reduce the regressive
Security payroll tax and to halt industry
domination of “independent”.regulatory agencies.

Morris Udall’s record also includes active support of
meastires to stimulate the U.S. economy; after taking
- part in a special task force to define Congressional
Democrats’ approach to economic revival, he is
preparing a comprehensive alternative to Administration
energy/economy proposals. The package will include:

e strong domestic conservation measures, coupled
with a mechanism to limit imports to break cartel prices
and reduce the petrodollar drain;

e commitment to a 2 percent annual energy growth

rate, compared with the 4.5 percent figure of recent
years;

e special taxes on mefflclent automobiles.

While Congressman Udall beheves that a program of
gasoline rationing is necessary, he recognizes that
Presidential opposition and Congressional reluctance
virtually preclude the implementation of a rationing
program at this time. He is committed, therefore to
assure that any conservation program based on taxation
will include rebates or credits for low ‘and
middle-income consumers, those who must travel in
connection with their business, transportation industries
and other special cases.

FOREIGN POLICY:

It is unusual for a member of the House,
- traditionally a constituerit-oriented body, to Have any

‘explosions.

significant record on foreign policy. Morris Udall is an

.-exception. At the height of the Vietnam controversy in

1967, he went to then-hawkish' Arizona to tell his
constituents that U.S. involvement in Southeast Asia
was wrong and should be ended. He did so in opposition
to the policies of Democratic President Lyndon
Johnson, and despite the fact that his brother was a
member of Johnson’s Cabinet. His speech against the
war received widespread comment, and was
anthologized in Representative American Speeches.

Since 1964, his record is marked by support for
foreign aid bills and a U.S.-U.S.S.R. armament
moratorium and opposition to spending cuts that would
have reduced the chances of an equitable foreign policy.
He has sought to check chemical and biological warfare,
voted for reductions in the defense budget, voted
against proposals to cut the Peace Corps, and is a
longstanding advocate of creating an Atlantic Union to
promote peace and trade.

His record reflects a commitment to world peace
and cooperation. In June 1974, he became the first
legislator to speak out against President Nixon’s nuclear
test ban formula; in.its place, he suggested a reduction
of tests leading to a final, total end to nuclear

PEOPLE POLICY:

Perhaps the best picture of Morris Udall can be
drawn from his legislative record regarding those
programs which affect people directly. As floor whip of
the Democratic Study Group during the 89th, he was
instrumental in the passage of every major civil rights
bill - halting centuries of official intolerance, and
turning our nation toward a commitment to respect
every individual.

He has strongly supported and voted for legislation
providing for food stamps, mass transit, automobile
safety standards, Medicare and Medicaid, urban
development, open housing, gun control and aid to
education. He fought for years to secure laws making
federal employee -pay scales comparable to those of
private industry. And he opposed and voted against
measures to cut people programs, to e€ase restrictions on
government wiretapping, to kill the Public Broadcasting
Corporation, to do away with legal aid to the poor, to
end the Foundation for the Arts and Humanities, and to
raise the price of food stamps.

His legislative activities in the current Congress -
include co-sponsorship of the Health Security Act, the
Equal Opportunity and Full Employment Act,
extension of the Voting Rights Act, and a measure to
block Administration proposals to limit Social Security
cost-of-living increases.

When Ralph Nader conducted hlS in- depth studies of
each member of Congress, the ‘“‘profile’’ report on
Morris Udall concluded:

“Morris Udall’s views, his willingness to make
his position known, his actions on them, and
his constant attempt to ease the legislative
procesS to insure better repiesentation make
him one of the most respected members of
Congress.”’
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PO Box 1976 . o
Atlanta Georgia 30301

Dear Hamilton:

The January 13 Washington Post quotes Mo Udall as saying ''there
is no magic in shuffling departments around.'" In 1969 and 1970,
however, Mo put forward legislation to do exactly that, creating a
cabinet level Population and Enviromment Department by consolidating
and reshuffling other agencies, and said some strong things about
the good this would.do. The bills were referred to the Gov Op
Committee, and you should be able to get their numbers from the
Cammittee Caiendar. If not, the DC office of Zero Population Growth
should have the bill numbers listed in old copies of their National

 Reporter.

‘Congratulations on Iowa. In addition, I was quite surprised while
visiting my family and my wife's in “suburban Maryland over Christmas
that all four were leaning to Carter on the basis of media coverage
in the Post and Times. All four are thoughtful, liberal, and politically
cammitted, but otherwise very different in theissues that concern them.
You are clearly doing a lot of things just right!

Best wishe

Gong [inl_

reply to 1|

2315 Westwood Boulevard, Los Ahgeles, California 90064 (213) 475-1883

repl'y to [} 529 Commercial Street, Suite 300, San Francisco Calitornia 94111 (415) 392-2093
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Issues of
Concern_to
Women

July 1975
SUMMARY OF POSITIONS ON ISSUES OF SPECIAL CONCERN TO WOMEN

AFFIRMATIVE ACTION

In the last few decades, the United States had made substantial progress toward
equal rights and equal opportunity for all citizens regardless of race, sex, color,
religion or ethnic origin. But there is still a long way to go. Good laws are only
a good beginning; now they must be interpreted and enforced in the spirit in which
they were written. :

While the economy was booming, minority group members were able to find jobs,
but in the current recession, most can find nothing, while many others -- at the
‘bottom of the seniority ladder -- find themselves the first to be laid off. There
is only one solution to this problem —-- full employment. I support the Humphrey-
Hawkins bill now before Congress, which would provide the national policy and the
machinery to guarantee a job to all adult Americans who wish to work.

Public service jobs provided by Federal, state and local governments must
include affirmative action programs providing: job training to help women re-
enter the job market, upward mobility for minorities from entry-level jobs, active
recruitment programs for professional and managerial jobs, a variety of jobs with
flexible working hours, and strict enforcement of the non-discrlmlnation clause
in the awarding of all government contracts.

CHILD CARE

Forty percent of today's work force is female. With two-thirds of these women
single, separated, divorced, widowed or married to husbands earning less than $7000
per year, child care 1is no longer a luxury. Many programs exist at all levels of
government to provide social services after a family has failed, but there are very
few designed to avoid family problems or to solve them before they become unmanage-
able.

For these reasons, I support the proposed Mondale-Brademas Child and Family
Services bill which would provide free child care to poor and low-income families
(this should extend up to the Bureau of Labor Statistics' lower living standard
budget -- $8200 per year for an urban family of four) and a sliding fee schedule
above that. The program should be locally controlled with parents involved in the
decision-~making process the with opportunities for parent and community groups to
run their own programs.

EQUAL RIGHTS AMENDMENT

I strongly support the ERA and have used what influence I have on state decisions
in Arizona to urge ratification there. I will continue to support ratification in
Arizona and elsewhere and I would support a resolution to hold the next Democratic
convention only in a state which has ratified the amendment. -

RAPE

Due to the vigorous efforts of women's rights lobbyists, numerous states haye
recently changed rules of evidence and other provisions of their laws to make rape
trials less discriminatory and less painful to the victim. I welcome these changes
and I support Federal legislation to create a National Center for the Prevention and
Control of Rape, including provisions for LEAA funding for local rape investigation
squads staffed by women, funds for operation of rape crisis centers, and demonstration
projects in prevention (self-defense) programs.

MILITARY

I supported and voted for the Stratton amendment to ensure that admission to
the military service academies be made without regard to sex.



EDUCATION

It has been three years now since the landmark enactment of Title IX of the
Higher Education Act. Regulations have finally been issued by the Department of
Health, Education and Welfare, and while they are not perfect, they should be
adopted and tried out without further delay. If strongly enforced, these regulations
should achieve the goals of Title IX -- to put an end to sex discrimination in
higher education; in admissions policies, faculty hiring and salaries -~ and to
provide women with equal opportunities in all phases of the education process.

SEX DISCRIMINATION IN HOUSING AND CREDIT

The 93rd Congress made substantial progress in this area. Title V of the
National Housing Act was amended to prohibit discrimination in Federal mortgage loan
procedures and to require lenders to consider the combined income of both husband
and wife when making credit evaluations. Also, the word '"sex'" was added to the
anti-discrimination provisions of the National Fair Housing Law of 1968 in another
important amendment. Although mortgages are probably the worst case, single women
generally have more trouble obtaining credit than single men. Under the Equal
Credit Opportunity Act, many of these practices would become illegal. The proposed
regulations recently issued by the Federal Reserve Board under this Act would also
prohibit the discounting of a wife's income when issuing credit, and the securing
of information about a family's means of birth control. If these regulations are
issued substantially unchanged in their final form, and are vigorously enforced, they
should end discriminatory credit practices. N

PENSION AND INSURANCE REFORM

Passage of the Employment Retirement Security Act of 1974 represented a great
step forward, but some further changes are necessary. In many pension plans women
receive lower benefits than men because of sex-based actuarial tables, which give
averages for the entire female population. This is an outdated practice which
should be eliminated. The law should also be amended to provide for pro-rata
benefits for part-time workers, and for a fair system of portable pension credits.

Similarly, I support Federal legislation to broaden both the scope and the
availability of insurance coverage for women.

SEXUAL PREFERENCE

In recent years our social, religious, medical and legal attitudes toward
homosexuality have been undergoing change.

The American Psychiatric Association once listed homosexuality as a mental
disorder. It no longer does and association trustees formally declared that
homosexuality, per se, implies no impairment in judgment, stability, reliability,
or general social or vocational capabilities. '

As a matter of general philosophy, I believe that citizens should be entitled to
lifestyles of their own preference, and that such choices should not interfere
with equal opportunities for careers in the private Or public sectors or be used as
a basis for discrimination or denial of equal rights in any way. Any individual
ought to have the right to make the most of his or her talents without regard to
. personal lifestyle or sexual preference.

ABORTION

I support the Supreme Court decision on abortion. We know from years of experience
that strict abortion laws do not stop abortions; they simply drive abortions from
hospitals and doctors to back alleys and quacks, and they create a wealth test,
depriving poor women of any choice at all.

I do not believe that medical personnel should be forced to participate in
abortions in contravention of a religious or ethical belief. '

The abortion controversy boils down to a question of freedom of choice for
all citizens; the freedom to choose an abortion when faced with an unwanted preg-
nancy, and the freedom to shun them. Neither right can be compromised.

t
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tive economy—but only a first step. There
are several other-major changes that would
have to be made. Let me touch on some of
them briefly. ..

We have got to ferret out and correct the
myriad ways in which the tax code favors
big companies over small ones. -

The corporate income tax is riddled with
coincessions, exceptions, loopholes, and just
plain give-aways. Except for the first $25,000
in earnings, corporations are supposed to
pay a flat 48% tax. But in 1973, the average
for the 143 biggest corporations for which
data was avallable, was less than 24%.

There are many reasons: Export tax sub-
sidies, foreign tax credits, and an investment
tax credit based on the size of a company’s
earnings. Then of course there is the oil
depletion allowance, which is based on the
amount of oil produced, rather than the
number of new holes drilled, and therefore
helps the giant firms more than the small
wildcatter who shoulders much more of the
risk.

These sorts of tax provisions—as well as
many others, including the estate tax and
various excise taxes—are helping to push the
whole economy towards bigness and away
from competition.

Yet another source of trouble is the pat-
ent system. Originally designed to promote
progress by encouraging inventors, today the
system frequently allows big companies to
get bigger by keeping inventions—often ones
that are not properly patentable—out of the
hands of their smaller competitors.

That 1s one of the ways that GE, AT&T
and Xerox came to dominate their industries.

Part of the problem is in the Patent Office.
The Office has a two and one half year back-
log. Its staff is overworked and relies heavily
on what applicants allege. Fully 70% of the
litigated patents are eventually held invalid:
But such challenges are time-consuming,
costly, and risky, and few small companies
can afford the cost. ' '

The Patent Office should be given the re-
sources it needs to streamline its procedures
and improve its investigations. Applications
that should be denied, .should be denied
quickly. ' .

. In addition, we should consider shortening
the period of patent protection.

And we should look for ways to prevent
patent holders from stifling competition by
putting greater limits on restrictive licens-
ing. .

Anti-competitive policies pervade the Fed-
eral Government, but probdbly the worst
culprit of all is the regulatory agency.

Government policles have :protected con-
centration—not competition—In many of
the regulated industries, often they have
erected impenetrable barriers to any com=
pany which seeks to enter the field with
better products or lower prices.

Transportation economists estimate that

price fixing and waste allowed by the three
regulatory agencies in this fleld—the CAB,
the ICC, and the Maritime Commission—
the cost consumers between $8 and $16 bil-
lon a year. )
" From its creation, the CAB has restricted
competition in the airline industry. It has
not approved entry of a new trunk carrier
since 1938. .

Just last fall it rejected an application by
‘Laker Airways, a private British carrier, to
fly regularly scheduled New York to London

flights for $125 each way—less than half of

the present fare.

The CAB does not have jurisdiction over
flights within a single State. As a result,
there is vigorous competition, for example,
on the Los Angeles to San Francisco route.
That competition has driven the price down
to $21.

The Washington to Boston flight is only
a few miles longer, but is regulated by the
CAB. Result?—The fare is $45—more than
double, .
~ That’s the good news. Now, for the bad
news—the ICC.

This agency divides up the country and
allocates each area to just a few trucking
firms. In other words, it creates oligopolies.

One ambitious firm—Gateway Transporta-
tion—is trying to compete on the route from
Pittsburgh “to Jacksonville, Florida. Because
the ICC has awarded the direct route to
someone else, Gateway’s truck must make
the trip via Cincinnati, Ohio—more than 200
miles out of the way.

The ICC, in fact, is so busy preventing
competition in interstate trucking that it
forces truckers to travel empty about 40%
of the time. Somebody over there still hasn’t
gotten the message about the energy crisis.

We need to limit the authority of the
regulatory agencies—to get them out of the
business of regulating competition—when-
ever and wherever possible.

We should end the CAB’s authority to set
fares and restrict routes. I think you would
be amazed at how the airlines could discover
ways to reduce rates if they had to compete
for their business.

As a matter of national policy, we may
want to maintain service on low-traffic
routes to small cities, and that may require
some kind of subsidy, but the savings would
far outweigh the cost.

As for the ICC, the time has come to
abolish it. The Commission was established
in 1880's to prevent price gouging by the
monopolistic railroads, but the railroads lost
their monopoly when the truck arrived on
the scene, and the ICC lost its function.

‘Since then, the ICC has stood firmly and

steadfastly—in the way of competition.

I have taken you on just a quick tour of
the field—but I hope I have been able to
make my case. If we are to strengthen and
preserve our free economy, we must act. We
must take the power from the board room
and return it to'the market. We must replace
concentration with competition to keep
prices down, efficiency up, and economic
power responsible. '

The vitality of competition comes from
the desire of business to grow and prosper.
There is no villainy in that instinct-—it is
essential to a vigorous economy.

But when businesses get too successful or
too big, they may begin to strangle competi-
tion. .

Then Government must intervene. It must
act as a referee, to limit and redirect growth
when it threatens competition. This creative
tension between business and government
means litigation, which cannot displease
you. But it also means an economy able to
meet the challenges of the last quarter of
the 20th century—an economy which truly
serves its true masters—the American people.
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Mr., KASTENMEIER. Mr. Speaker,
our colleague, Mo UpaLL of Arizona, re-
cently addressed the American Bar As-
sociation Conference of Bar Presidents
on the evils of economic concentration
in American industry and the heavy cost
caused to society and the free enterprise
system by the absence of vigorous com-
petition in the business community.

In his speech, Mo UpaLL set forth a
progressive program to cope with the
dangers of economic concentration. He
proposed the creation of a congression-
ally authorized commission to analyze
the performances of a number of key
American industries to determine
whether Government should be taken
to assure productivity, efficiency and
competition.- In addition, he called for
other reforms, such as strengthening the
enforcement of antitrust laws by the

‘Justice Department and the FTC, the

possible breaking up of food and energy
conglomerates and the abolishment of
the ICC. ‘ B

Mr. Speaker, Mo UpaLL has presented

. a significant. plan to prevent a few
behemoths of industry from dominating

the economic life of our Nation. I ¢om-
mend to the attention of our colleagues
his remarks to the Chicago conference
of ABA Bar Presidents on February 21:
THE FUTURE OF ANTI-TRUST
(By Representative Morris K. UpALL)
Our economy is in deep trouble. We are
in the worst recession since the ’'30’s and

things aren’t going to get any better for a

while. We are suffering from inflation and
rising unemployment at the same time—a
combination economists used to think im-
possible.

We face shortages of raw materials. We
face really serious environmental problems.
We face sagging productivity.

These difficulties are serious, but they are
not fatal. )

What can be fatal 1s our continued re-
luctance to face the Iissue squarely—to.
admit that the economy has fundamental
problems and that it needs fundamental
solutions. )

Instead, what we are getting is blind
flalling. Last year the President told us we
were golng to whip infilation and passed
out WIN buttons. This year he proposes
energy taxes so heavy and so broad that
the price of absolutely everything will go
up. Maybe he’ll soften the blow by passing
out LOSE buttons. I believe that our eco-
nomy lIs basically strong. It can provide jobs
and a decent standard of living to all Ameri-
cans.

But it will do so only if we have the vision
to look at the long-range problems, and the
courage to undertake the necessary reforms.

We Americans pride ourselves on having a
free enterprise system in which producers
compete freely for the consumer’s dollar,. We
believe that through vigorous competition
this kind of system stimulates innovation
and discovery, promotes efficiency and best
distributes resources to serve consumer
desires. . : -

I agree with that philosophy. I believe in
free enterprise. But I am afraid that there Is
a wide gap between the philosophy we preach
and the business we practice, for the vigorous
competition on which our system is based
has disappeared from broad sectors of the
economy.

We have 400,000 manufacturing firms in
this country, but a mere 200 control two-
thirds of all their assets. Industry after in-
dustry is dominated by a handful of glant
companies. Whether the concentration takes
the form of monopoly or oligopoly, the result
is the same. Competition is stified, and the
foundations of the free enterprise system are
undercut. -

We all know the cost. We see it in lack of
innovation, in inefficiency, and in higher
prices. And we see it in the loss of markets to
foreign competitors and in the inevitable
government intervention and regulation:

Let's look at a few examples.

+ With four firms controlling nearly half the
market, price competition has always been
sluggish in the steel business. Each company

)




knows that if it cuts prices the otherg will
match it, and nothing will be gained, and
that if it alone raises prices, it will lose its
shirt. So in steel ‘we have follow-the-leader
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Take an industry of more. immediate .con-\~ to private investors 'if necessary, to increase
cern to the consumer: food.’ R Y ARV }X\capacity and promote competition.
Food prices have-gone through the roof—
up 35% In the last two years, but Secretary Problems. A few huge corporations dominate
Butz tells ‘us that the amount the farmer. the oil and natural gas businesses from the
. gets has barely changed. =~ 7% f§nnooo o -ground- to: the refinery, and for gasoline, of
The middlemen and’ the superma.rket " course, all the way to the pump. While the
chatns, which collect 2; of the American . industry .is not statistically very concen-
food dollar, tell us that higher costs are to “trated, it has hardly behaved in a competi-
blame What about lack.of competition?
~~In 1966 the National Commission on Food rsubtly together -through a complex network
Ma.rketing recognized the anti-comipetitive “of overlapping directorates, joint. ventures,

The 'energy Iindustry poses even bigger '

tive fashion. The oil majors are tied more .

< effects of excessive cohcentration in the food
7 industry.  Yet, today,.three companies:sell
{82% of our cold breakfast cereal. Four sell-
1.70% of our dairy products, and 80% of our ¢

canned goods. And just one sells 90% of the -

T soup in the country. - .
C. At the retail level, 2 to 4 chains sell the
. vast bulk of the food in almost every one
(_of our metropolitan areas.

" Last year Safeway’s profits Went up 51%.
»DelMonte 439%:; American . Can -52% ;"

L _Amstar—which dominates the sugar busi-
‘‘ness—was up 250%.

|

. We know that when companies' don t com-
“pete on price, they tend to compete on. other

‘ things—particula.rly advertislng Food‘proc-
essors and distributors. spend over $4 biluon
8 year on advertismg—much of lt on new

o products that no one wants .,Mp, i A DW

o The Federal Trade“’Commissionr.has” at- ¢

< tempted to estimate: thé cost of conoentration
"' in this industry. In just; 13 féod’lines: the. FTC ;
ostim.at.es that overcharges ‘amount. to $2.bil-
{ llon per year. A yet- to-be-released:staff study

“.concludes that 1f the food :oligopolies:were
broken.up, prices. would drop by 25%: Now
~there’s & way to whip inﬂat.ion”‘ CCTE :; Z

cie - Or, 100k at automobiles.-In-192i~We Had 88
‘ﬁrms in this industry By 1935 there\were410
Cheft, and you know where’ we are today “the
C’big 3 make 97% of the cars manu.factured
in the United States’ Even count‘ing‘im
they control 83%_ of the sales. - i
~That..doesn’t  just. mean. high pnicw—t
means limited .cholce. It took ‘the big 3" yea.rs
C/to come up with the. small. ca.rs—they migh
_never have. done’ so if it hadn't been for in-
gicreasing competition’from abroad.: - =
or \TO a certain extent they also” control our
Oefuture choices for. they control all research

into alternative engmes, ‘auto’ satety, ,and or
_p-emissions control: ~ Iy

<=~ The same big '3’ that control the cax indus-
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L_istic of our economy .

and product exchange agreements.
- We all know about the price rises in the

last year. But did you know that in the ten .

<months of 1973 before the Arab boycott and
-the cartel, the price of refined -oil went up
.40%7? ) N
The major oll companies control most of
h the supplies of crude oil. That has made it
- hard for independents to build badly needed
..new refineries. The main pipelines have been
Crouted for the convenience of the majors,
< putting the independents at 8, competltive
disadvantage e
~The majors. commonly engage in jolnt ven-
tures in exploration and .development, mak-
rﬁing competitlon with ~each - other unlikely- ‘or
0 posslblet A,_.z_v gul L\, Tl =]
=fL2The-Trade ~Comii1ssion =has Tallégedcing a
;current (suit,”ithaththe imajors mampulated

! ,tlon ito freeze ;outrfpompetltors /\
zosiThe, Fedfral Government is auctioning ot!
Vvast areas of off—shor and for oil; and’ (gas
ex oration Unfortunately, the way the Bys-
“tem' works ‘the" winning bidders’ have to\put
Q~out large amounts O {cash—"d5 Uch &5 8200
wmillion—for eachtract. AndXthey> must:zdo
©:50 .before they [know)whetherythey: will-find
v@any oil;;That:1s: toorisky: and-e expensivej—for
small’companies So the,same big oil ,com-
pa.nles are bliying” up “most~of the\oil lands
;,0f ~the_ future-—making , the industry, ,even

less”competitive. ! oL e

")LMoreover’\the oil majors now_\ have! “hedvy
wholdmgs In7 alternative fuels—<natural’ gas
=/¢oal, . shale,2 and cnucledf’ power:2:The  oil
{Zmajors:are now in-a position-to; limit 115!7}.1.1'3
czenergy supplies- and new. energy; technologies
hto \maintain their«proﬁts 2 ortT AN S0
From- automobiles) to. clgarettes to chew-
ing gum to soap,, the_ story is” repeated over
and - over - 'agaln——concentration- is) now a
promlnent ‘pérhaps aidominant,-character-
PO RO I o\ G

Citry- also dominate: the production. of puses". - Concentration: \méans. high Prices.C THat 18

C»and trains. Last year, GM manufactured more f‘:al burden: at- any :time
than half our.city buses, 90%:;of the bus. en-", simply ‘cannot: afrord‘at'

gines, and’80%.0f ‘our rail locomotives..
~\This kind of-control has had-disastrous

C

(4 eﬂccts on.our transportation system::Since a .
“bus’or train’ can’carTy many mare- people“ nation.. That, t00;-'is >8]

than ‘s car, GM had every incentive to-push

It i5-a’burden“we
a'time- when;spiral-
"L 1ing - inflation-threatens~ both~ progress-‘and
~prosperity Concentration can also' meanﬁin-

“efficiency,—-lack-’ ofJ innovationL~andf~ stag-
urden’ we” cannot

afford. With raw*materials~ “getting “scarcer

and the environment gu. "‘ng dirtier, the free
‘ride of the last century ‘s over. But we can
always afford the kind of growth that comes
from efficiency—from the ability to produce
more from less, and from: the abllity to
innovate.- 2

We must increase productivity lf we are
to meet the rising challenge of foreign coms:
petition, and if we are to restore economic
'growth

- Finally, concentration means pOWer It
_means.too much control over our lives in the
hands of corporate executives answerable to
nelther the public nor the marketplace. .

Is concentration the cause? Is it the source
of our economic maladies? Of inﬁatlon? Oi’
slumping productivity? L

- .~ In some industries, the answer is clearly

‘yes But in many cases we just don’t know.
Simple rules can often be powerful tools

. for understanding a complex situation, but
often they will prove to be inadequate. -

¢ That there are two or three companles
«which share the bulk of the market and make
‘substantial profits, does not necessarily give
«us the answer we need.

Z- A commitment to a free enterprise sys-
tem means a commitment to competition;
a.nd when there 1s competition, there are al-
. ways some who lead the race, and some who
win 1t. Indeed, the opportunity to lead is
the incentive we count on to get competi-
‘tors in the race, and, once in, to encourage
them to compete hard, to take risks, to get
in front and stay there.

We choose to play the game by not tell-
ing each competitor exactly how fast he can
and must rur, what his style should be or
what course to follow. Our free enterprise’
.view has been that each competitor does
Jbest and the public benefits the most if we
act merely to prevent obstacles and hin-
drances to their forward motion.
“ We don’t allow those in the lead to put up
,barriers behind them or to trip thoge who
‘want to take the lead away. Each competi-
tor must- ‘depend on moving forward hira-

self-—rather than on slowing down those be-
hind hin'r A

2 And"we. prohlbit the front runners from
Lagreeing to;bunch together to prevent those
behind” from ‘breaking through their lines.
SIi! the; front few happen to come together on
the . track when .all. are moving. forward at

Ftop speed they are within the rules But not

ii’ ;they do_so dellberatelyi PORONb
E‘ The‘trouble,\oﬁ course, is’ that 1t is very
h tell™ whether the i’our steel compa-

nies or the’ three automobile or two _bleach

(companies out in-front-are_stiil. ‘racing, or

“Whether they have all” slowed“down at the
_same time«to block: the others on: the field.

Legut- "when you-see-prices_and-profits go- .

ing up, and innovation going . down ;1t's not

hard ‘to* believe that they declded it- was.

easier  to Hcoastk
1pete -alone; s
°.-And ‘when you 100K out acrossthe economy

and See many races slowing ‘down and - the
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thard. not to” conclude that the rules ’don't
c work well enough any. more

canti-trust laws: Enforcement of these laws
cis_'the responsibility of :both ;the: Federa]
“Trade Commission ‘and- the Justice’ 'Depart-
kment Ry B e S sty T
Both have shown increaslng vlgor in the
“Tast two “years, and I hope that trénd ‘con-
tinues. Thelir.-efforts-will_be_aided by new
legislation passed in the last session of Con-
gress, which stiffens penalties for price fix-

ing and expanded the.Trade Commission’s

AN

authority to protect consumers from unfair
‘practices. - S 2INC0 GUIT
We must do more, however These~ two
‘agencies need a greatly enlarged staﬁ‘ i they
are to adequately meet_their ° responsibili-
;tles, and we must seek ways, to ‘keep -poli-
'tics out of anti-trust cases—-to mwrantee
that there is no repetition of the ITT- caseJ
' Better enforcement will help,. but- it s
not enough. We may have to ‘rewrite the
rules >
. The Clayton Act prevents 'mti competi-
;tlve mergers regardless of intent. But when
‘a giant grows more gigantic without merger;
.the only way to attack existing monopolles
;and prevent new ones is through section 2
_of the Sherman Act. That statute makes it
‘unlawful to try to monopolize an industry,
but agaln the issue is usually intent—as in-
«ferred from bekavior.
¢ As trial lawyers, you can appreciate that
‘;analyzing the behavior of a huge corporation
:to prove its intent is a massive undertaking——.
often an impossible and generally an un-
:rewarding one. Should Intent really be the
;only touchstone for effecting structural
«change? I don’'t think so. ;
T Six years ago the Government charged'
IBM with monopolizing. the computer in-
«dustry. In the discovery that followed, IBM
‘produced 40 milllon documents. The anti-
trust division of the Justice Department was
making little headway with this mountain

" of paper until it obtalned access to the re-

trieval and data bank system Control Data
set up for a parallel civil suit. Control Data
apparently spent three million dollars on-
that system. That compares with the anti-
-trust divisions' entire yearly budget of $15
million.

Obviously, the Government cannot police
the whole economy this way.

We must recognize that the existing rules
-are not adequate. for the task ahead. We
all wish for easy formulas—a list of ten do’s
and don’t—you turn the key and presto!
“ economic propriety. That has not worked and
I don’'t think adding a few more such rules
will work either.

The answer, I belleve, lies in approaching
_ the problem Industry-by-industry, determin-
" ing what ails each critical sector, and pre-
scribing the precise remedy that it requires.

This is not a difficult undertaking if the

"~ commitment is there. The number of really.

“critical industries in our country is small—
ten, perhaps twenty at the very most, dom-
 Inate our economic health. First we must -
look at how each economically crucial indus-
try 1s performing, considering criteria of
‘ eficlency, innovation, price and profit. If it.
+1s performing well, then it i1s of no conse-
»quence whether there are two or two hun-

; dred competitors in the field.
along together than td com-

For those which are not performing well,
¢we analyze.the peculiar factors which con=
»tribute to the problem and prescribe a set of
remedies tailored to the specific conditions.
“These might take any of several forms: Gov=
-ernment.. subsidies of a new competitor,
changes in Government procurement prac-
~.tices, regulatlon deconcentratlon and many
others“” N '
I This job can be performed by an ad hoe
“commissjon’ created by the Congress with a
Qlimited.lire-span and a clearly deflned goal.
Congress, then must be prepared to consider
rand act on- the commissions recommenda-
“wions” Y T
The procedure I have just outlined would
,1?%;9':,31?}1& 5tepU@W & hesalthy, competic
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misunderstanding of its causes to hold that
the energy crisis the direct offspring of the
environmental revolution of the Sixties. And
yet, to an incredible extent, that is the be-
lief in the White House and in the board-
rooms of some of the country’s largest corpo-
rations. It is indeed a corrupting lie, for on
the issue of natural resources the conser-
vationists have been largely right and their
message of husbanding resources has been
timely. But the lie is in circulaiion, and it
must be fought by the conservation com-
munity with a reasoned, enlightened, coop~
erative approach in the months and years
ahead.

The second big dose of medicine I recomn-
mend for the conservation movement is in
the organizational area. Conservationists are
notorious individualists who get their intel=
lectual heritage from great iconoclasts like
Muir, Twain and Thoreau. Will Rogers said,
“I belong to no organized political party.
I'm a Democrat.” Many in this room couid
say, "We belong to no orgahnized social move-
ment. We are conservationists.” But there
is one compelling fact that the conservation
movement had better come to terms with: in
this democracy the key to political success is
organization.

Common Cause does it. So do the doctors,
organized labor, the homehuilders, the
women’s movement, and every political party.
What do they do? They meet; they have
annual conventions; they elect officers; and
for five or six days fight each other for the
centerpiece of a platform which their entire
movement will support. “In politics,” John
Kennedy counseled, *“there are no friends,
only allies.” People walk away from these
annual internecine wars knowing that if
they haven’'t won any friends, they have at
least trapped reluctant allies into a common
effort.

This is the uncomfortable part of democ-
racy, but it is the most important part.
And in the conservation field it is desper-
ately lacking. Conservationists have no cen-
tral policy Institutions, no annual conven-
tion where they are packed into a room
and forced to work out their differences, no
place where they produce unified policy and
emerge knowing they share priority goals in
the year ahead. In my opinion, this the con-
servation movement must do or perish as an
effective agent of political change in this
country. For the truth is the conservation
groups are right now Iinvolved In self-
destructive competition for headlines and
a limited pool of members and dollars.

The price of membership expansion for
many groups during the Sixties was chaos.
Larger membership gave them the budget
for expanded Washington staffs, to put out
beautiful magazines, and so’ on—each of
these developments wholesome—but too
often they felt the price of membership
drives was to adopt every policy and fight
every fight dictated from the armies in the
field. For a while it worked but, as I say, we
are now at Valley Forge.

Conservationists have to get organized,
limit their legislative targets, and consolidate
their limited resources of money and man-
power. And all of this has to do with the
final dose of medicine I am suggesting.

It has to do with getting back to the
basics. In a real sense the conservationist
has been the fireman of this cruise ship we
call earth, but as the lessons of the energy
crisis begin' to come home it looks llke we
have been putting out fires on a sinking

ship. For the questions are really much
larger than those with which we have tradi-
tionally dealt. The issue 1s not merely
whether we will have human life. It is not
whether we will pass on to our descendants
isolated plots of wilderness or parks or a
few clean fishing streams, but whether they
will inherit anything like what we knew as
civilization. :

Some years ago my brother was thought
radical when he wrote the following lines:
“. . . at this moment in history we need to
realize that: bigger is not better; slower may
be faster; less may well mean more.” Those
lines look pretty gocod today. And it seems
to me that this is the central message of the
environmental movement—that there are
indeed limits to growth, to speed, to luxury.

But those limits are not an indictment
against all growth, against all sclence; it is
not a call for a return to the rigid and unin-
teresting lifestyle of the Spartans or to the
negative historicism of Malthus.

It is a balanced approach.

And it is a call—a national appeal—for a
more sensible lifestyle, one free as much as
possible of waste and despoilment, so that
our children and their children can live to
experience the magnificence of life. For the
conservationist believes above all else that
life is worth living, and the possibilities of
man living in harmony wth nature are end-
less.

Conservaton is not a piece of wilderness
here, a wildlife refuge there. It is a celebra-
tion of life in its totality. It can be found
at Yellowstone and in Jacksonville, at the
Grand Canyon and in Brookiyn. It is, as
Russell Train recently said, the kind of
diversity where people are given cholces. The
more we exploit nature, the more those op-
tions are reduced until we have only one, like
the conservation groups at this Valley Forge
to fight for survival.

And so I've engaged tonight in some lov-
ing criticism. Lest there are those who would
twist my words or misread my intention, let
me reconfirm my belief that this conservation
movement, of which the Federatlon is an
important part, is itself a symbol of national
health and hope. I treasure the award I have
received tonight as I treasure few honors I
have received in public life.

And I believe that the conservation com-
munity will rise to the challenges I have out-
lined. I belleve that ilike the wise sea captain
the conservation movement can use this new
current known as the energy crisis to refill
its sails and to redirect the course of this
soclety. For the end to cheap energy may
bring on hardship, but it will also end abuses
like this wild explosion of rural land develop-
ment and put the speculators out of business.
It may cause us temporary economic pain, but
it will force an end to urban sprawl and may-~
be glve the races more incentive to learn to
live together. It may force us to redeflne
leisure and luxury, but it will teach us to
better conserve the riches of the earth and
thus to enjoy life more. And so we have a
mission, you and I and the entire conserva=
tion community, to carry on and to work
harder for the things in which we believe. In
the words of Robert Frost:

“The woods are lovely dark and deep, -
But I have promises to keep,

And miles to go before I sleep,

And miles to go before I sleep.”

Paid for Udall ‘76 Committee, Stanley Kurz, Treasurer, s
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Senate
THE ENVIRONMENT AT VALLEY FORGE

{Address by Representative Morris K. Udall)

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, recently
a distinguished colleague, Congressman
Morrrs K. UpaLL, was honored by the
National Wildlife Federation as the
“Legislator of the Year.” He has been a
Member of the House since 1961, and is
chairman of the Environmental Subcom-
mittee of the Committee on Interior and
Insular Affairs.

Few men on the Hill or in the coun-
try, for that matter, are as knowledge-
able about the real implications of en-
vironmental degredation or resource de-
pletion as “Mo” UpaLr. And few men are
as vigorous in the cause of “Mother
Earth.”

Once again Representative UpaLL has
demonstrated keen insight into the cause
of the environment in a thoughtful
speech he delivered accepting the award.

I ask unanimous consent that Mr.
UbaLL’s speech be printed i1 the RECORD.

There being no objecticn, the speech
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD,
as follows:.

THE ENVIRONMENT AT VALLEY FORGE
(Address by Representative Momus K.
UbaLL)

John Gardner once noted that the trouble
with America was its uncritical lovers and
unloving critics. What we needed were more
critical lovers.

I come before you tonight both as a lover
and a critic of the conservation movement,

as one who is at once proud of our pagt ac-

complishments and disappointed by them,
troubled about the future of the movement
and hopeful for it. I stand here to receive
this award with great pride, and yet my
pride is tempered by my concern for the
future of this fine movement. I catch my-
self wondering if future historians will say
that our time was the beginning or the
beginning of the end of the environmental
cause.

And where could it be more appropriate
to consider this question than in the great
cathedral of nature known as Colorado?
For this is a cathedral under seige. Before
the 1930's there was another Colorado known
as Appalachia with wooded mountaintops,
wildlife, clean and plentiful streams—the
kind of outdoor paradise that this Federa-

tion fights for. In Appalachia today there
are muted mountains, gutted valleys, and
nearly 10,000 miles of fishing streams dead-
ened by industrial poison. Once a natural
playground, it is now a natural graveyard.
And there are people in industry today who
would take Colorado down this same miser-
able road.

And so tonight in this period of transition,
in this magnificent state, and in this gather-
ing of conservation leaders, I will not mince
words. I want to talk frankly about the prob-
lems of the conservation movement, for they
are substantial. I want to be critical, for I
believe a dose of loving criticism and analysis
is badly needed.

As we meet here to celebrate the environ-
mental achievements of the year, we find if
we are truthful that the pickings were pretty
slim. 1974 has not been a good year for the
environment; nor was 1973. Yes, we can take
solace in the addition of a few thousand
more acres of wilderness, parks and refuges,
in a few court decisions that went in our
favor, in the election of a new crop of city
councilmen and mayors across the country
who believe in the conservation ethic and
who are trying to implement the ethic on
a local basis.

But on the big national issues that will
decide the shape of life in the tlecades ahead,
we are not making headway—on energy,
clean alr and water, land planning. Four
years ago in the Congress when the word
“environment” was attached to legislation
#t virtually assured passage; four weeks ago
I went before the Rules Committee with my
land.planning bill and found that the same
word stirred resentment and contributed to
defeat. Three years ago Congress would have
voted 2 to 1 to resist any attempt to over-
ride the basic provisions of the National En-
vironmental Policy Act; when the vote came
last year on the Alaska Pipeline, a majority
stampeded not merely to override NEPA but
to gut it. And apparently the judges are
reading election returns and thermostats,
and are waiting in lines at gas stations. Gone
are the heady days when environmental
lawyers could storm the courts with NEPA
lawsuits in the knowledge they had a fight-
ing chance to change major national policies.
If you haven't noticed, the batting average
for environmental lawsuits is slumping with
Judicial tolerance for NEPA injunctions hav-
ing apparently worn thin. Worse, all of this
is a reflection of waning public interest in the




environmental movement; not by any means
the public abandonment of the issue, but a
general feeling that the movement must
take a back seat to pressing natural resource
shortages.

And this environmental slippage comes at
a bad time. The nation faces now as never
before an agenda of environmental decisions
whose historic importance will rank with the
American Revolution itself. I suppose you

. could say we are hunkering down at the

environmental Valley Forge.
What do I mean?

Call it the energy crisis, or Mr. Nixon’s.

politically comfortable term, the energy
problem, it is the first In a serles of stark
realizations that will - shock this country in
the months and years immediately ahead.
And life wiill never be the same. For despite
the admistration’s false optimism, America
is running out of oll and a whole list of other
crucial non-renewable natural resources as
well. Historians of the future will, I suspect,
write that the last thirty years were the gold-
en age of American growth and luxury, but
increasingly they will write about it as a
time when Americans of one generation un-
wittingly skimmed the cream of this coun-
try’s most precious resources. For the age of
abundant natural resources is over, I assert.
And in the years ahead we will have to
dramatically restructure our economy and
resource policies. It does not mean the end
to prosperity or happiness,. but it will nec-
essarily require fundamental changes in
what many of our countrymen now view_as
‘“the good life.”

Historian C. V. Wedgewood wrote: “His-
tory is lived forwards but it is written in re-
trospect. We know the end before we con-
sider the beginning and we can never wholly
recapture what it was to know the begin-
ning only.” I want to suggest that fate has
cast us as witnesses and participants in one
of history's briefest, most traumatic transi-
tions—from the last whimpers of an age of
abundance’ to the first painful groans of a
new age of scarcity. But, as Wedgewood sug-
gests, the perspective is distorted by our
habitual allegiance to the policies of the past.
" Faced with the scarity crises of 1973 and
1974, the country is not moving steadily to-
ward enlightened new policies, but rather to
a re-assertion-——a disastrous one—of the old,
discredited natural resource policies of a dif-
ferent age based on a different set of im-
peratives and a” different list of assump-
tions. And if those policies are not turned
around-—and turned around during the next
36 months—it may be too late.

And so we're at the moment of decislon—
decisions whose consequences .will pervade
life for the last third of this century and

"beyond—and we find the environmental

movement with less clout in national policy
councils than it's had in a decade.

I want to suggest three reasomns why this
is the case, leaving aside for a moment the
current concern over energy supplies.

1. The first reason is that the environ-
mental issue has on the vital questions been
substantially abandoned by the White House.
And in our presidential system, that is to
say it has been altogether abandoned by
government. Congress and the courts can
obstruct, they can delay, they can snipe and
fight and sometimes have an impact, but the
fact 1s if the weight of the presidency is
thrown against you foursquare, you lose in
thls democracy.

I don’t want to add to the travall of a

~wounded President, but someone ought to

say that Richard Nixon is doing this nation
a disservice by caving in on environmental
issues for the sake of his impeachment poli-
tics. Someone ought to call him on his back-

tracking and, yes, double-crossing on basic
policies such as land use reform. There is
simply no decent rationale for such behavlor
and we ought to let him know 1it.

There are good and noble men in this a.d-
ministration—men like Rogers Morton, Rus-
sell Train and Russell Peterson—but these

men are finding when the crunch comes,.

they are left frequently, to borrow a notori-
ous phrase, “twisting slowly, slowly in the
wind.” Those who have watched Richard

Nixon turn his back on ‘the conservation:.. .

ethic ought to take this as a lesson. The
‘President abandoned the conservationists be-
cause he never counted on them in the first
place. - . o

Your movement 1s essentially non-parti-
san, non-political, and there is much to be
said for this approach. But in this system,
policies are not pursued unless there is
political pressure behind them. The conser-
vation community really played no substan-
tial role In the 1972 presidential campaign
on either side. Crucial natural resource issues
were never -discussed. Never agaln should
that be allowed to happen. As we go down
the road to 1976, conservationists of all polit-
ical stripes should be united in their insist-
ence that candidates address these issues,
and that the next American to occupy. the
‘White House—whether Republican or Demo-
crat—be a responsible conservatlonist.

2. A second crucial weakness of the envi-
ronmental movement is that It hasn't yet
made the transition from a negative effort

- to a positive one. This 1s because, during
~ the great membership growth period of the

Sixties, the effort took form basically as an
fnsurgency. It was geared to ‘“halt out-
rages"-—and there were many—and 'to de-
feat antl-environmentalists.” This is a logical
way to begin any effort; it provokes needed
publicity and stirs the adrenalin of an out-

‘'raged public. But the problem is that once
-the monsters: were slain—and mostly they

were—we did not know quite what to do
with ourselves. You can defeat a hostile
politician, impose an -environmental review
process on the agencies of government, even
stop the SST, but if that is all you have
achieved, it is far from enough. ’

After the insurgency succeeds you must

govern. You must have positive, compelling
programs, and we have offered far too few
of them. There are still millions of Americans
who view the conservation movement as a
group of anti-everything fanatics who care
more about bird life than human life. And
to borrow a phrase from John Ehrlichman,
that won’t sell in Peoria, or for that matter
in Brooklyn, Pittsburgh or Seattle either.
" A measure of this criticlsm is unfair. En-
lightened conservation leaders have for the
last few years fought for good, positive pro-
grams like land planning, but the hard fact
is that the engine for such an effort is still
lacking. And part of the solution lies in my
third reason for the weakness of the move-
ment.

3. That reason is th'at the movement is still
infected with a subtle form of elitism. The
conservation effort is not perceived, as. it
must be, as & humanitarian effort keyed to
sound stewardship of the long term future.
‘The truth is it 1s the most basic of humani-
tarlan causes: the cause of physical and
spiritual health, decent communities, clean
air and water, sufficlent food and natural
resources. And with the shortages crisis upon
us, the environmental cause is inexorably
tied to economic stability, jobs, housing—the
gut issue of American life. This critical rela-
tionship—the direct tle between the three
“E’s"—energy, environment and economy—
must be spelled out to the policymakers and
the public with a massive new re-education

effort which advanceés abroad and humani-
tarian themes.

The elitism to which I refer is a subtle and
not at all the vicious kind. It was born of
a time when environmentalists found it both
possible and comfortable to avoid delving
into the gut, controversial 1issues—racial
harmony, jJobs, etc. I say that day is gone.
For if this society fails to face up to the
problems of the citles, then it cannot begin
to solve the energy problem. And if urban
sprawl is to continue, no economic group, no

‘section of the country will escape the conse-

quences. An equally frightful price will be
pald on the beaches.of the Atlantic and Pa-
cific coasts and on this great western plateau
that houses the coal and shale oll of the
future.

. I remember one of those old patriotic mo-
vies when Bing Crosby defends the American
flag against a cynic by asking others *“to say
what Old QGlory stands for.” A Southerner
talks of red clay and pine trees. A Westerner
describes sunset in the Rocky Mountains,
But it's an old Brooklynite who gets the big-
gest cheer when he says: *“Hey, Mac, ever
seen steam comin’ out a sewer in Flatbush?”

My point is, where Is that environmental
constituency in Flatbush? Can we long exist
without 1t? The fact 1s most Americans will
never see a wilderness area, park or wildlife
refuge, and unless they are brought into the
fold when the crunch comes they can be ex-
pected to opt for power, light and heat at any
cost—even if the price be wall-to-wall power
plants and refinerles in Montana, Colorado,
New Mexico and Arizona.

Emerson sald that “the only way to have
a friend is to be one.” Part of the reason the
environmental movement finds itself in trou-
ble today is that we falled during the heady
years of the Sixties to make friends and forge
alllances with groups that might be largely
with us now: blue collar America, enlight-
ened industry, the minorities who inhabit
our rundown cities. But in those days, en-
vironmentalists were not in a mood to com-
promise or to play a role in “their” issues,
and we predictably find few friends around
to sustain us during the dark days of the
energy crisis.

And so.we have labor joining the oil in-
daustry to cut the throat of NEPA during
the Alaska Pilpeline debate, and they should
not.

We have civil rights groups in Jackson-
ville, Florida, joining with development-ori-
ented Industries in a coalition against wild-
life groups who- didn't want important
spawning waters destroyed by a facility pro-
ducing “floating nuclear power plants”—a
concept not even approved by the AEC. And
the blacks shouldn’t have been there, siding
against NEPA,

So my criticisms are that we have been too
negative, too elitist, too self-centered. Well,
what’s my prescription? It comes in about
three doses. .

The first has t0 do with common sense,
that elusive concept called reasonableness,
and facing, as Casey Stengel said, “the con-
ditions what prevail.” The principal condi-
tion that prevalils is an energy shortage that
can cause high unemployment tn blue col-
lar America and in the neighborhoods of
the poor. Our most immediate task as a na-
tion will be to keep these milllons of fam-
ilies on their feet through the worst mo-
ments of the economic downturn. The first
line of attack will be on the energy supply
front (energy conservation is meaningless to
people without money or jobs) and here are
some facts you and I will soon be facing.

The nation is golng to insist on substan-
tially increased coal production. While I and
others wish it were not so, I believe we had

better accept this fact and help the nation
make the right decisions. I believe we can
have an expanded coal program and one -
that is not destructive to the environment,
but we'd better get cracking. The support of
the National Wildlife Federation has been
the key to our efforts in the Congress to get
& balanced coal program underway this year

-with a responsible strip mining bill.

The American public is going to insist on
drilling. off the Atlantic coast and stepped
up efforts elsewhere. I believe we should say
we are not opposed to a careful program

.which is well conceived and Is not a crash

effort to ransack what's left of our oil re-
serves. Instead, we should insist that drill-
ing procedures, environmental impact state-
ments, and government oversight give every
protection to the environment.

A MacKenzie Valley gas line, in addition to
the Alaska oil line, is .going to be built. The
MacKenzie route might house that oil line
as well If we had gotten behind the idea
earlier, and fought for it instead of against
the Alaska line. We ought now to say we will
support a second line, but we will insist on
the best environmental route and every prac-
ticable safeguard.

And then there 1s the matter of shale oil.
Should we put our foot down on early efforts

‘to explore the development of this new re-

source? The temptation will be there, but I
say we can’'t. But we must insist that these
initial efforts are truly prototype programs,
not camouflaged commercial developments;
that the environmental costs be carefully
weighed and that the water supply, which is
life and death to the West, be protected and
fairly apportioned among competing users.

While I'm suggesting hardheaded compro-
mise, I am also recommending that where
basic values involving irreparahle damage are
involved, we will not yleld. And let me give
some examples:

Increased coal production does not mean
stripping every last acre of the West. The
new emphasis has to be on deep mining,
because while cheap extractlon is on the
top, the massive reserves the country needs
and can have with the least environmental
damage are underground.

The mysteries of nuclear power may yet be
solved to the benefit of this nation and the
world, and we will not inhibit responsible
development. But we ought to draw the line

.on this liquid metal fast breeder reactor pro-

gram until its many designs and safety prob-
lems have been brought into the open, dis-
cussed and solved. We must Insist further
that there be a much more satisfactory solu-
tion to the problem of radioactive waste
disposal before any reactor construction pro-
gram is speeded up.

Recognizing the controversies brewing over
the technology of auto emission controls, we
will nevertheless keep the heat on Detroit
to bifild the smaller cars and better engines
which are the real solution to the auto ex-
haust problem, and part of the answer to the
gasoline shortage. The Wyman amendment
and other attempts to simply relieve the
auto industry of this responsibility will be
fought.

We will bow our backs if this or any
administration attempts, as the Nixon ad-
ministration is hinting, to turn over to its
enerpgy- office the duties and responsibilities
of the Environmental Protection Agency. We
will not allow the political panic of this
administration to bring on the dismantling
of the nation’s fledgling environmental
program,

George Bernanos said, “The worst, the most
corrupting lies are problems poorly stated.*
It is a misstatement of the problem and a




L nedy to withdraw, as he subse-

II. MORRIS UDALL

‘Can a congressman from a small state out West | “?,

Ry Arthur Hadley

made the Post Office semi-private]
he elbowed through turned out a
farce and a disaster. As a human
being, he is a very attractive guy.
But as a political strategist, he
leaves a great deal to be desired.”

Bernie Sisk, a senior Democratic
congressman from California who
has also crossed swords with Udall,
believes: “He is trying for a middle-

Who is it, then? of-the-road image. A working rela-

A congressman from the sn\all " tionship with Middle America. But I
western state of Arizona, a divorced\ have the feeling that some of his
Mormon, in favor of voluntary ze»ro\
population . growth, a man beaten
out for Speaker and Majority.
Leader of the House: Morris Udall
The man whose major legislation on
 land use has just been defeated. Is
someone kidding?

No one is kidding. “The country
is' definitely looking for new faces,”
Senate Majority Leader Mike Mans-
. field said recently. He had long
been urging his friend Edward Ken-

Who is\t\\}e\\six foot-six roughhewn
man with the ready grin strldmg off
the airplane in 3St. Louis, Madison,
Denver, Salt La \Clly, New York,
Phoenix, White Plajns, as he seeks
the Democratic preS{dentlal nomi-
nation? Is it a senator{za powerful
governor? a general? a\major na-
tional figure?

No.

“there.”

Three major forces propel the
Udall\candldacy Udall himself; the
fear ‘of\ many Democrats that the
party will destroy itself in yet an-
other lef?\versus right shoot-out, giv-
ing the Wh\lte House to the Re-
publicans for\another four years;
and a new power rivalry between
the House and theXSenate.

ning, the cover for his\\campaign, is

N\ .
that he was asked\to test his
chances by twenty-nine “Democratic
“congressmen. They were no%t\xst the
usual petition signers, but ra\t\her a
solid cross section of the ml{id\le
management of the House: men

‘quently did. Commenting on Demo-
cratic hopefuls, Mansfield remarked
“. . . Mo Udall, a congressman, is a
man of promise, integrity and intel-
ligence.” »

Senator Barry Goldwater, not
normally a Udall fan, believes:
“Udall might well be the answer to
the Democrats’ troubles in finding a
presidential candidate with a new
face.” (Udall’'s sardonic response: '
“Look how well we Democrats did
" the-last time an Arizonian ran for
the presidency.”)

This is not to say that Udall has
arrived on stage to nothing but
cheers. Congressional leader Wayne
Hays of Ohio, a fellow Democrat ‘leading contenders.” Almost every
noted for tart observations who had name on that list is a U.S. Sena-
. opposed Udall’s efforts at campaign tor. . . . We think it’is important to
spending reform, remarks, “I have look in other places including the
as much chance of being King of House. . .. Historically the House—
England as Udall does of being more than any other place—has pro-
President. His record in the House duced broadly acceptable, umfymg
is spotty. The Post. Office bill {which leaders. . . .”

chair committees, run 1mportant
subcommittees. They included
Henry Reuss of Wisconsin, Thomas
Ashley of Ohio, Frank Thompson of
New Jersey, and Otis Pike of New
York. In their petition to him last
May, these congressmen wrote:
“Barely twenty-six months from
convention time the public is pre-
sented with a short exclusive list of

positions are not too.acceptable -

Udall’s ostensibl‘ef‘reason for run- .

Republican Congressman Law-
rence Hogan of the House Judiciary - -

Committee put it more succinctly
after the televised impeachment

hearings: “Everybody is used to .

seeing those clowns. from the Senate
on TV. The House operates - with

real dignity.” Udall himself states:
“There is great resentment in the .
House over the way senators’ views -
get priority.” ‘The leading senatorial
hopefuls he calls ‘self-anointed can—-' ,

didates.”

Like so much of politics, perhaps P
too much, the statement urging

Udall to run came about mostly by
chance. Last spring Congressmen
Reuss and Obey, both Wisconsin
liberals, were standing together on
the floor of the House: Obey was la-
menting the factionalism in the
Democratic party, and  what then

.seemed to him to loom as “the pos-
sibility of a Kennedy-Jackson shoot- -

out in which everyone will get
hurt.” Reuss agreed.- Both men fell

to talking about the lack of good =
~candidates and the Senate monop-

oly on media attention.

“If we could just get someone hke.

Udall to run ..
“Let’s ask him,”

” began Obey.

1970 House leadership contest), and
habit of backing unsuccessful candi-

‘dates (ievenson Robert Kennedy,

Muskie, a\mayor of Tucson who is

now an inSurance salesman), and .

suggested tl}ey\ook elsewhere. He
finally agreed that if they could get
10 percent of thes,
to ask him to ru
and Obey conlactedx\\\frlends and
within a week were bac]\ with_ a
carefully constructed list.“(dall was

" off. “When I first went outen the

road I was a bit embarras Ed I

wasn’t sure anyone would shov \pf )
. for the press conferences.” '

sald Reuss They - -~
who, while not yet senior enough to\ Walked over to Udall and asked. _

Udall mentioned his star-crossed
polmcal record (defeated -in the

ouse Democrats -
e\would Reuss




" .sists of a long-past, probably irrele-
vant interlude  as a congressman,
and a very recent, very relevant
half-lifetime as a businessman.
Those years in Houston—when
Bentsen aged from thirty-four to
forty-nine, when he was transformed
from the hollow-cheeked boy of the
congressional campaign photos into
the elegant champion of the board-

room, when he began as a million-

aire’s son and finished as a million-
aire himself-must offer many clues,
but the clues are hidden.

From the limited evidence of
Bentsen’s public record, a few tenta-
tive conclusions can be drawn. Fif-
teen years ago, in a discussion of
the Kennedy-Nixon race, a writer
named Robert Fitch said that both
candidates exemplified the politics
of the “cool cat.” “The essence. of
the cool cat is that he is controlled
rather than committed; that is, he is
self-controlled, rather than con-
trolled by ideals to which he has
given himself.” As it turned out, of
course, he was wrong about Nixon,
‘who gave over his control not to
ideals, but to inner demons; but he
was close to the truth about Ken-
nedy, and even closer about Bent-
sen. If there is a single way to char-
" acterize Bentsen’s actions in public
life, it is to say that at each point
his decision has been the smart
thing to do. Not necessarily the
principled thing, or the brave thing,
or even the conservative thing—al-
though each of those terms may ap-
ply in certain cases. Ideology, emo-
tion, even personal pique, have
taken subsidiary places to the dis-
passionate logic of this modern
“cool cat.” ‘

Bentsen’s personal bearing is in
keeping with his political philoso-
phy; it is absolutely lucid and abso-
lutely cold. His first words to me, as
I settled down next to him in the
~airplane and' started asking him
questions, were, “How long is this
going to take? Can we get it over
with as quickly as possible?” In

~ public he is less abrupt: Both

90

friends and enemies agree that on a
platform and in a crowd he is far
more graceful, far less strained since
he went to the Senate than he was
in the 1970 campaign. Still, as a
member of his staff put it, “I think
everyone realizes he won’t ever have
John Connally’s gift of charming
the man in the street, or Lyndon
Johnson’s delight in - pressing the
flesh.” In the course of an admit-
tedly limited exposure to him, the
‘one evidence of “human” frailty I
observed was his decision, after
some hesitation and with apparent
regret, to have a dessert helping of
cherries jubilee. The comments of
his friends—such as they are, for he
is not a man who has intimates—
suggests that this impression was
not far wrong. “Lloyd never un-
winds,”” says a Texan who has
worked with him in politics (and
who, like nearly all of Bentsen’s as-
sociates, refused to be quoted by
"name). “He relaxes, of course, but
his mind never loses that pitch.”
Another man, who has worked with
him in Congress, says, “He _is unen-
cumbered, by people. ideas, any-
thing. '

—Benfsen’s self-control is almost
palpable. He does not smoke. Since
coming to Washington, according to
his press secretary, Jack DeVore, he
“generally restricts his drinks to
sherry.” Even in his recreations—
tennis, raising roses, collecting abjels

d’art—Bentsen does not go slack.
““The same Texan who says Bentsen
never unwinds recalls that during
the 1970 campaign, Bentsen would
scrupulously set aside his_Sunday

mornings _fof
was a ferocious competitor. He was
going to beat the pants off you or

know the reason why. Now that he’s .

in politics, he has the same determi-
nation to be the best, to rise to the
top. But if he doesn’t make it, it’s
not going to wound him. He knows
who he is, and doesn’t need political
power to survive.” “He has very few
hangups,” says another political as-
sociate. “He doesn’t judge things on

nis_match. “He

the basis of who he is supposed to
be, or what his family was, or \ty,}-iat
everyone else expects him to'djs)./He
really does judge on the facts

Such dispassion has its attractions,
especially for a presiden_tiél candi-
date. A man not shackléd to ideol-
ogy might have an casier time cut-
ting his losses than Johnson had in

Vietnam. (*Lloyd can get angry"

about mistakes, but he is the first
one to admit his own errors,” says a

member of his stafl.) A man less in-

terested in symbolic showcases than
in tangible results might pass fewer
pieces of “landmark” legislation,
and instead find out how to make
the laws on the books work. A man
with managerial experience as ex-
tensive as Bentsen’s might be a less
easy victim of the corrupting influ-
ence of the White House culture
than previous Presidents have been.
A man with as firm a sense of his.
own identity and competence as
Bentsen’s might not be tortured, as
was Nixon, by enemies real and
imagined, or distorted, as was John-
son, by notions of how a Texan

should handle the Ivy League ad- -

visers around his table. “Is it diffi-
cult,” I asked him, “to run as a
Texan, when memories of LBJ are
so fresh in the public mind?” Bent-
sen replied, “When people meet me,
they see I'm very different.”

But the “cool cat” has his short-

comings too, not least because some
small, foreign element of illogic, of
character, remains beneath even the
most controlled exterior. Kennedy
and Nixon demonstrated this in
their different ways; Kennedy with
his defensive, he-man reactions in
foreign policy, Nixon in fashions too
obvious to mention. It is reasonable
to assume that Bentsen, too, has a
heart, that he believes in something
more than he has revealed, that we
cannot judge him solely on his
logic. We may not need to know
what our Presidents make for break-
fast, or what clothes, their-children

" wear, but we do deserve a look at

the moral baggage they carry.



No one should imagine, Bentsen
says, that this amounts to a calcu-
lated drive to the center: “It’s some
of those fellows out in left field who
had to move.” T asked him whom
he meant. He wouldn’t say. “Gary
Hart?” I asked. He gave me a small
grin—a rare departure from his cus-
tomary noncommittal caution. Still,
it is interesting to compare Bent-
sen’s positions on these well-publi-

cized issues with some of his less fa--

mous votes. Ronnie Dugger of the
Texas Observer has done just that,
and last September listed a dozen
recent votes in which Bentsen lined
up with the other senator from
Texas, the extremely conservative
John Tower. The votes included res-
toration of the death penalty (both
senators for) and opening up the
FBI’s files (both senators against).
“We know why Tower casts such
votes,” Dugger concluded, “but he
is not running for the Democratic
nomination for. President.”
Bentsen’s smart, carefully bal-
anced performance has not only put
him in the running with a national
constituency” which might  otherwise
~have considered him an uptown
version. of Russell Long, but also
helped him to a position of some

respect within the Senate. Bentsen -

has not, in four years’ time, become
a backstage titan at the Capitol, but
he has won compliments from the
likes of Majority Leader Mike
Mansfield (“an extremely ‘impressive
senator. with. a bright future”), Mi-
nority Leader Hugh Scott (“a

heavyweight”), and Spencer Rich,

congressional reporter for the Wash--

ington Post, who has written several
flattering stories with headlines like
“Soft-Spoken Bentsen Gains Wide
Respect In the Senate.” The most
tangible evidence of his influence
occurred last summer, with the pas-
sage of the most important legisla-
tion protecting the pension rights of
employees of private companies
ever enacted. For years, similar bills
had been approved by the Labor
and Public Welfare Committee, and
for years they had died in the Fi-
nance Committee, but this time
Bentsen—as an insurance man, a
master of the bill’s actuarial mi-
nutiae—nursed -the bill through Fi-

nance to passage. In mid-1973,
Bentsen’s reputation as a ‘“‘work-
horse” was beginning to spread
among some of his fellow senators,
and he began entertaining the no-
tion that 1976 might be his year. To
conduct his one-year trial" heat,"
Bentsen had two preliminary ar-
rangements to make. The first was
to find the money—$363,000, all

of it raised at a $200-per-plate
affair in Houston late 1n Iéh The

second was to hire a campaign staff,
now working under the direction of
Ben Palumbo, a former aide to Sen-
ator Harrison Williams. With the
machinery ready, Bentsen began his
test campaign, setting “himself four
goals to reach by Election Day,
1974:

The first, according to Palumbo,
was to “make the senator a familiar
personality to the Democratic' party
structure nationally”’—to expose him
not to the voters, but to the party
regulars. In this effort, Bentsen has

-made good use of his position as
- chairman of the Democratic Sena-

torial Campaign Committee, which
gave him an official reason to speak
in each of the thirty-three states
where Democrats were running for
the Senate.

The second was to have the sena-
tor taken seriously by the national
press. Outside his home state, Bent-
sen has received almost no- critical
coverage; recently he has been men-

‘tioned quite favorably in the Boston.

Globe, the New York Times, the
Chicago Sun-Times, and many others.

The third was to “have him be-
come a familiar face and personality
to the regional print and electronic
media.” To this end Bentsen has
appeared on talk shows across the
country- and has met for informal
discussion with the editorial boards
of several major papers.

Finally, Bentsen hoped to identify
himself with economic issues—not in
the gadfly’s role; like a Galbraith or
a Proxmire, but as a solid, serious
policy-maker, and as a party
spokesman. Bentsen’s important
breakthrough in this area occurred
last July, when he convinced the

‘Senate Democratic Policy Com-

mittce that he should give the
party’s televised rcbuttal. to Presi-

Three Hungry Democrats

dent Nixon’s economic message. It
was a tub-thumping attack on Re-
publican management of the econ-
omy, and variations on it have be-
come his standard speech. “I want
to talk about the price of food,
about the cost of buying a house.
About good times and bad times. In
short, about our national economy,
and the way it affects your house-
hold.” And so he does, conjuring up
the traditional specter of the Re-
publicans as the party of depression.
As Palumbo and his staft see it,
Bentsen not only hit all four of his
targets, but did so months before
the deadline. Unless Bentsen is
weighing factors he has not re-
vealed, the go-ahead is certain. -
While none of his campaign strat-
egists say he is going to win, several
suggest how he could: Scoop Jack-
son will keep putting his foot in his
mouth and continue to lose support;
the George Wallace camp will real-
ize: that their man is a nonstarter,
and will see Bentsen as their next’
best hope; the Kennedy voters will
disperse among the candidates
rather than swinging cn masse to
Mondale; the Mondale campaign
will not catch fire; and, in- the
middle of a split and- tumultuous
convention, all eyes will turn to the
cool and confident man from Texas.-

Perhaps. Perhaps. Bentsen- does
have several ‘undeniable advan-
tages—his proven access to big
money, the demenstrated efficiency
of his campaign organization, and
the propitious timing of his emer--
gence as an economic wise man.*
But his several disadvantages sug- -
gest another, which is as unlucky in
its timing. for Bentsen as the eco-
nomic issue is fortunate. That is the
vague quality known as “character.”

* Judgments in this area are clearly
speculative and should be labeled as
such. But as our presidencies have
become reigns rather than adminis-
trations, making guesses about the
character of potential Presidents
seems a risk worth taking. :

The difficulty in Bentsen’s case is
lhat e offers_precious little for cx:
amination. Apart from his four
years in tEe Senate, his record con-
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years later, in 1948, he was elected
to Congress,
seven, was the youngest member
that year.

The second of Bentsen’s burdens
is his strong identification with the
big-money, Texas-Tory branch of
-the Democratic party, dominated by
John Connally before his Republi-
can conversion, and associated
(though never contentedly) with:
Lyndon Johnson. Although Bentsen
has supported Johnson and Con-
nally, and in turn been supported
by them -(Connally urged him to
make his 1970 run for the Senate;
in 1971, Johnson went so far as to
“say that Bentsen might be “the
greatest senator Texas has ever
had”) it would be a mistake to take
either of them as a model for how

. Bentsen might perform in or around
the White House. Connally and
Johnson both  made themselves into
rich men, but both of them were
born poor, Connally poorer than
Johnson. Like Connally, wheeling
and dealing, Johnson often radiated
with a “joie de con.” But even dur-
ing his darkest days in the White
House, no one could accuse Johnson
of being merely a manipulator.
There was too much of the ele-
mental man in him to justify so
simplistic a label, and he retained
his commitment to the New Deal to
the end. All of these ingredients—

~ passion, ideology, and the hustler’s
glee—seem absent from Bentsen’s
managerial makeup.

: In his brief service in the House,
(Bentsen was a consistent if unso-
phisticated conservative, with a gen-

erally unremarkable record. He

must live today with one of the few

remarkable statements he made, his

that the United States give the
North Koreans one week’s warning
Land then hit them with "afomic
~ b Ithough he was unopposed
in all his races for re-election, Bent-
sen decided to leave the House in
1954 “to establish financial indepen-
dence” for himself and his family—
his wife, Beryl Ann (mcknamed

Jamcs Fallows is an ednor of the
Washington Monthly now lxvmg In
Texas.
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and, at age twenty- .

recommendation on July 12, 1950,

B.A.), and his children, Lloyd 1II,
Lan, and Tina, whose ages now

_range from thirty to twenty-three.

He accomplished his goal quickly
in the insurance business. By the
time he ran against Yarborough, he

~was president of Lincoln Consoli-

dated, a large holding company
with extensive insurance interests;
and his personal worth was $2.3
million. )

Bentsen remained on the pe-
riphery of politics during these years,
but was clearly affiliated with the
Connally camp. He supported Con-
nally in his various races for the
governorship, and at the 1968 Dem-
ocratic Convention in Chicago,
Beryl Ann Bentsen sat between
Connally and Jake Jacobsen in the
Texas delegation. Connally urged
Bentsen to run for the governorship
in 1968, and two years later played
an important part in his successful
race for the Senate. Indeed, Bentsen
was the last Texas politician Con-
nally successfully anointed before
going on to Republicanism and dis-
grace.

The 1970 election is the third and
most inflammatory item on Bent-
sen’s critics’ list, not because he beat
George Bush, then a Republican
congressman, in the general elec-
tion, but because he eliminated the
incumbent senator, Ralph Yarbor-
ough,
Yarborough had left fences un-
mended, and might well have fallen
to Bush, but he was the Texas liber-
als’ hero, the only one of their num-
ber to hold major office, and as
such, a perfect candidate for mar-
tyrdom. Bentsen played his role in

this martyr’s drama to perfection,’

running an expensive, slick cam-

paign which made heavy use of TV

spots, and taking a gloves-off, Ag-
newesque position on all the divi-
sive social issues. He pounded Yar-
borough on busing, school prayer,
and-in what Bentsen’s own men
called the “World War III” spot—
antiwar protest. This last com-
mercial, which has entered the
mythology of Texas politics, de-
picted civil disorder and generalized

mayhem, followed by Lloyd. Bent-.

sen’s calm voice reminding the
voters that Yarborough had sup-

in the Democratic primary.

ported the moratorium, and asking
whether this was the kind of repre-
sentation Texans really wanted.
-The ads were not so much dis-
honest as they were demagogic, and
on Bentsen’s side it may be said
that Yarborough engaged in a little
demagoguery of his own about the

Bentsen family history. After the -

primary, Bentsen engaged in
enough reconciliation to enhst such
liberals as Barbara Jordan, the
black congresswoman from Houston
who was then a state senator, to his

-side. He beat Bush by a 53 to 47
-margin. Nonctheless, such was the

residue of the primary campaign
that the Nixon Administration,
which had sent its big guns to
Texas on Bush’s behalf, embraced
Bentsen after his victory in the fali
as part of its “ideological majority.”

As soon as he arrived in the Sen-
ate—as soon, that is, as his record as
- a national politician began—Bentsen

took pains to rid himself of the
right-wing image the campaign had

_given him. In one of his first
" speeches as a- senator, he formally

rejected the Administration’s em-
brace, saying that he was an “estab-
lishment man” who believed in four
establishments: the United States of
America, the United States Senate,
the State of Texas, and the Demo-
cratic party. This was the first step
in a dance Bentsen has been prac-
ticing ever since: a flattering pas
toward his partners on either side, a

coy step back from the extreme. On

nearly every issue of symbolic im-
portance to the liberals, the con-

stituency farthest from his natural -

base, Bentsen has taken a “correct”
position. In his first few months in
Congress, he voted to restrict the
right to filibuster, one of the few
Old South senators ever to do so;
shortly thereafter, he fought Senator
John Stennis. to reduce funding. for
the Trident submarine. He voted
against . the SST, he has sponsored
mass-transit legislation, and he has
even taken his dlstance from big oil,

sponsoring a variety of proposals to -
restrict: the. major. companies- in fa--
vor of the smaller,-independent op—

erators

o
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has spent a great deal of his time as
he spent it that afternoon—in transit
between one public appearance and
the next. By Election Day, 1974,
Bentsen had appeared in thirty-
three states, and had delivered some
one hundred and thirty speeches.
On the weekend he flew to Texas,
for example, he spoke in Indiana on
Saturday, spent half an hour on na-
tional TV on Sunday morning ap-
pearing with Senator William Brock
on Face the Nation, landed in Aus-
tin on Sunday evening, and on
Monday morning was a major
speaker at the Southern Governors’
Conference; there he walked over to
George Wallace’s wheelchair to
shake hands as the TV cameras
rolled. He can please a crowd, and
did on this occasion. But in his
speeches, and even more so in his
- private conversation, he foxily
avoids the specific commitment or
the revealing observation (on or-off
the record) that. mloht prove embar-
rassing.

During the first week in October,
Bentsen spoke in Lansing, Michi-

gan, on Friday, in Wichita, Kansas,.

on Saturday, in San Antonio on
Sunday morning, and in Dallas on
Sunday night; he flew sback to
WashmOton on Monday, departed
that mOht for Atlantd taped an-
other debate with ‘Senator Brock on
Tuesday morning, and on Tuesday
afternoon addressed a meeting of the

Amalgamated Clothing Workers in

Miami.

Through this year of physical and
financial depletion (at one point in
late summer, Bentsen’s advance cal-
endar showed a total of five free
nights before the election; and
much of.a special $365,000 cam-
* paign fund has gone into the year’s
effort), Bentsen was not technically
“running.” What he was doing, he
said, was deciding whether to run,
conducting a sort of test marketing
that would enable him to make his
final decision at the beginning of
the new year. If, as has seemed cer-
tain since the withdrawal of Teddy
Kennedy, Bentsen becomes a starter
in this year of the dark horse, his
campaign will be one of the more
fascinating. Its fascination is not
that Bentsen is a probable—or at

this ‘moment even plausible—victor,
but that his type of presidential
politicking recalls something fifteen
years past. Difterent inheritors have
appropriated different portions of
the “Kennedy legacy”—the looks
and style passed on to the two
brothers; the reputation for social
concern taken over by assorted lib-
erals; the tough-guy outlook on
world affairs a tragic bequest to
Lyndon Johnson. But at least one
part, the part evoked by phrases
like “tough-minded,” “hard-boiled,”
“pragmatic,”
Bentsen this year.

The predominant fact about Berit-

sen’s national campaign is that he
lacks a national identity; in mid-
1974, the Harris Poll gave him a
name-recognition figure of about 2
percent. But the problem’is more

profound than simply not being -

well known, for Lloyd Bentsen’s
past is private.” Before he was elected

Lioyd Bentsen

to the Senate four and a half
years ago, Bentsen had spent the
greater part of his adult years in the
closed world of Houston high fi-
nance. Unlike Scoop Jackson, who
has been in Congress for thirty-four
years, or Walter Mondale, who won
statewide office in 1960, or even
Morris Udall, who entered the
House in 1961, Bentsen’s record is a
short one indeed. Save for his geo-
graphic identity as a Texan, no
great .advantage so soon after the
Johnson years, Bentsen carries the
handicap of anonymity—and the
corresponding advantage of being
able to create an 1dent1ty ex nihil.
The way in which national ano-
nymity can be an advantage is illus-
trated by Bentsen’s position in
Texas, where his well-known back-

is riding with Lloyd
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ground is actually his greatest hand*
icap. Bentsen’s modest scnatofial
prominence has made him stronger
at home now than he has ever been
before, but there are still those who
bear-him an abiding mistrust. Gen-
erally they cite three reasons.

The first is his family background,
for like a hard-boiled candidate of
another day, John F. Kennedy,
Bentsen first entered politics backed
by his father’s fortune, the accumu-
lation of which has béen a matter
of public controversy. The elder
Bentsen, Lloyd Sr., moved with his
brother Elmer .from South Dakota

to the Texas Valley (the state’s

southern tip) in the 1920s, where
the two soon made a fortune in the
“immigrant land business.” In the-
ory this meant nothing more than
selling land to people from far

away, but in practice it often .in-.

volved greeting a trainload of Min-
nesotans, escorting them through
acres of sunny cxtrus land, and then
selling them land identical in every
respect save 'a lack of water rights.
Virtually - worthless land, that is to
say. In 1950, dissatisfied customers
began filing the first of “several

dozen lawsuits against the elder

Bentsens, alleging -conspiracy and.

* fraud. The plaintiffs in the first test

case, a couple from Jowa named
Polmateer, claimed that they had
paid $525 per acre for land worth,
at most, one fifth that amount. The
judge ruled in their favor, and or-
dered the elder Bentsens to refund
the Polmateers in full. In another
case, the U.S. Supreme Court ruled
that the elder Bentsens. could prop-

erly be sued to determine whether -

they had violated a federal statute.
Shortly thereafter, the Bentsens be-
gan settling most subsequent cases
out of court. At no time has anyone
accused Lloyd Jr. of involvement in
his father’s and uncle’s affairs, but
his first excursion into politics was
financed by his father’s money. ‘

After-attending the University of
Texas Law School (he has no un-
dergraduate degree) and receiving
decorations for flying fifty missions
as a pilot in World War II, Bentsen
returned to what had become the
family’s political fiefdom, and in
1946 was elected county judge. Two
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conceyn for humanity.” Blatnik, who
was\\ erly disappointed when
" .Mondale\\rather than himself, was

picked t(;\s cceed Humphrey, adds,
© “But T thin 3 lacks the self-con-
* fidence or the B tg to stand up and
fight when things edlly get rough.
When the wmd is ‘lowmg hard
against him, he likes tolwait for a
little more favorable tide. Wehad a
lot of tough fights back therexbut

U.Q

slip out and disappear.”

Blatnik’s criticism may be colored
"by his personal feelings, but Mon-
dale’s penchant for political caution
and for avoiding controversy is well
known in Minnesota, where the
news that he had his appendix re-
moved in 1967 caused some Demo-
crats to say they hoped the surgeon
had inserted some guts before sew-
ing him up. Another Minnesota
Democrat who has been intimately
involved in party affairs since the
late 1940s and who thinks Mondale
has most of the strengths of Hum-
phrey, Freeman, and McCarthy,
and few of their weaknesses, echoes
Blatnik in kinder but no less dam-
aging words.

““Fritz Mondale’s biggest weakness
is that political success has come too
easy for him and that he’s never
been tested in a really tough cam-
paign,” says the individual, who will
not speak for the record because he

- is in a sensitive government job.

.somehow, Fritz. always manacé}lto\

“You've got to give him. credit be-
cause he has made the most of ev-
ery opportunity he’s had and has
never let himself get into a position

where he’s politically vulnerable.

But the fact remains that he hasn’t
gotten out in front on any hard,
tough issues. He’s never had to go

to a legislature or to the people and
recommend a tax increase like Free-

man did and he’s never had his
friends desert him over an issue like
they did with Humphrey over Viet-
pam. With Fritz, I think you have
toask yourself the basic question—
whaty he going to do when the

chips arexdown"”

Some Mo\ndale -watchers wonder
if- the man havmo never endured
political defeatlor the kind of per-

sonal tragedy that\\\mgkes a man look
deeply into himself,\go§sesses a self-
identity strong enough\te_inure him

against the pressures bhat are

brought to bear on a prcskdentlal

candidate. Far less charitable cqtg:s !
see him as a kind of Scandmavm&said, and not listen to the siren song -

Sammy Glick, a political opportun

bag with a brush—you get it all at
once.” “A more succinct criticism of
Mondale is embodied in the cam-

paign slogan that Republicans are -
waiting to unveil if Mondale wins °

the Democratic nomination—“If you
liked McGovern, you’ll love Mon-
dale.” Stili other critics of Mondale
point to his espousal of what they
call “cheap” issues, easy targets like

child abuse and drug control, which -

no human being would be against
anyway. “Mondale never puts any
real chips on the table,”
such critic, “only funny money.”
Mondale undoubtedly will have
plenty of opportunity to refute—or
reinforce—those criticisms as he
heads down the long, lonely, treach-
erous path toward the presidency in
1976 or some future year. When the
going gets rough, as it undoubtedly
will, Mondale may well recall what
he told a group of reporters in 1970.

It is important for liberal senators

to stick to their Senate duties, he

of presidential politics. “The one big

ist in populist clothing who has all p\oblem most liberals have when

the markings of the great. midwest-
ern progressives of the past, but
little of their fire and feeling. That
judgment was given early expression
by Mondale’s then senior colleague,-
Eugene McCarthy, who once de-
“the new brand
He’s like that
toothpaste that comes .in a plastic

scribed Mondale as
of Senate liberal.

they\ et down here is that when

they getytheir first big national news -
story, they‘r}\\oﬂ and running,” said

Mondale, obv1ous]y has
changed his m ghmk some of
us have got to stay around here and
do.the work. I do -believe liberals
are mordmately susoeptxble to the
presidential bug.”

II. LLOYD BENTSEN

by James Fallows

Can another _TeXarl ’apply?

.. Braniff Airlines’-flight number- 11,
- aka. the-LBJ special, leaves Wash-

-ington’s Dulles Airport. each .after- .

. noon -at 5:35 :on. a nonstop trip' to
- Austin. The flight, which Branift in-
- troduced with some-reluctance .dur-
“ing the heyday-of the Pedernales, is
now a steady earner, and it makes
Austin the smallest far-off city with
such direct connections. to the capi-
tal. :
On one Sunday afternoon last
September, - the day that Gerald
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Ford. pardoned Richard - Nixon, -a

lean, -distinguished-looking man -in -
his early fifties waited to check .in-

on flight 11. From the cut of his

- brown glen plaid. suit and the de-

tached, “slightly impatient -look on
his face, he might have been a
banker from Connecticut on his way

-to discuss investment possibilities in

the computer industry, or an execu-
tive of the Rockefeller Foundation
preparing for a conference at the
University of Texas. He received no

- more attention ‘than any of the sev-
“eral hundred. other passengers in the

terminal, ‘which was. unusual only

* because he, unlike anyone else in

the building, was at" work trying to
become the next President of the
United’ States.

Since the end of 1973 when he

decided to spend a year finding out
“whether a moderate from Texas
has a shot at the Democratic norni-
nation,”
senator from the Lone Star state,

-says one.

Lloyd M. Bentsen, junior

et
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working to safeguard young campers, more
parents would feel safe 1n permitting their
children to attend a camp.

So the Youth Camp Safety Act has been‘

supported by the Girl Scouts, the Boy Scouts,
the American Camping Assoclation, the Na-
tional PTA, the National Safety Council. and
8 host of other respected organizations..

But it has gotten absolutely nowhere in
the Congress.

Why? Because a few camp operators—
those who feel safety standards would force
them to change their present mode of opera-
tlon—have ccntributed to the campalgns of
a few congressmen who have thereafter taken
pains to plock youth camp safety legislation.
It is as simple as that.

When the 94th Congress convened a few
days agoy Rep. Dominick V. Daniels (D-N.J.)

reintroduced the Youth Camp Safety Act. It
was cosponsored by long-time supporiers

Rep. Marvin L. Esch (R-Mich.), Rep. Peter A/
Peyser (R-N.Y.) and 47 other members of
the House from both sides of the alsle. /

A select subcommittee held hearings on
the bill in the 30th Congress. AMore hearimgs
were held In the Jlst Congress. Opponents
were heard again In the 92d Congresss And
when calls for action were voiced in the
93d Congress, It was decided to hold more
hearings.

But even the Congress eventually/ wearies
of these exercises In futility. Subcgmmitice
Chairman Da iels says: f

“We do not \itend to-hold any ntore hear-
ings on this bily The nced has bgen proved.
‘We have a respomexblllty to prote¢t our chil-
dren, and I intend to have thid Iegxslat,lon
enacted before the damping seagon.”

Is Rep. Daniels overstating the case? Judge
for yourself. -Among tha 50 states, 22 have
no regulations whatever relaiing to youth
camp safety. If you want td. you can hire
convicted sex offenders and d,ru& addicts as
counselors. .

An HEW study made last yén* showed that
45 states have no regulations regarding ¢amp
personnel; 24 have no heaith regulationg

that apply to youth camps, ior any require="\,

ment for medical services—pot even first aid.
Transportation.to and from camp is covered
by legislation ¥n only tive states; 45 leave
that area of actlvlty wide open. Camp oper-
ators can hire drivers convicted of reckless
or drunken driving if they want to.

Yes, the need exists, and parents have been
waiting 60 long for this simple lezislation
that pressure for action is bui.:dmg up. My
guess is that there is a good chance the
House will pass the bill, and that the Senate
may even bestir itself and pass a bill. But
parents should not be misied by develop-
ments of this kind.

The real test will come when the two bhills
go to “conference.” At that point. a quiet
knife in the ribs can—and often does—kill
legislation.

All the great statesmen who voted ‘‘ave”
can tell their constituents they did thelr
best. But the fact will remain that the Con-
gress has failed in {ts responsibllity to safe-
guard the Interests of the peorle.

This time arcund let’s zc¢ro in on the foct-
draggers and make sure we Know wiose in-
terests they're representing-—and why.

FORD INTRODUCES LEGISLATION

- HON. WILLIAM D. FORD

OF MICRICAN
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, January 23, 19/.;
Mr. FORD of Michigan. Mr. S,JC aner,

’

Uppel
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Intergovernmental Affairs—ACIR. Once
arain I am joined by my colleague the
distinguished gentleman from New York
(Mr. PEvser) in this effort. We first in-
troduced this legislation 3 years ago, in
1972

As presently constituted, the ACIR
consists of 26 members—three of which
are appointed from the Senate and three
from the House of Representatives. The
remaining 20 are appointed by the Presi-
dent as follows: three must be officers of
the executive branch and three must be
private citizens; four are appointed from
a panel of at least eight Governors sub-
mitted by the Governor's Conference;

‘three are appointed from a panel of at

least six members of State legislative
bodies submitted by the Council of State
Governments; four are appointed from
a panel of at least eight mayors submit-
ted jointly by the American Municlpal
Association and the U.S. Conierence of
Mavyors: and threc areappointed from a
panel of at least six electéd~county offi-
cers submitted by the NationalMgsocia-
tion of County Officials—represent2iives
from the whole spectrum of governmer-

tal units—with the e?CPptlon of school™.

boards.

A primary activity of the Advisory
Commission on Intergovernmental Re-
lations is to evaluate general revenue
sharing payments for the Federal Gov-
ernment. It is estimated that approxi-
mately $4 billion in general revenue
funds are spent on elementary and sec-
ondary education each year. It therefore
seems logical that educators from local
school districts should be represented on
the ACIR.

The legislation which we are mtloduc-
‘ing today would accomplish this—by giv-
ing-locally elected school officials a voice
in the Advisory Commission on Intergov-
ernmental Relations.

We urge our colleagues to give this
legislation the favorahle and prompt con-
sideration which it deserves. By adopting
this bill we will be extending the same
privileges to elected school officials that
are now enjoyed by elected officials from
virtually every other level of government
and we will be making the Advisory Com-
mission on Intcrgovernmental Relatlons
a more effective advisory body as well.

PATRICIA C. HOLT: LAWNDALE'S
WOMAN OF THE YE AR

HON. CHARLES H. WILSON

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, January 23, 1975

Mr. CHARLES H. WILSON of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, “What do we live
for, if it is not ta make life less difficult
for each other?'—Ggeorge Eliot.

Honored as Lawndale, Calif.’s, Woman
of the Year on January 17, Patricia C.
Holt has an Impressive. background of
commurity service. Ever since she moved
to Lawndale 18 years ago, She has de-

today I am reintroducing legislation to~ voted herself to the hetterment of life

give locally elected school board officials

around her, From her first experience as

8 voice on the Advisory Commission for an active moember in her children’s

Jot4.

school PTA, she has found time from
her real estate business to become in-
volved in virtually every aspect of civic
service.

One of Mrs. Holt's prime concerns has
been improvinz the quality of health
care, and she has served as chairwoman
of the Diabetes Clinic. the Nurses Schol-
arship for El Camino College, the Red
Cross, & Christmas party for retarded
children, the Cancer Society, and the
March of Dimes. The roster of her other
activities comprises almost the entire
spectium of Lawndale community life as
she is 3 member of the Lawndale Demo-
cratic Club, YJMICA, Breakfast Club,
Chamber of Commerce, Citizens Goals
Committee, and Picnic Committee,

In 1965, Pat was elected first vice
president of the Lawndale Women's Club,
a post in which she so excelled that she
was elected president in 1966. Acain, in
1973 and 1974, she was voted president
of this organization. Always concerned
that women play an active, role in civic
affairs, she 1 served as.chairwoman
of commissions ot=family living and the
status of women. :

The Great Western Savings and Loan
recognized Pat in 1973 with a Civic
Achievement Award for the outstanding
woman in community service. And, he-
cause of Pat's efforts to beautify the city
of Lawndale, last year she received a
Certificate of Merit Award in honor of
her eflorts to make Lawndale a better
place to live.

Devoted to her famlly and thereiore
understanding of the necds of younrg peo-
ple, Pat has helped high school students
who need counseling to seek help through
the Lawndale Community Center. And
she is now in the process of adopting a
teen-age girl who is without a home.’

Because Pat has been generous with
her time, talents, and money to work for
the greater good of the community, she
is well deserving to be named Lawndale
Woman of the Year. Pat Holt is a living
example that “charity—is love in action.”

of Remarks
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[RESPO‘\SE TO THE STATE OF THE
UNION MESSAGE

_HON. MORRIS X. UDALL

OF ARIZONA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, January 23, 1875

Mr. UDALL. Mr. Speaker. last week
we gathered to hear the President’s re-
port cn the state of tize Union, and his
lezislative program for the &ith Cou-
gress. Like all Americans. I was honue-
ful that my friend and former colleague
wotld offer us a sensible, progressive
plan for attacking the demons that
plague our Natjon. - )

While I found sonie specific points on

which I could agree with the President,
I conclude with rezret that, overall, his
grand design is a design for failure. one
which would yield growing unemploy-
nent, deepening recession, and a self-
nflicted inflatlon of staggering propor-
tlons. His proposals would bring chaos
in the short run and, I fear, collapse in
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But criticism is cheap. The people de-
serve more of their Congress than an
echo of the Execcutive, but they also de-
serve more than an assembly of carping
spectators. Therefore I offer today a spe-
cific, constiuctive response—a program

~ for the country that can work, that can

turn the United States in the direction
of prosperity and stability.

The foremost fact we must face ‘Is
that the absolute prerequisite to eco-
nomic recovery is substantial and im-
mediate energy conservation. We import
nearly 40 percent of our fuel, and the
proportion, as well as the absolute quan-
tity, iIs still increasing, The President’s
stated goal--reducing oil consumption
by 1 million barrels a day this year—is
simply inadequate, representing only 5
percent of our oil consumption and just
3 percent of our overall energy demand.
The harsh fact is that we must double
this cut—save 2 million barrels per day—
if we are serious about moving toward
stability. ]

But how can we achieve this? The
President has chosen a clumsy, unjust,
and economically disastrous route. He
would force energy prices sky high, then
have the Government turn its back oa
the problem and let the forces of the
marketplace cut energy use across the
board. Wasteful and essential uses, uses
which create jobs and those that do not,
economically crucial uses and totally dis-
pensable ones: All will be affected with-
out any regard to economic consequence.

Let me detail what this means to each
American—what the picture would look
like if the Congress enacted all the Presi-
dent's proposals:

The price of gasoline would rise at
least 10 cents a gallon. That i{s an in-
crease of 20 percent;

* The price of electricity would rise by
at least 15 percent;

The price of home heating oil would
go up 20 to 25 percent, depending on the
region;

The price of decontrolled domestic
crude oil would more than doutle, rising
from the present $5.25 a barrel to the $10
uncontrolled level, with a $2 excise tax

on top of that; and

The price of decontrolled interstate
natural gas will soar to many times the
current level—no one can predict exactly
how high—with a new excise tax on top
of that.

The President’s program would raise
the Nation's energy bill by $49 to $50 bil-
lion annually. His tax package—includ-
ing the inadequate windfzll profits tax—
would recapture only $39 biilion of that,
with the rest—up to $20 billion—remain-
ing in the hands of the energy suppliers.

We need a totally different approach.

First, we need gas rationing. We have
skirted the issue long enough. Every
economist has a different guess as to
how much the President’s price increase
would save, and we all know that the
real burden would fall on those least able
to afford it. Rationing is cumbersone; it
is a headache. But it can be made to be
fair, and more importantly, we know that
it will do the job. ‘

Second, we must enact immediate,
mandatory energy efficiency standards
for industry. The Department of Com-

.
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merce has concluded that as much as 30

percent of the cnerzy wed in industry s

wasted and could- be eliminated quickly
and without loss of jobs.

Third, we must enact an appliance ef-
ficiency labelling law, appliance per-
formance standards, and tough thermal
stndards for new buildinzs as the Pres-
ident proposed—these I applaud. To this
package I would add a new utility pric-
ing system which rewards rather than
discourages energy conservation. I would
also urge a program of federally guar-
anteed loans to provide tile necessary
cash for home energy conservation im-
provements instead of the tax credit pro-
posed by the President. Finally, Govern-
ment and industry must cooperate to
find a way to improve automobile fuel
economy by 40 percent by 1980, and to
do it without postponing the emission
control standards set by the Clean Air
Act. The industry’'s own 1975 emission

. control devices demonstrate undeniably

that emissions can be controlled with-
out decreasing fuel econoniy.

I recognize, as does the President, that
ending energy waste is not enough. We
must expand our domestic energy sources
to meet the inevitable rise in demand
that will come with the end of the re-
cession. But, where the President's con-
servation goals are too modest, his pro-
duction goals are excessive and unreal-
istic. He ignores land shortages and
siting problems, severe vater shortages
in the West, the overwhelming environ-
mental problems associated with oil shale
development and the many serious proh=
lems which must be solved before nuclear
energy can be depended upon. Above all,
the President ignores the enormous bur-
dens such development would place on
our already overstrained capital market

I believe that the President and Con-
gress must put the emphasis on cutting
the rote of growth of energy use, rather
than climbing back onto the old tread-
mill, trying to satisfy an unrestrained
appetite for cheop energy. Nearly a year
ago I introduced legislation to make an
explicit commitment to cutting the rate
of growth from nearly 5 to 2 percent per
year. Since then, two major studies, the
Ford energy policy project and the Gov-
ernment’s Project Independence blue-
print, have concluded that such a limited
rate of energy growth can be achieved
without economic harm. It is time to stop
deluding ourselves, to stop thinking we
can bring back the good old davs of
cheap and abundant energy. 1liey are
gone—at least for a generation—per-
haps forecver—and we must adjust our
habits accordinzaly.

A sound energy prozram is the biggest
single step we could take toward renewed
prosperity, but it must be coordinated
with a full range of economic measures.
Hcere again the President’s program, des-
pite some admirable features, is ulti-
mately misdirected.

The flat 12 percent tax rehate—with a
$1.000 ceiling—is welcome, of course, but
unfair. We need instead a scaled, pro-
gressive program of rehates that vill re-
turn the most money to those least able
to withstand the crippling effect of in-
flation, rather than the other way
around. This {s not only more socially
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just, but it will exert far greater leverage
for economic recovery.

The President also proposed a ban on
new Federal spending programs. Such a
decision would he unrealistic and short-
sighted. New programs specifically de-
signed to meet the challenge of serious
recession compounded hy continuing in-
flation will be necessary. For example.
Congress should consider a large-scale
public works effort to rebuild the Na-
tion's railroad system, providing jobs.
stimulation to construction industries,
and returning its most energy-efficient
component to the Nation's transporta-
tion system.

Sonie of the costs of tliese programs
can be recouped through the elimina-
tion of some major tax loopholes. The
time for a thorough reform of the Fed-
eral tax structure is long overdue, and
action now could go far toward right-
ing the inequities of our current eco-
nomic diftficulties. I would propose an end
to the oil depletion allowance, a windfall
profits tax stiffer and more comprehen-
sive than that proposed by the Presi-
dent, tichter tax treatment of foreign in-
come, an end to export subsidies, and the
abolition of preferences which benefit
only the very wealthy. In addition. we
need energy conservation excise taxes.
Unlike the President, however, I would
aim these at specific wasteful or un-
necessary forms of energy use, such as
new cars which get less than 20 miles
per gallon, not at all oil and gas regard-
less of the use to which it will be put.
~ I find myself unable to support the
iproposed limitations on cost-of-living

increases in social security payments and’

the food stamp program to a level less
than half the current rate of inflation,
for I believe these will inflict unaccepta-
ble hardships.

Finally, I want to say a few words
about a crucial issue the President did
net mention. The coutry Is bleedlng—
losing $25 billion each year to pay for
oil imports at an artificial and intoler-
able price. And yet we have given almost
no attantion to the vast economic and
political power we could wield to prevent
future embargoes. to minimize the
strains of concentrated oii wealth on the
international financial system., and to
curb the power of the OPEC cortel. The
hard fact is that we are more vulnerable
to an oil blockade now than we were a
year ago. We have not played our eco-
nomic cards at the bargaining table, and
have thereby failed to show the OPEC
nations that we will not endure punitive
and arbitrary oil prices ind2fnitely. This
failure may well prove to be one of the
most damaging lapses of Presidential
leadership of our time.

Mr. Speaker, I do not intend by these
remarks to be a nitpicker or nayvsaver.
I recognize the agouizing deliberation the
President devoted to formulating his
proposals, and the courasge it took to
admit the magnitude of our problenis
and the failure of his previous ap-
proaches. I stand ready to work with the
administration and with my colleagues
of both parties, to seek a way out of
our present stratts. But we must ap-
proach this task with care, we must di-
rect our solutions precisely, and we must
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THREE MORE BAD VOTES FOR UDALL ON AGRICULTURE
Qy e [ ema
--4/26/66 Udall voted against a Congressioaa%yappropriations
bill for fiscal 1967. Had the House voted with him, it would have
cut off all funds for all farm programs. The entire Wisconsin

delegation voted the other way.

--11/29/67 Udall voted to kill a bill that would have made
farm cooperative credit systems more competitive with non-farm banks
by allowing them to invest in the same kind of securities that other
banks invest in. The ewis®r entire Wisconsin delegation voted the

other way.

--In 1968, Udall voted against a bill prohibiting unfair
trade peactices affecting farmers and farm coops. Majority of Wisconsin

delegation voted the other way.



Text of Statement by
Rep. Morris K. Udall
Cleveland City Club
May 28, 1976

I come here to Ohlio to take part in what may be the most
important primary of the year. 1 am here to talk about
what the choice of 1976 means to the average American.
Not to the Nelson Rockefellers who pay no income tax..
Not to the glant o0ll companies which have quadrupled oil
prices in the last three years. Not to the few who can
afford our. system of national health care for the rich.
I do not speak to.any of these.

I am here to speak to the family whose household budget

has been strained to the break point by seven years of
Republican, trickledown economics. I speak to the Ohioan
whose cousin is out of a job, and whose btest friend is
worried about losing his. I speak to the mother who knows
that her children are not seelng a doctor when they should,
and to-the father who knows that he will never be able to
send them to college 1f things go on as they are.

I am here in Ohio to talk about these things because this
is the choice that Ohio makes thilis year -- not in choosing
between Republican and Demccrat -- but in deciding whether
the Democrat who faces Ford or Reagan in November will be
more of a-Choice than an echo. :

For 1 bele‘ve that Jimmy Cartar s economic policies -~ his
lukewarm support for full employment, his refusal to work

for the working man's right to organize, his opposition

last fall to a tax cut for 1976 (even Jerry Ford saw the

light on that one) and his proposals for more business tax
credits, all these promise ~- not change =~- but more of

the same.. And Jimmy Carter's reluctance %o tell us what

he beleélves on issue after 1ssue, after issue, that reluctance
speaks Por 1tse1f .

This “ig the deulsion the people of Onioc will make. It wasn't.
made Ior_them by the 90,000 Democrats who went to the polls
in New Hampshire, or by the 900,000 who went in Michigan. -
Nor has 1t been made by the commentators and the experts.
What is at stake 1s whether we want to make some big changes
that will. improve the lot of the average American, or
"whether we choose to go on in the direction we have been
going. That is the question. It has been getting clearer

and clearer through this primary season, and as it has
gotten clearer -- so has the answer.,

I am here because I belleve that when the people of Ohic -
~get the chance to find out what lies behind the smile, and
the talk of love and %trust, and all the press attention,
they will decide that its no* enough to do the Jjob they

want done.

I think their answer will be clear and resounding. But that's.
their choice, and that's what this campaign is all about.

Now if ever 1s the time to go beycnd vague assurances and
fuzzy answers, and to talk about the real world =~ about
right and wrong - about the tough, hard decisions that will
make the difference betweer better times or worse.

mere



Fleveland ”ity Club
Cont.

The key to a brighter future is Jjobs -- meaningeyl  Jobs,
rebullding our blighted cities; honest jobs, providing
care for the sick and the elderly; Jjobs with a ruture,
restoring our environment and recreating our wealth.

The truth *s that in the last decade, jobs have been steadily
leaving the cities of the north and midwest, moving to the
suburbs, and moving to the right-to-work states of the

south. Since 1963, Cleveland alone has lost nearly 90,000
Jobs. That is nearly four times as many Jjobs as thererare
unenmployed men and women in this city today.

A Job Tor every American is not the impossible dream the
Republicans tell us 1t 1s. They tell us that full employ-
ment 1s impossible, but how can they do otherwlse when
under their leadership., unemployment rates have doubled

and trebled and even quadrupled. When the Republicans

took office in 1969, the unempluyment rate in Ohlo was
3.5%; today it is 9.1%. And in the cities ~- in Cleveland
Dayton, Youngstown, Toledo, Columbus and Cincinnati - in
every one, the rate was less than 3%. Today they range from
7% to more than 10%.

I say that full employment without high inflation is not
a dream. We have done 1t before -- under Truman, Kennedy,
Johnsen -=- and we can do it again. It's a question of
tough cholces... and I chooge to put America back to work.

That is why I was one of the earllest and strongest
supporters ol the Full Employment Act -~ legislation that -
will dramatically change federal economlc policies so

that a. job for everycne, becomes the central, overriding
goal.

It takes a slick politlcian to come out on both sldes of
important issues. And they don't come any slicker than
Jimmy Carter. There is only one cannidate this year who has
been both for and against breaking up the oil companies

B0 that we can resurrect some plain old—fashioned com-
petition. There is only one candidate who stlll isn't sure
what he thinks about whether the private insurance industry
should zontinue to skim the cream off the top of what we
have to pay for medical care. There is only one candidate
who took more than a year to be dragged into reluctant,
half hearted support of the Full Employment Act. There 1is
only one candidate who says in publle that he might use
highway funds for mass transit, and says in private that he
might not.

And affér our terrible experience with Richard Nixon, there
1s only cne candidate who offers us, no%t one, but several
secret plans for golving our nation's problems. For months
Jimmy Carter promised us comprehensive tax reform. Jimmy
Carter said he couldn't reveal his plan until after he was
elected. But Jimmy Cariter offered us a glimpse -~ and it
certainly didn't look reassuring. He said he would repeal
the home’mortgage deduction that makes 1t possible for
middle and low income Americans to own their own homes.

more
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Cont.

Mr. Carter also talks about his plans to lighten the corp-
orate taxation that sounds suspiciously like the plan put
forward by Secretary Simon - the man who told us that the
recession was hurting stockbrokers worse than anybody.

And Jimmy Carter has anocther secret plan -- to abolish

nearly all the agencies of the federal government. He calls

our government a "horrible, bloated, bureaucratic mess".

One might expect from hls rhetoric that the names of

dozens of these horrible, bloated agencles would be trembling

on the tip of his tongue. Governor Carter boasts that he o~
has devoted four full years to planning his Presidential .
campaign down to the smallest political detall. And yet, he

is still unable to name even one of the agencles he thinks
should be terminated.

There is nothing new about attacking the federal bureaucracy.
It's an old political pioy - nearly as old as the government
itself. Once in office, many presidents - mostly Republicans -
have wasted alot of time and effort trying to reorganize

the government. But the truth 1s that when our government
has good leadership, then 1t is a good government. And

when the President drifts, or when his policies serve the
interests of the wealthy and the powerful, then the bureau-
cracy drifts or serves those same interests. And so my

hope 1is that the next Democratic President won't copy the
Republican example and devote himself to straightening out
the lines on an organizational chart, but will spend his
time straightening out people's lives, giving them Jobs,

and health care, and hope ~ for tnemselves and for theilr
children. -

Solving our prcblems snd improving our lives, demands

real leadership. I say, with all the modesty =0 character-
istic of my profess¢on, that I am running for President
because I think I can provide the nind cf determined, far-
sighted leadershjp we need.

Back in 1967, I made one of the momentous decisions of my
political career when I came out against the Vietnam war.
At that time my brother was serving in Lyndon Jchnson's
Cabinet, ‘and there were very few voices raised against

the war back in the Goldwater country I represented. I went
home to Tucson to announce my decision. I said:

"I suspect that silence would be the best personal
politics for me. But waiting for things to happen
is not leadership, and steering a safe political
course 1s not the highest order of public service..."

That is still my guiding principle. I still belleve that the
Jjob of a leader is to tell the truth as he sees it, even if

1t costs him a few votes. To admit mistakes, and to make

the hard choices. To call upon the highest qualities of the
people, not their fears. To look for positive change, not

to avold it. Above all, to seek out the future, not to stumble
over 1it.

This 1s what I have to offer you in my quest for the Presidency.
This 1s what separates me from my opponent. It is on this
basis that I ask for your hand and your help. Thank you.



MORRIS K. UDALL - Member of Congressufrom'Arizona (th District)

Morris Udali ié the‘deceﬁdant.of a distinguished Arizona family.
After graduation.from law‘school, he went into practice with his
brother, Stewart. Iﬁ 1954, Stewart ran fdr.Congress and won. Mo
» had originally'wanted to run for Congress, bﬁt his first wife refused
to go to Washington. | |

At the time, the Udalls' father was on the Arizona Supreme
Courﬁ. The Seniér Udallvhad planned té step down at tﬁé end of his
term so Mo couid run for his ééat. Instead,'the‘elder‘Udall died in

office, and the Governor appoihted the Udalls' uncle, a -Republican,

to the seat.. Since he did not want to run'against-his uncle, Morris
Udall settied down to life as a lawyer. He even wrote a‘book,on the
Arizoha law of evidencé. - In 1961, John Kennedy named Stewart Udall

as Sgcretafy'of the Interior. Mo Udall ran for Stewart's seat an&Qwonr"
Mo Udall came to Congress ready for business, ﬁnfortunately,ihe was
uﬁprepafed to cope with the seniqfity system. In his frUStrafion, he
wrote a long,. rambling letter_to‘Speaker Sam Rayburn about the trouble
with being a Freshméﬁ.

Alfhough he constanfly gets over 80 on the ADA and COPE ratings,
. and gets labor support in eQery election, his legislative record is
limited. |

One of the areas in which Udall made his mark is on Congressional
procedure, perfofmaﬁce and‘éeniority. In 1969, when th McCofmack
retired in disgrace over the Voloshen affair and Carl Albert succeeeded
him; Udall ran foryMajority Leader againét Hale Boggs, who was later
loét.in_a piane.in Alaska, aﬁd lost 95 to 69.

.Uq§ll haé also been one of the leaders in the fight for fedefal

finanCing_éf elections and for stricter reporting standards. He once



- Hugh L. Carey, (4), Governorfof New York

Elected Governor of New York, 1974, term expires Jan. 1979, born
"April 11, 1919, BrOoklyn- St. John s U. J.D. 1951; Catholic

-Career: Army WWII; Family petroleum dlstrlbutlon business, 1947 51
Practicing atty, 1951-61; U.S House of Reps. 1961-75.

Carey was Congressman from the fifteenth district of New York, which
. lies in western Brooklyn “blacks, Irish, Norweglans, and Italians
are all represented in the fifteenth.

He was ass1gned to the Ways and Means Committee in l970 and was
strongly associated with the Social Security Amendments of 1971, HR1.
He proposed, along with Edward Koch of New York, an alternative to
Pres. Nixon's revenue sharing plan; their plan would‘have allocated
‘funds on a "stress" or need basis, and would have required an audit
on the use and implementation of the federal revenues and grants.

He publicly supports national health insurance, and has spoken of

the need to reorlent the emphas1s to preventive and. outpatlent
care.

In 1974 Carey challenged Howard Samuels for the Democratlc nomination
for Governor. . Bankrolled by his brother Ed, polished by David

Garth and a "media blitz", Carey solidly defeated the "machine
candidate" Samuels and wént on to smash Malcolmbwilson, Rockefeller's
Lieutenant Governor for 16 years, by a 58-42 margin. (See attached
article by R. Reeves. NYT Mag. Oct. 26, 1974).

Carey was beset by problems from the start. He has valiantly
kept New York City out of bankruptcy; but in so doing he has tied the
state's future to the city's.

He has damaged his reputation by attempting to replace Maurice Nadjari
in December, 1975, the N.Y.C. anti-corruption special prosecutor.
Nadjari's record was not impressive; however, Attorney General
Lefkowitz would not remove him. . Nadjari responded to Carey's move
-with a blunt assertion that the. Governor was seeking to avoid embarass--
ment - he later accused Carey s handpicked state party chairman,
Patrick Cunnlngham of various charges, 1nclud1ng the selling of
‘judgeships. :

Nonetheless, Carey's record as a vote-getter is remarkable. His

House district had been realigned time and again by the Republican
legislature; he increased his margin every time until a particularly
bitter battle in 1972. Carey was a liberal in Congress from a largely
working-class cistrict; he has been successful because he is honest,
hardworking, and, some say, because "he looks like an Irish cop”.

Two areas of possible trouble, Carey's 1972 campaign, and his 1974
financing, are covered in the ‘attached Reeves article.

Carey4yas-an active supporter of Israel in Congress with good ties to
the New York Jewish community. He is a supporter of the Jackson-

Vanik Amendment to permit free emigration of Jews from Russia to Israel.



ing ambassador, Commerce Secretary-

designate Elliot Richardson, who stayed
only ten months. Whether she does
depends largely on the A.merlcan voters
this November.

~—SANDRA SALMANS with JANE WHITMORE in Washinglon

WATERGATE:
ree Loose Ends

Seventeen mornths after Richard Nix-
on’s resignation, the tangle of legal ac-
tions generated by Watergate is still not
resolved. Last week, Federal courts
handed down three new judgments:

Richard Nixon lost another legal battle :

when a three-judge panel ruled against
his attempt to regain his Presidential
tapes and papers. Although he was grant-
ed virtual control of the documents at the
‘time of his pardon an angry Congress
‘passed a law giving the govemment the
right to screen the materials and decide
what should be made public. Nixon took
his case to court, arguing among other
things that the law violated: his privacy
and the equal-protection clause because

it applied only to him. The judges, -

bowever pointed out that he had left
office under extraordinary circum-
stances.” Congress, they said, had “ade-
quate basis for concluding that Mr.
Nixon might not be a wholly reliable
custodian.” Since the former President
plans an appeal to the Supreme Court,
the documents must remam untouched
in govemment vaults,

Yen H.R. Haldeman, John Ehrlich-
John Mitchell and Robert Mardian
were convicted last year in the Watergate
conspiracy trial, they vowed toappeal the
verdict all the way to the Supreme Court.
Taking the first step in that legal joumey,
their lawyers made their arguments last
- week before the U.S. Court of Appeals in
Washington. John J. Wilson, Haldeman’s
lawyer, contended that “virulent public-
ity” had made a fair trial impossible,
while Ehrlichman’s attorney, William
Frates, stressed the failure to call the then
ailing Nixon to testify. Peter Kreindler,
arguing the govemment’s case, replied
that Nixon’s testimony “couldn’tchange”
the evidence on the White House tapes.

The court is not expected to rule for three

months or more.

Ralph G. Newman—Lincoln scholar,
president of the Chicago library board
and appraiser of historical documents—

was fined $10,000 for his role in illegally

backdating Richard Nixon's gift of per-
sonal papers to the National Archives in
1970..Although he could have been sent
to jail for up to eight years, U.S. District
udge Frank. McGarr said that Newman
d played only a “minor role” in the
fraud that enabled Nixon to claim a
$450,000 tax deduction on the gift. It was
hment en()ugh McGarr ruled, that
) nan should “have o stand before
the court a convicted felon.”

-

January 19,1976

~ himself noted that,

A Puzzle Named Catrey

There were moments in lus annual

state of the state message” last week
when New York’s Democratic Gov. Hugh
Carey might have passed fora fundamen-
talist Republican. He talked about loos-
ening environmental and consumer reg-
ulations and beefing up tax incentives to
promote economic growth—and wamed

that “the government and the people it.

serves cannot afford to solve all the prob-
lems of society.” “Jesus, it sounds like
Jerry Ford,” the governor himself report-
edly remarked atone pointwhile working
on the speech.

But Carey also
Democratic themes,

struck traditional
promising not to

_cibles”

of crisis and hard decision.

The question for Carey’s political fu-
ture is whether his reputation will be
made or melted in New York’s {inancial
crucible. Certainly the fiscal crisis could
not have been better desjgned to show off
Carey’s strong points: a quick mind, com-
puterlike memory and solid experience
with economics on the House Ways and
Means Committee. ““He has great ability
to grasp complex financial issues and
speak persuasively about them,” says
veteran State Controller Arthur Levitt.
And bargaining behind the scenes, Carey
has won high marks as a mediator. “He
doesn’t engage in browbeating or rheto-

‘Cash and Carey’: The governor takes time out for an evening with Anne Ford Uzielli

forget the state’s neediest citizens and

tossing in a few unmistakably liberal

proposals—including a tough gun-
control law and the decriminalization of
marijuana. Said GOP state chairman
Richard Rosenbaum later: “He spoke
some of the speech like a true Republi-
can, some like a true Democrat and some
like someone running for President.”
Hugh Carey is hardly running for
anything but his New York-to-Albany
shuttle flights these days; his major
concem is still keeping New York City,
the state and assorted independent agen-
cies from bankruptcy. “There is no poli-
tics to this, only pain,” he said last week.
But the governor and his advisers realize
that Carey’s performance in the long-run
default melodrama has won him national
attention. And in his message Carey
historically, the

nation’s “leaders emerge from the cru-

ric,” concedes investment banker Ed-
ward Kresky, a GOP appointee to the
Municipal Assistance Corp. that Carey
set up to bail out New York City. Unlike
California’s mantra-minded Gov. Jerry
Brown, another spokesman for govemn-
ment retrenchment at a time of reduced
resources, Carey gets along with working
politicians—when he isn’t twisting their

_ arms for support. “He descended on us

like a plague during the city crisis,”
recalls one Congressional aide, “but no-
body resented it.”

Team: Some of the governor’s biggest
fans, however, wonder whether in his

.second year in office he can move beyond

the role of fiscal fire fighter. “The real test
of Hugh Carey,” says one financial advis-
er, “is whether he is superb in crisis but
bored by daily administration.” Becom-
ing a full-time supermayor for New York
City has had its price. State officials
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blame the governor for taking too long to-
assemble his administration, failing to

delegate authority and losing touch with -

his own legislative leaders. “I had only
two hands all year, and one was holding
[New York Mayor] Abe Beame’s,”
cracked toareporterrecently—buthe has
finally .fleshed out his leadership team
and appointed an operations director

with eleven years of Albany experience. .

Janie Elsenbers

Cunningham: A charge of his own

“There’s just a lot more consulting in
advance,” reports Assembly Majority

o Leader Albert Blumenthal.

Carey’s messiest political problem
now stems from his abortive attempt tore-
place special prosecutor Maurice Nad-
jari, the controversial attommey former
Gov. Nelson Rockefeller named to
investigate corruption in the New York
City .court system. Under pressure to
defend himself and his often question-
able tactics, Nadjari last week filed an

unusual fourteen-page public affidavit

containing more or less unsubstantiated
charges against Patrick J. Cunningham,
Carey’s handpicked Democratic state
chairman. Cunningham is trying to quash
a grand-jury subpoena, and his own law-
yer further muddied the water by charg-
ing that Nadjari had offered leniency for
Cunningham in exchange for “the goods
on the governor.” At the weekend, Carey
agreed to broaden Nadjari’s authority
somewhat-——sos the matter might be

“vigorously and lawfully prosecuted,” he '
- said~and Cunninghath signed up noted

defense attomey Edward Bennett Wil-

liams, whose previous clients include

James Hotfa and John B. Connally.

RYS

Carey -

»
-Can

. Despite such problems, Carey man-
ages to enjoy himself these days. With
fiscal expert Felix Rohatyn, the MAC
board chairman, he hobnobs at Manhat-
tan restaurants like
Carey, awidower, also dates auto heiress
Anne Ford Uzielli—the twosome has

been dubbed “Cash and Carey”—and

croons old Irish ballads late into the
night at the home of former New York
City Mayor Robert F. Wagner. It is
unlikely, he tells friends, that the Demo-
cratic Presidential nomination will come
his way. But-aides admit they are work-
ing to build “the strongest position we
for what is assumed may be a
brokered nominating convention in July.

~ As a moderate, ethnic, Catholic, Demo-

Robert R. McElroy—Newsweek

Nadjari: A questionable affidavit

cratic governor of the nation’s second
largest state, Carey is “clear-eyed about
the long odds of lightning striking,” says
one Albany insider, “but that isn’t to say
he’s not aware of the basiclogic.”

' —DAVID M. ALPERN

FLORIDA:
Operation Conch

Harry Truman made it famous by
vacationing there, and Emest Heming-
way used it as a hideaway for drinking,
writing and fishing the Gulf Stream.
Ever since, thousands of tourists have
made their way over the ribbon of
bridges connecting the Florida mainland
with Key West, lured by the island’s
tropical ambience and good-time reputa-
tion. Lately, however, times in Key West

Elaine’s and 21.°

have been anything but good. An out-
break of New Year's Eve violence
spawned a grand jury investigation into
alleged police brutality. And to make
matters worse, last week the city man-
ager became the third top Key West
official in recent months to be indicted
for corruption or drug dealing.

Despite the continuing drug crack-
down, it was the New Year’s riot—and its
potential damage to the state’s lucrative
winter tourist trade—that worried Flor-
ida officials and prompted The Miami
News to complain of ““the breakdown of
law and order in Key West.”” According to
eyewitnesses, the traditional teen-age
revelers kicked off the action with a
round of rock-and-bottle throwing, while
the cops were allegedly guzzling beer at
an on-duty party of their own in the
town’s fire station. When the street
crowds grew rowdier, the cops charged
out to break it up—with billy clubs,
firehoses and tear gas—arresting. 110
people and sending eight to the hospital
with minor injuries. The police stead-
fastly denied that they had acted under
the inﬂuence.‘ “I had one beer in my
hand,” protested police chief Winston
(]1mmy) James, “but I never had a.
chance to take the top off the bottle.”

Ple: Even as city manager Ronald Stack
was investigating the New Year's Eve:
fracas, Stack and a police detective wers:~
indicted by a grand jury that was looking”
into charges of drug dealing and official
corruption. Narcotics trafficking in the -
Keys is nothing new; it is common lore.
that “cocaine is as easy to get in town as =
piece of Key Lime pie.” But when
Florida state agents began their investi:
gations nearly a year ago, they found .r:
close-knit drug network that operated
with little or . no interference from the
town’s higher-ups. The Florida Depart-
ment of Criminal Law Enforcement
launched *“Operation Conch’-—named
after the sea shell and the slang for native
islanders—as “‘the first step in the whole-
sale cleanup of the city of Key West.”

From the beginning, Operation Conch
was a cautious, dangerous venture, Last
summer one supposed informant, an ex-
junkie, was found dead in a bathtub—
shot twice in the head and injected with
a mixture of Drano and battery acid.
Despite such setbacks, the probe cli-
maxed one moming last fall when flam-
boyant fire chief Joseph (Bum) Farto was
busted in his eagle-emblazoned, custom-
ized lime-green sedan. Nearly twenty
more people were hauled in that day,
including the police chief’s son—who i is

_ also the city attorney—and the ‘town’s

leading bondsman.

This round of arrests and the ea.rller
riot have stirred some Conchs out of their
somnolence, but many locals appear
confident that thev—and the tourist in-
dustry—will survive the latest scandals,
“It may even help,” winked hotel man-
ager David Wolkowsky. “Intrigue, you
know, is what Kev West is all about.”

‘——OENNIS A WILLLAMS wan WILLIAM SCHMIDT
inKey Waat Fla.
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By Richard Reeves

immy’s is a restaurant on West 52d Street
that specializes in lousy food, good drinks
and better conversation, if you like better
%, political conversation. People do say the
damnedest things there. One night—it was March
18, 1973—a bunch of overaged adolescents who
practice or observe the political arts were there
laughing about Nelson Rockefeller’s latest, his at-
tempt to resurrect Robert F. Wagner as Mayor of
New York City. One guy even cracked up everyone
by saying, “‘He's already planned the next election

Richard Reeves has written extensively about
New York politics for newspapers and magazines.
He is currently at work on a book ahout the Presi-
dency of Gerald Ford. )

“And in each corner—Nelson Rockefeller

for Governor—Maicolm - Wilson
Carey.”

One thing has to be remembered about the
recent politics of the Empire State: Neison A.
Rockefeller. Political New York could be viewad
as a circle with Rockefeller at its center. The
web radiating from Rockefeller is tangled, bi-
partisan and sometimes barely visible, but it
is there, woven through the fiber of the state’s
four parties~—~Republican, Demncratic, Liberal and
Conservative—and their public minions. “People
will think someday it was an exaggeration io say
Nelson Rockefeiler owned New York,” said Russell
Hemenway, the national director of the Nativnal

against Hugh

. Comwmittee for an Effective Congress and a very so-

phisticated. practitioner and observer of state poli-
tics. *But he owned the Republican party and he
owned the Deniocratic party, You simply could not

“touch the man in New York.”

The outsiders might not.think it's an exaggera--

- tion. Consider what has happened to the six. most
' dangerous -politicians outside the Rockefeller cirtle

since the death of Robert F. Kennedy in 1968:
Mayor John Lindsay was repilaced by Abe Beame,
a_ regular Democrat elected with undisguised
Rockefeller help; State Senator John Marchi, the
officiat” Republican candidate for Mayor in 1973,
was demolished by the Beame alliance; Senator
Charles: Goodell. the Repubtican-Liberal candidate
for the Sénate in 1970, was jettisoned for an un-
official Rockefeller-James Buckley- ticket in 197()_;
Representative Mario Biaggi, a onetime Rockefeller
aide, had a real shot at the Democratic nomina-
tion for Mayor in 1973, before grand jury testimony
about his personal finances mysteriously began
appearing ‘on the front pages of city newspapers;"
Assembly Speaker Perry Ducyea, a potentially
strong candidate for the .
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‘Republican gubernatorial
nom.nation this year, was in-
dicted for violation of a state
Jaw that had twice beén de-
clared unconstitutional; How-
ard Samuels, an erratic and
wtrusted Democrat - who
med close to the Democrat-
gubematorial nomination,
was wiped out by Carey, who
has been Rockefeller’s favorite
Congressman for 10 years.
So, with. Rockefeller in
Washington nervously await-
ing confirmation as Vice-
President—nervously, tecause
some of the invisible power
lines are coming into focus—
and maneuvering toward his
last shot at the Presidency,
his circle still seems secure at

home. Beame, an insider, is

ensconced in City Hall and the
next Governor will be Mal-
colm Wilson, a Rockefeller in-
vention, or Hugh Carey, a
Rockefeller friend and insider
of good standing.

Not that it makes no dif-
ference whether Wilson, the
Republican - Conservative in-
cumbent,.or Carey, the Dem-
ocrat-Liberal candidate, wins
on Nov. 5. It does make a
difference, but it also means
that Nelson  Rockefeller's
works and reputation will not
be torn apart by an outsider.
And his most magnificent
work is not a building; it’s a
system of radially distributed
power and favors to people
and institutions that some-
times look as if they are fight-
‘~g a lot harder than they are.

:r the years, with Rocke-

«er as the stabilizing, gen-
erous center, they have all
survived in prosperous bal-
ance—Rocky’s trained Repub-
lican leaders and the Demo-
cratic “‘bosses,” the big banks
and the big - unions, people
who seem as far apart as Alex
Rose of the Liberal Party and
James Buckley of the Conser-
vative party.

The center is holding. And
from the center this seems
like a safe election between
Wilson, dull beyond descrip-
tion, the Lamont Cranston of
politics with power to cloud
men’s minds, and Carey, a de-
pendable, lively piece of proof
that only the Irish should be
allowed in politics.

Wilson was elected Lieu-
tenant Governor with Rocke-
feller back in 1958, which
gives him the distinction, in
the words of Albany Mayor
Erastus Coming, “‘of spending
15 years playing second fiddle
in a one-man band.” The

. Rockefeller-Wilson ticket was
. consciously designed as a

moderate-conservative dupli-
cate of the successful Eisen-
hower-Nixon team. Some state

Republicans, however, thought
‘‘reactionary” was a better
description for Wilson, who
in the State Assembly had
eamed a reputation as a su-
perb legislative technician, de-
bater and representative of
Francis Cardinal Spellman.

Wilson, who became Gov-

ernor when Rockefeller re- .

signed last Dec. 15, describes
himself as *“‘a fiscal conserva-
tive and a human-rights
liberal.” He is also boring—
when you ask him what time
it is, he not only tells you
how to build a watch but
also recites the history of
chronology-—and one recent
night in Lake Placid he
greeted a friendly crowd
with: “It's been a very inter-

_ esting day for me. Under the

felicitous - concatenation of
circumstances I've had a day
where Yve seen the micro-
cosm of all New Yotk State—
what makes the state tick.”

My favorite Wilson cam-
paign stop came that same
day at the 41st annual con-
vention of the New York
State Conservation Council—
a euphemism for the state or-
ganization of 250,000 rod and
gun club members—at the
Stevensville Country Club
hotel, 100 miles north of New
York City. The Governor

spent two hours there demon-.

strating why he probably will

not be the Governor after

Jan. 1.

First, he spent 10 minutes
in the hotel lobby chat-
ting and whispering:- — he
whispers a lot — with two
aides. Then it was on to the
Carnival Lounge, and Wilson
began by saying, “I know
most of the people in this

_room”—which was apparently

true, because he introduced
or reminisced about almost
every one of the 150 people
there. He took six minutes
introducing the seven council
officers and legislators sitting
at the head table. He saw
someone from Shirburne and
told about the time *“Janet
Hill Gordon took me up to
see Mr. Gaines and the fac-
tory where he makes ‘Burger
Bits'” Then he talked about
how Mike Petruska had died,
and how, in memory, he had
held up appointing a replace-
ment for Mike on the New
England Interstate Water
Pollution Control Commission
for five months, but.today
he was naming “one of your
own, he's right here, Stan
Spisiak.” Then he began a
roll call of “those who aren’t
with us today” . . . “gone on
to his reward” . . . “left us”
... "called away” ... “on to

another and, we hope, better’

world - than this vale of tears

_in which we live.”

“Malcolm Wilson sure is
close to a lot of dead people,”
said- Jack Kole of The Mil-
waukee Journal, as Wilson

-got down to the business of
. saying he would reduce the

minimum age for {ree senijor-
citizen hunting and fishing
ficenses from 70 to 62, and he
would never make sportsmen
line up to register their rifles’
and shotguns like common
criminals. It was smoky and
surreal in the Jlounge,
things seemed to happen in
slow motion, but finally the
Governor accepted a gold
medal, spoke a couple of
minutes about it and went on
to a press conference under
the heads of the state record
black bear (469 pounds) and
white-tailed deer (248 pounds).

It was not a happy meeting
of candidate and reporters—
Wilson does not enjoy the
game, and he avoided eye
contact with his questioners.
He was testy when pressed
and took up a good part of
the 45 minutes rummaging
through his pockets for three-
by-five file cards noting
things like the fact that the
state’s share of Federal jobs
decreased from 8.1 to 6.6
per cent during the 14 years

‘Hugh Carey has been in

Congress. “it's all right; we
believe you,” said Judith
Michaelson of The New York
Post, as he flipped through
the cards for a number. “No,”
Wilson said, “it's important

that you get it right.”

Carey, as fate would have

it, 'visited the Conservation

Council the next day. For
him, the hunters and fisher-
men were unmoved, a Grant
Wood group picture. The man
from Brooklyn was desperate
to make some connection
with these people—he is es-
sentially a small-time Hubert
Humphrey, very anxious to
please—but he never had a
chance after telling some bad
duck-hunting stories and end-
ing, gamely and lamely, with,
“I'll tell you, nothing com-
pares to being in this state
in the autumn . . . Smokey
the Bear can't do it all him-
self, he needs your help.”

The Democrat was more in
his element, and more him-
self, a few nights earlier at
a party rally in Tonawanda,
near Buffalo. There were only

~a hundred people in Carey

headquarters, a storefront on

South Main Street, but five -

of them were 'The Tamburit-

‘zan Boys—Music for all Oc-

casions' pounding out “Happy

Days Are Here Again” and:

and |

“The Sidewalks of New
York.” With -“Matt Murphy
for Assembly” ballopns danc-
ing over his head, town Demo-
cratic chairman George

.Hanratty exuberantly Kkicked

off the festivities by intro-
ducing  candidate Robert
Abrams as “'the next Attorney
Gentleman of the state of
New York.”

Carey was introduced by
Assemblyman John LaFalce,
a candidate for Congress with
a perpetual Jaycee grin and
a habit of greeting people
with “H-e-¢-e-y!” and leaving
them with *“O-k-a-a-a-y!"” “A
guy named Carey,” LaFalce
began in a hushed tone which
quickly escalated into hys-
teria. “Names. When you read
the history books certain
names make you tingle. Put
chills in your spine. Goose-
pimples. Al Smith. Herbert
Lehman. Franklin Roosevelt.
Bobby Keanedy . .. We have
got it back again! We have
a great man! Hugh Carey!”

“l came in here tonight
wondering whether it was the
appropriate time to endorse
John LaFalce,” Carey began.
“I've decided. I'll endorse him.
I'll endorse his mother. His
uncles. Anyone who has any-
thing to do with John LaFalce,
I'lt endorse.”

The guy's a pro, and he
has a sense of humor. The
rest ‘of the speech was non-
sense, of course, but politi-
cians and political reporters
are among the chosen few
who spend their adult years
going to pep rallies. Later on
in the Tonawanda speech,
Carey showed that he had
mastered a basic Humphrey-
ism—realizing- that you've
gone too far or said the
wrong thing, then tuming a
thought around and loading
it with hyperbole to try to
bury the original sin. This
time Carey began talking
about Ramsey Clark, his
Senate running mate, by say-
ing, “He came to New York
from another state”—oh, oh,
shouldn’t say that'—"He lives
here with his wife and child.
He has a sister in Ambherst.
He's a real New Yorker in
heart and spirit. Remember the
only original New Yorker was
the brother of the king, the
Duke of York.”

Carey should be considered
in detail before Wilson not
only because he’s a more
interesting man, but because
he’s probably going to win,
and his links to Rockefeller
are more complex and more
illustrative—and more - vul-
nerable. He is, after all, the
Democratic candidate and has
finally stopped saying that he

thinks. Rockefeller was “a
good, if not great Governor.”
Now he says, as Frank
Skeffington might have, that
all along hc meant “all human
beings are good.” -

Hugh Leo Carey was a good
Congressman who was also
smart enough to be bored in
Washington—*“It was drudg-
ery, and I wasn't about to sit
there and vegetate for the
rest of my life”’—and he be-
came the ‘independent” can-
didate for Governor in a
rather traditional and fortui-
tous - way: He was rejected
by ‘‘the bosses.” The Demo-
cratic leaders of New York

Wilson was elected
Lieutenant Gover-
nor in 1958, which
gives him the dis-
tinction, one ob-
server says, ‘of
spending 15 years
playing second
fiddle in a one-

man band.’
[ s

City's four largest counties
endorsed the unpredictable
Howard Samuels because they
miscalculated — they thought
Samuels’s visibility (“Howie
the Horse™) as the city’s Offs
Track Betting chief made
him unbeatable in the Demo-
cratic primary.

In many ways, the bosses
are a pathetic bunch who for
15 years have done more fol-
lowing than leading, more
guessing than bossing. The
seemingly Byzantine patterns
of New York politics have
often been nothing more than
their twisting efforts to keep
their small duchies within the
Rockefeller empire while try-
ing to appear to be part of
potential rebellions. Anyway,
Carey did want their shaky
anointment, and before
Samuels got it, the Congress-
man consulted daily with
Brooklyn leader Meade Espo-
sito, Bronx leader Patrick
Cunningham and even with
the old Tammany Hall boss,
Carmine De Sapio, whose"
public bossing.was cut short
by a ‘term in the Federal
penitentiary at Lewisburg,
Pa. (New York reform Demo-
crats, the kind who believed
George McGovern was right
from the start, are institu-
tional outsiders who can be
charmed by a Carey and
ignored by a Rockefeller.)

Not enough people outside

(Continued on Page 116’
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suggesting thiat the modern
drift from ihe country to the
towns—or to the cities of
Western Europe, where a half-
million Turks are now at work
—is having the same cffect

as in many oiher developing

countries of raising expecta-
. tions and hetghtening political
awareness.

So Ecevit. may calculate
that he is riding a rising na-
tional tide which will con-
tinue to favor those principles
of modemization and rcform
that Ataturk inaugurated. But
Turkish emotion over Cyprus
is of a totally different order,
confirming the emergence of
a -specifically Turkish nation-

-and as the possessor of the
largest NATO standing army
after the United States, it also
enhances the Turkish bargain-
ing position both with her al-
lies and the Soviet Union.

This, in turn, suggests a fa-
tal weakness in the latest
United States Congressional
threats to suspend mil-
tary aid to Turkey because
of its use in Cyprus. The last
such threat, over the opium
poppy issue, really had no
perceptible effect except to
inflame Turkish feelings. This
new one may appedse Ameri-
can politicians who see yet
another former client state be-
having in ways they do not

‘Visitors to Ankara or Istanbul

may be impressed by the veneer of.
urban sophistication. But veneer

is all itis. Behind the new cars

and hotels, the chic boutiques and
sidewalk cafes lie a thousand
unpaved alleys and a million homes
without piped water or sanitation.’

alist renaissaice in whicn the
country’s oider, instinctive loy-
alties are sometimes united
with and sometimes opposed
to- Ecevit's own rational for-
‘mulations. Even if Ecevit does
‘secure an undisputed majority
in the new elcctions, he can-
‘not ignore such deep emo-
tions. Nor, pirobably, will he
want to, for in the current
era of détente and superpower
stand-off, nationalism for Tur-
key has growing attractions—

and other countries nearby:

have already shown how it
may be expioited. There is no
doubt, for example, that
-Turkish .actions in Cyprus
have been influenced both by
Israel’s past success in iznor-
ing external pressures in her
dealings with the Arabs and
by the Arab demonstration in
last October’s war of how a

long and fru:strating diplo-

matic deadlock may be hroken
by bold military action ir de-
fiance of the superpowers.

The Greek gesture in leav-

ing NATO in disgust over
~America’'s alleged partiality
for Turkey is also relevant.

By undertining Turkey's supe- -

rior strategic value to the al-
"lance, both as the sovereign
-power of the Black Sea straits
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approve, but it is hardly cal-
culated to change Turkish poi-
icies~~except perhaps in the
direction of greater independ-
ence and closer relations with
Lhe neighboring Arab world,
and possibly with the Soviet
Union. .

A deep suspicion of the So-

wviet Union remains in many

Turkish quarters, from the

"peasantry to the senior ranks

of the armed forces. But there
is also an awareness that the
Soviet Union needs Turkey's
acquiescence, if not her friend-
ship, to maintain passage for
her ships through thz straits
to the Mediferranean—easily
the most important of her sea-
borne outlets. ’

At the same time, the value
to the Western powers of
Turkish bases may be dimin-
ishing. There is.a growing be-
‘lief that permanently sited,
land-based nuclear weapons,
for instance, are a’ military
nonsense as well as a poiitical
liability and in the event of
fuil-scale nuclear war few
strategists would expect to
see the U.S. Sixth Fleet left in
the Mediterranean for longer
than it takes to'steam threugh
the Straits of Gibraltas into

2 iR
Under their own new flag: T

urkish-Cypriote girls in Nicosia.

the open waters of the At-
lantic.

Nor does Turkey’'s role in
NATO seem to have much sig-
nificance for the possible “re-
gional® contlicts of which
Western, and especially Amer-
ican, military planners have
made so much until now.
Cyprus was a regional con-
flict par excellence, but there
was nothing NATO could do
to prevent it. Nor was Turkey
willing to be drawn into sup-
port of America’s role last
year in the equally regional
conflict between Israel and
the Arabs. After these two
experiences, it is far more
likely, if therc: are to be more
regional conflicts of this kind,
that they will be settled by
the regional powers; and it is
significant that Turkey has al-
ready begun to plan ‘a
separate national strike force
outside NATO's framework.

With Arab power waxing
steadily on the prospects of
the Middle Eastern oil indus-
try, the resurgence of Islamic
feeling in Turkey will probab-
ly be maintained. Even bcfore
the Cyprus crisis, there were
clear signs that the new Gov-
ernment was ready to follow
the National Salvation party
"some of the way in this. For
the first time in .modern
Turkish history, it sent a Cab-
inet minister to a summit
meeting of Islamic countries

in Lahore. During the crisis,
this new sympathy was ex-
tended to practical matters,
through. some quick horse-
dealing with Turkey’s Arab
neighbors to ensure continuity
of oil supplies’ in case the
United States tried to cut off
fuel. Iraq, Libya and Saudi
Arabia ali guaranteed oil and
Libya’'s Colonel Qaddafi, en-
thused as ever by what he
took to be an’ Islamic cause,
is believed to have supplied
ammunition and military spare

parts as weli.

In short, a sense of grow-
ing indepeadence has already
taken root in Turkey, and
seems likely to grow. fed by
opportunity as well as nation-
al instinct. At a superficial
level, it may appear to be
nothing mor: than a reflec-
tion of the instability common

. to many ccuntries ‘as' they

haul themselves out.of tradi-
tional povetty toward the
comparative affluence of our
Western world. But in Turkey
it goes deeper, to tap the
roots of people’s whole iden-
tity. “Barbarians” the Turks
know very well they are not
—at least, no more than most
other people. But what "are
they? That's what the Turks
are now trying to discover—
and a disturbing process. it
may well be, to the Western
world as well as to them-
selves, for many years to
come. W
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Bay Ridge and environs reaily.
knew much about Carey. ‘At
least  professionals didn't
know enough—their evalua-
tion of him might have gone
something like this a year
ago: a- smart, lace-curtain
Irishman who was the class
of the New York Congres-
sional delegation, which isn't
saying much; a buddy of
House Ways and Means Chair-
man Wilbur Mills who got
along with. Rockefeller; a Ken-
nedy liberal who had to hide it
sometimes to survive in red-
neck Brooklyn; a quitter who
dropped out of the 1969
.Mayoral race to support
‘Rabert F. Wagner and ended,
‘up losing his own primary
for City Council president,
and something of a dirty
fighter. In sum, he was
categorized as a talented
regular who might end up as
borough president of Brook-

lyn or a senior Congressman.

“Portly” was political report-
ers’ favorite adjective for him
—words like that don't attach
to statesmen or comers.

All of that was true, but
there was obviously much

more. Most important, the
“pros” didn't know that
“Hughie” was very, very

ambitious or that the Careys -

were Kennedy-rich. Carey
politicked his ‘'way onto the
House Ways and Means Com-
mittee, but once he had-been
blocked from the leadership
ladder by the rise of another
Eastern Catholic, Tip O'Neill
of Massachusetts, he realized
there was more to life than
kissing Wilbur Miils’s amend-
ments—he was in a hurry,
and when Rocky stepped-out
of Albany, Carey began look-
ing into it.

Politicians were vaguely
aware that the Careys were
not poor—"They have an oil
business, you know,- delivery
trucks.” It's an oil business,
all right. Edward M. Carey,
‘Hugh's brother, is.the sole
owner of New England Pe-
troleum Corp., one of the
largest private companies in
the world, grossing more than
§800-million a  year — and
that's only one of his 17

companies, -Because” NEPCO

is ‘not publicly owned, rela-
tively  little is  known
about it except for informa-
tion required by Massachu-
setts corporate ' laws
Edward Carey’s testimony
before the Senate Foreign
Relations Committee this year
after State Department ob-
jections to a $40-million. cash
deal between NEPCO and the




" best political

Libyan Government during
the Arab oil embargo. (Edward
Carey --refused to be vit"uel-
viewed about his business oe
his brother. Calls to hi$ New
vork office—he is officially
. resident -of Puerto Rico—
are acceptéd. by a Mr, O'Hara,
who said he had been au-
thorized to say only: ‘We
are. a private company -and.
it is our policy not to grant
interviews.”)

Brother Ed doss own trucks,

- the Burns fleet that fills a lot -

of the fuel oil tanks in New
York, and he owns ships, 30
tankers, NEPCO 'is an inte-
grated oil company control-

ling crude oil from Arabian

wellheads to its own refiner-
jes and on to its own gas
stations, at least 250 in
Canada alone, and to cus-
tomers like Long Island Light-
ing Company, of which it is
the sole oil supplier, and
Consolidated Edison, which
gets 45 per cent of its oil
from NEPCO. Keeping things
in the family, brother Hugh

has been on the NEPCO pay- -

roll for years as a consultant,
and his Brooklyn law firm is
NEPCO's counsel.

Whatever it ail adds up to,
Edward Carey met last spring
with David Garth, perhaps the
media consul-
tant in the country, to talk
about making Hughie Gover-
nor. Garth asked how much
money was available and Ed
Carey answered, according to
a witness: “Whatever it
takes.” '

It took $1,297,500 of Ed's
money—and that figure may
be on the low side. The broth-
ers Carey drove their oil trucks
around, under and through
New York State’s shiny new
“campaign reform” law. Ed
started by lending his broth-
er's campaign $950,000 before
the law took effect on June
1. The money kept flowing
after that until Samuels —
whose biggest blunder was
taking Carey lightly because
he believed the = Brooklyn
Congressman could not raise

- enough money for a major

campaign—-began screaming

that Ed Carey’s post-June 1 .

contributions and loans were
exceeding the law's $105,000
limit on family contributions.
O.K.—Hugh began paying
back his brother with loans
from his brother’s business as-
sociates—$250,000 worth mi-
raculously came in one day.
The new lender-contributors
were such concerned New
Yorkers as Pierre Senecal
($31,500) of Chambly, Que.,
and the Quebec Oil Co., a unit
of the Carey Energy Corp.,
and K. K. Tse ($10,000) of
Hong Kong.

It was a joke, but Samuels

~oil. The same

was never really able 1o make
it an issue, partly because he
had put a lot of his own
money ($261,000) into his

campaign and partly because -

Carey - could talk circles

around him. Samuels tried to’

make it “oil interests” and
Carey said, "Stop picking on

my family.” When Samuels

pointed out that Edward
Carey was trying to build an
oil . pipeline across New York
to carry foreign oil picked up
in Rhode Island, Hugh Carey
answered that was because
“‘my brother so loves the state

of New York that he’s built

the first refinery here in 15
years.” Yeah, like Aristotle
Onassis 50 loves the state of
New Hamsphire—that's what
Samuels should have an-
swered, but he didn’t and,
anyway, polls indicated that
New York Democratic voters
generally believe brothers
should  help each other.
“What's a brother for?" was
an answer regularly received
by- both Samuels and Carey
polisters. Perhaps New York-
ers have been conditioned by
the way the Rockefellers fi-
nanced campaigns for brother
Nelson.

(Did Hugh Carey favor
family oil interests as a Con-
gressman? Hard to say. Until
recent months, the interests
of foreign oil importers and
“good government”
were roughly the same. When

- Representative Carey voted

to end the oil-depietion al-
lowance for domestic produc-
ers, a ‘“good” vote, -he was
also voting to improve the
competitive position of his
brother, a dealer in foreign

“good” air pollution votes—
clean air requires low-sulfur
oil, which means Arab oil,
which is what Ed& Carey
distributes. The one issue the
Congressman may be vul-
nerable on is water pollution
control—he has voted against
controls, which might be
interpreted as voting for oil
slicks, an occupationat hazard
for tanker owners and off-
shore oil well advocates, and
Ed Carey is both. But Hugh
Carey personally opposes off-
shore dritling—advocating it
on . Long Island would be
political death.)

Even with NEPCO employes
now working at his headquar-
ters as “volunteers,” candi-
‘date Carey seems to have
turned his campaign financing
into  a rhetorical asset:
“New Yorkers have seen
enough of the influence of
private money over public
policy — an influence that
forces every major candidate,
including myself, to reach out
to sources of campaign fi-

liberals

is true of

nancing. . . . This wiil be the

last . campaign fought with .

private - campaign funds. New

York will have public financ- -

ing of campaigns.”

But this time, anyway, he
could afford Garth — and
Garth is both expensive and
good. Carey paid him a
$10,000-a-month retainer for
nine months, plus a 15 per
cent agency commission’ ‘on
media buys, which totaled
$687,668 in the -primary. and
will match that in the gen-
eral, plus 17.62 per cent of
production fees, plus two
Garth employes on the Carey
staff at more than £1,000 a
week.

He got his money’s worth.
He even looked better: Garth
persuaded him to lose 30
pounds and a ‘“new” Carey
suddenly-appeared around
town with dyed hair, contact
lenses, a Dunhill’s wardrobe
and no drinking except for a
little wine with meals. He
learned to walk with his chin
up—hide the folds, good for
lighting—and in eight brisk,
newsy commercials, he was
anything but portly. He was
a vigorous 54-year-old man,

an ex-war hero striding along

with his 12 children.

“This vear, before they tell
you what they want todo . ..
make them show you what
they've done,”” was the mes-
sage, and it got across as
Carey outspent Samuels 8-to-1
on lelevision. Maybe it got
across ' too well——you some-
times think Dave Garth could
take. any of us (with a rich
brother) off the streets and
win a Democratic primary,
especially since New York

_television news has down-

played political coverage be-
cause their viewer surveys
tell them people prefer light
news programs with teams
of cute little Dick-and-Jane
reportiers, Newsday on Long
Island quoted a voter, a Re-
publican woman from Elmont
who obviousiy gets her potiti-
cal news from Garth: “Carey’s
on television a lot. He's a
man—-so masculine and sin-
cere. 1 don't know much
about Wilson. I saw Carey
working in his district, help-
ing people. The publicity he
gets is why I guess I like
him.”

When he's winning, as he
has with John Tunney in
California and Dan Walker
in Illinois, Garth plays down
his influence. He emphasizes
that Carey is a good Con-
gressman and a good personal
campaigner and that Samuels
‘blew it. All true, although it's
also true that Carey ran just
as well in parts of the state
he never visited as in the

~parts where he campaigned

heavily. “Television isn't that
important,” Garth said over

and . over again, but then,
finally, he said, “"Remember,
Malcolm. Wilson could  still
win this.” How? "If we're off
the tube another 10 days!’

arey is
quite the " combina-
4 tion of Henry Clay
%! and - Sam Rayburn
that appeared in the commer-
cials, but head and shoulders
above most city Congressman.
He is bright and quick, glib
and scattermouthed—"He’s an
encyclopedia  without an
index,” one friend said—and
he never, never stops talking,
thinking, free-associating, in-
sisting on dominating any con-
versational group that doesn’t
include Wilbur Mills or other
senior Congressmen.
nally figured it out,” said
Clay Felker, the publisher of
New York magazine after a
lunch with Carey. *'He's recit-
ing for the nuns; he has t¢
get it all in before they call
on someone else.”

With Mills and the others

who have outlived Congres-

sional’ anonymity, Carey is
deferential to the edge of
obsequiousness. He's also def-
erential when it counts—he
has voted against every ef-
fort to reform the House of
Representatives by upsetting
its hallowed seniority system.
But- that's the way Congress
works, and Carey was effec-
tive because he played the
game and worked for Hale
Boggs and with worse men
to angle his way from the
Interior Committee up to the
Education and Labor Commit-
tee and finally, in 1971, up to
Ways and Means, the Mills
committee that passes on all

money matters and assigns.

House members to other ccm-
mittees.

Congressmep who have
worked with Carey describe
him as ‘‘well informed, a guy
who knew what was going
on” or “influential.” There is
a world of difference in those

terms—friends use the latter, .

but both friends and enemies

agreed that Carey was the .

fourth or fifth most effective
member of Education and
Labor, where he spent most
of his Washington time. He
was a principal author of the
Elementary and - Secondary
School Act of 1965 -and
chaired the Subcommittee on
Education for the Handi-
capped, which he practically
created and which was re-
sponsible for a dozen laws
making it possible, for in-
stance, for deaf people to get
the education and training to
become working, productive
citizens.

All of that was proclaimed

good, "not

“I fi-

by the Garth commercials.
They also announced that
Carey *“got” the Brooklyn
Navy Yard reopened as an
industrial .park—he didn't do
that, but. he was one of the
key New York figures fight- '
ing for the yard as far back
as 1964. That was when he
and Rockefeller began a rela-
tionship . that sometimes in-
cluded daily phone calls and .
meetings, -especially when
they worked effectively as a
team to push for Federal
Revenue Sharing with states
and localities, It became law
in 1972. (Rockefeller has said
from the beginning that the
original revenue-sharing idea
came from Malcolm Wilson.)

The Rockefeller-Carey rela-
tionship was rarely publicized
but was well known in their
offices, and staff people on

both  sides cheracterized
Carey as an important, if
secret, advisor who would

tailk by telephone with Rocke-
feller or Rocky's political
agent, James Cannon, on an
almost daily basis over long
periods of time. “It was a
rather useful relationship on
both sides,” Carey says now.
“]1 had a sense of the Con-
gress and they had something
1 wanted: access to the White
House. And, up until the end
of 1972, Rockefeller wanted
people to look upon him as
much as a Roosevelt as a
Rockefeller.”

Except for their occasional
mutual admiration, only one
instance of Rockefeller help
for Carey has ever been overt
enough to be obvious. And
that incident, shrouded to the
point that it may be shady,
was supposed to be covert.

In the 1972 election, Carey
was in trouble in his own dis-
trict against John Gangemi,
who had - the Republican
nomination for Congress and
whose name was already
printed on Conservative party
nominating petitions. But Gan-
gemi never got the Conserva-
tive nomination — somebody
named Jones was put on the
ballot at the last minute, and
Carey was re-elected with 52
per cent of the vote.

What happened? William
Wells, then the Brooklyn Con-
servative leader, says his party
got “certain promises” from
Rockefeller’'s man Cannon,
and from Carey. George Clark,.
then the local Republican
leader and now -the county
chairman. was publicly back-
ing Gangemi. But he says he
agreed to set up a meeting be-
tween Carey and Wells, at

. Carey’s request, and: “They

met in my real-estate office
and 1 was there. Carey told
Wells that he wanted him to
pull the Conservative backing
of Gangemi . . . ‘We can’t
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do that. We can’t back a lib-
eral so-and-so like you,” Wells
.said. Carey said he didn’t

want support, just another
candidate to cut Gangemi's
vote. ‘Let’s talk absolute spe-
cifics,” Carey said, and [ knew
they were going to talk money
and 1 didn't want to be there.
Carey came out smiling later
and said Wells was ‘reason-
able.’ . . . Wells told me later
that Carey gave him $10,000.”
Wells, who is. supporting
~Carey -this year, says that
Clark, who is close to Wilson,
is lying. “I didn't get a dime,”
he said. “Rockefeller and
Carey got what they wanted
and I just don't want to
say anymore.” Carey says
that it's true that Rockefeller
helped him through Cannon
and that Wells did ask him for
money or for legal advertising
for small newspapers Wells
owned. “I gave him nothing,”
Carey said, ‘I don’t handle
money in my campaigns.”
Stories and denials like that
are the plasma of Brooklyn
politics, and Hugh Carey has
been in Brooklyn a long time.
Phil Tracy, a Viliage Voice
political writer who once
worked for Carey. describes
his ex-boss as: “A mean bas-

tard who plays politics as dirty .

as anyone I've ever met in
the profession, but don’t deny
Carey his streak of idealism.
It’s there and he honestly
believes it.” Carey charges in
1969 about New York Fire De-
partment inefficiency
charges that the Congressman
knew were untrue — partic-
ularly got to Tracy. According
to Tracy, Carey told him:
*“What harm did it do? Who
knows? Maybe the city really
is burning up. Lindsay would
never teii us. In the mean-
time, we get some publicity,
and that's what counts in this
game.”

What counts most to Hugh
Carey, 1 think, is the game it-
self. He loves running for Gov-
ernor, but gives absolutely no
indication of having thought
much about being Governor.
The Carey primary campaign
against Samuels, in which
Carey rolled up 61 per cent of
the vote, consisted of little
more than the quick candi-
date, the rich brother, the sage
Wagner and the talented
Garth. While Samuels ground
out reams of detailed position
papers and deployed hundreds
of field workers, Carey went
on television proclaiming “in-
dependence . . . independence

. independence.”

“I'll admit that I don’t have
an intimate knowledge of state
government,” Carey said. I
think I have a better grasp of
how it should run, then of how
it does run.”

It is very possible that atter
Carey finds out how boringly
it does run, he'll just keep
campaigning. There is very
little excitement in wrestling
with a state budget that is
about 95 per cent precommit-
ted to commuaity aid, debt
service, salaries and pipeline
projects. .

Will he move into the na-
tional game, as candidate in
1976 or power broker? “I'm
going to have a voice in 1976,"
he answered. “But mainly I'm
going to work, to lead and stay
close to my family. I'm not a
Kennedy. I'm a guy who
worked his way from the
freshman team to the junior
varsity to the scrubs. This is
my big play.”

Maybe. But what happens
when Carey reads that he
might be the stuff of the '76
All American team? There are
two ways he -could actually
become “independent.” He
could go national, leaving New
York power within the circle
that has hardened during the
Rockefeller years. Or, he could
plug away at home, an ingrate
insider remembering - some-
thing that Fiorello LaGuardia
once said: "“The best guar-
antee of independence is
monumental ingratitude.”

n paper at least,
;34 there are great simi-
larities in the lives

g” of Hugh Carey and
Malcolm Wilson. Both are the
products of middle-class Irish
homes a few miles from Man-
hattan in the World War |
era; both were educated only
in Roman Catholic schools.
Carey is from St. John's Uni-
versity and - St. John's Law
and Wilson is from Fordham
and Fordham Law. (Both,
incidentally, have spent a lot
of their time amending bills
to channel Government money
to nonpublic schools.) Carey's
father was in the coal and oil
business in Brooklyn, and his
mother was once Nellie Bly's
secretary. Wilson's father was
a patent attorney in Yonkers,

and his mother was something -

of a power in local politics:
She got her son his first As-
sembly -nomination when he
was just 24, Carey was a
major in the infantry in
Europe during World War 1L
Navy Lieutenant Wilson com-
manded a gun crew during the
Normandy invasion.

The  difference, according
to men who know both of
them, may be greater than
the similarity. Both are seri-
ous Roman Catholics, but
Carey is an anticlerical Irish
Catholic. The Democrat, some-
thing of a Kennedy worship-
per, has also had his share of
tragedy—two of his 14 chil-
dren, his oldest sons, were

killed in an automobile acci-
dent in 1969, and his wife,
Helen, died of cancer earlier
this year at the age of 49.

Wilson, who is half Irish,
has boasted that he has never
tasted whisky, wine or beer.
Maybe he grew up too fast.
He was a prodigy, graduating
from college at 19 and going
to Albany at' 24. His religion
and his politics have always
been mixed—at least in ‘the
eyes of beholders—and in
1948 he was pushing legisla-
tion to ban ‘‘obscene movie
advertising.” Although he tells
it differently now, he was
often ignored, even forgotten,
during his years as Lieutenant
Governor, and Rockefeller af-
fectionately called him “my
hack.” After Rockefeller pre-
pared his first. inaugural
speech in 1959, someone re-
membered that no ome had
consulted Wilson. He was
shown the speech just before
Rockefeller gave it and pan-
icked the second floor of the
State Capitol by intoning:
“The Governor cannot give
this speech.” What? “There is
no mention of the Deity in
this speech.”

An “under God” was writ-
ten in, and Wilson pronounced
himself satisfied.

A couple of weeks ago when
executives at WINS radio in
New York City asked him
about the major problems
facing the community,
listed inflation, jobs and crime,
then added: ""A society that
condones anything will soon
believe in  nothing. I'm
talking about dirty pictures
... I really get uptight . . .
pornography . . . Forcing a
school or a Boy Scout camp
to hire sex deviates. I'm
against that.”

f he was invisible as Lieu-

tenant Governor, he
seemed visibly indecisive
after Rockefetler re-
signed last Dec. 15. His

stewardship and ‘election pros-
pects got stuck almost im-
mediately in the long gaso-
line station lines.that clogged
the grand roads Rockefeller
had built all over the state.
One of the reasons for the
lines, a reason that never be-
came public, was that Wilson
did not understand that he
had control over releasing
and . distributing millions of
gallons of emergency state
allocations held at refineries,
awaiting - his order. It waited
20 days until Federal officials
asked him why he was letting
the gas sit there.

What was public was that
the new Governor wasn't do-
ing anything, in fact had no
intention . of doing anything,
even. anything symbolic. Pres-
sure mounted-on him to in-
stitute mandatory odd-even

he’

days for gasoline sales, espe-
cially after Governor Brendan
Byme instituted that system
in New Jersey and it seemed
to make life a littie easier
for drivers. Wilson’s response:
“l have a visceral reaction
against Government directing
people what to do.”

Finally, The New York
Daily News, the state's largest
newspaper, . published short
profiles of Byrne and Wilson
on the same page under the
headlines: BITE THE BULLET
BYRNE; WAIT AND SEE
WILSON.

Wilson is a modest man,
loyal and thoughtful to friends,

but he is no campaigner. On’

the surface, his effort looks
something like a Rockefeller
campaign with familiar faces
like state campaign director
R. Burdeil Bixby and press
secretary Harry O’Donnell —
capable men who began their
careers. with Thomas E.
Dewey — and city campaign
director Fiorvante Perrotta,
who handled the five boroughs
for both Rockefeller and
Richard Nixon. But the dif-
ference is that there is no
super-metabolic  campaigner
out front — *“Let’s cut this
short, I want a nap,” Wilson
whispered to O’Donnell one
11 AM.—and Wilson makes
the decisions in the back
room as well. There is also
no $7.2-million, the amount
Rockefeller reported spending
on his 1970 campaign, and
many people believe the re-

port fell about $5-million short-

of what was actually spent.
The former Governor has,
however, contributed the legal
individual limit of $46,000 to
his successor’s campaign.

The fact is that despite his
35 years in public life, Wilson
has no real public record since
1958 and has studiously
avoided discussing the Rocke-
feller record, good and bad.
“The people,” he saidr in an-
nouncing his candidacy, “are
looking for experience, calm-
ness and a lack of confronta-
tion.”

Perhaps  they ‘are, but
Wilson seems viscerally in-
capable of confronting the
fact that he is running for
his political life. - Only his
television commercials seem
calculated to win votes and
influence people and, perhaps
because of the public barren-
ness of his recent years and
the indecisiveness of his 10
months as Governor, those
commercials seem shabbily de-
ceptive. Wilson is not a bad
television performer, coming
across as low-key but sincere
as he takes credit for ‘‘cutting
your taxes by $138-million”
in his first year as Governor,
taking credit for tougher rape

laws and for reinstating the

death penalty for certain
crimes.
Well, he didn't- cut my

taxes. Of that $138-million,
$85-million is a one-year ex-
tension of the already-sus-
pended state income tax .
surcharge and the rest was
tax cuts for business. He did.
sign the rape and capital-
punishment bills, but he also

refused to discuss ‘them while .-

they were being debated in
the Legislature——ha just waited -
and saw.

ilson is a very
conservative
man, - and his

whi Yaf conservatism
goes much deeper than his ~
teetotaling and the narrow,
20-year-old ties he wears with.
puritan determination. Before
World War I, he was the
favored speaker at Young
Republican conventions that
passed resolutions saying
things like: "“We shall fight
with every means at our dis-
posal the efforts of foreign
agents to destroy our Ameri-
can way of life. .. but.we are
aware that the greatest threat
to our liberties comes not from
without but from the New
Deal trend toward dictator-
ship.”

Two years ago Wilson told
me: “This is a conservative’
state. New York is a conserva-
tive city, except for some parts
of Manhattan, that is . . . Peo-
ple have been going along
with programs they didn't
really like for a long time.
They were only talking their

2%

-true feelings..in the golf club

locker rooms, or on the street
~~ wheraver they talk. The
conservative feeling broke into
the open about June of 1970
— you could almost feel it —
people could see what was
happening in-their own lives
. . . Public housing was sup-
Pposed to be ‘pass-through’-
housing — a place for the
deserving poor until they
earned enough to afford scme
place else—but exemptions
atter exemptions were put in
untii working people coula
come. and see the new  cars
around public housing proj-
ects. 1 think we need public
housing, but for the deserving
poor.”

In 1974, of course, the de-
serving ‘poor and a lot of the
working class in New York
are-on unemployment insur-
ance. Even though Wilson did
raise those benefits this vear,
unemployment, inflation and °
Watergate make it just about
the worst time for a Repubii-
can like Wilson to face the
electorate. Each day, Carey
and his Democratic running
mates pound away at the fact
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nn Rockefelier {aiove right) 1s a
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. somelimes look as +f they aie pighting a ot harder than they

“that
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Robert Wuagne: emi Hugh Carey,

that 250,000 manufacturing
jobs in New York have disap-
peared during the Rockefeller
years. Wilson can only coun-
ter: Yes, but those jobs were
all lost in New York City
and crime is the reason—he
tavors phrases like “‘urban
jungle.”

But Carey isn't the easiest
guy to run a law-and-order
campaign against because, in
the words of Frank Russo, a
Democratic leader on the
Lower East Side. of Manhat-
tan, “my people will never
believe Carey is soft for a very
simple reason: He locks like
an Irish cop.” In fact, Wilson
never believed he would have
to run against Carey — like al-
most everyone else he thought
he would be facing Howard

Samuels, and had planned a

- campaign labeling him soft,

permissive and a bit radical.

“We figured Malcolm had
3.2 million votes in his pocket
and just had to add 400,000 to
win,” said a Rockefeller aide.
“God, it looks like he can't
even get the 400,000.”" The de-

pression and panic of Repub-.

licans, particularly upstate

- Republicans, is reflected in an

editorial in .a Massena news-
paper that Carey carries in his
wallet -— the newspaper
warns that unless Wilson wins,
Democrats will shift $2-billion
of state money from upstate
to New York City and that in
St. Lawrence County “not a
highway will be repaired,

. snow-plowing will be suspend-

ed.” .

With visions of Massena
abandoned under three feet of
snow, the faithful follow their
Malcolm. It may turn out like
a scene at the state AF.L.-
C.1.O. convention in Kiamesha
Lake: 50 leaders of construc-
tion unions, which support
Wilson, closed ranks behind
their candidate to escort him
to the podium, then marched
through the corridors of the
Concord Hotel as Wilson con-
fidently led the front ranks
into a Men’s Room.

For the Democrats, there
are euphoric visions of state
jobs and judgeships. At a party
rally in Buffalo, Carey’s run-
ning mate for Lieutenant
Governor, State Senator Mary
Anne Krupsak, straightened
200 spines with one oblique

reference to what politics is
often about: “I'm thrilled
when [ look out and see the
talent in this room.”

Miss Krupsak, the first
woman to run for statewide
office since a female Secre-
tary of State went to jail for
misuse of public funds 40
years ago, is one of the stars
of the interesting casts sup-
porting Carey and Wilson. A
serious, all-work-and-no-play
liberal from the Schenectady
area, she knocked off two
male opponents in the Demo-

_cratic primary and is getting

inordinate media attention for
a candidate for an office with
few duties and less power.
Wilson's Wilson is Ralph
Caso, the county executive of
Nassau County. who is noted

for total loyalty to the power-
ful Nassau Republican organ-
ization and for wearing white,
patent-leather boots. (Lieu-
tenant Governors, like Vice-
Presidents, cannot be voted.
for separately in New York,
and their primary function is
to succeed the Governor in
case of resignation, disability
or death.)

ieutenant Governors,
and even U.S. Sena-
tors, have very little
to do with power in
New York. The two centers of
political power in the state
are the corner offices on the
second floor of the State Capi-
tol in Albany and the ground
floor of City Hall in New York
— the Governor and the
Mayor.

Nelson Rockefeller made his
first attempt to bond the two
offices inside his circle in 1965
when he put up $500,000 of
his own money to start the
campaign of a young Repub-
lican Congressman for Mayor.
The Congressman, of course,
was named John Lindsay, and
he was so monumentaily un-
grateful as to deny that he
ever got the money from Rock-
efeller~~so the Governor lost
half-a-million dollars and eight
feuding years.

By 1973, Rockefeller = was
ready to try again, and by
then, he had solidified his ties
to regular Democratic leaders
like Meade Esposito of Brook-
lyn and Patrick Cunningham
of the Bronx the ‘“‘boss” clos-
est to Carey. Esposito, partic-
ularly, was proud of his re-
lationship with Rockefeller,
bragging about judgeships,
clerkships and a Picasso etch-
ing the Governor had given
him - while Brooklyn Demo-
crats were providing critical
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votes in the Legislature for
the Governor's bills. !
Suddenly, while Esposito
was talking about a “one-shot
Mayor,” Rockefeller proposed
the same thing under a dif-
ferent name: a “fusion Mayor.”
. Esposito’s choice for a one-
‘term Mayor was Abe Beame
— the Brooklyn leader has
‘always had personal prob-
lems with Hugh Carey, who
was the Governor's first
choice for a save-the-city

Mayor. Rockefeller, who real-

ized a fusion Mayor would
have to be a Democrat, let
it be known that two other
.Democrats were acceptable to
-him—Beame and former May-
‘or Robert F. Wagner, who be-
‘came a Rockefeller consultant
on governmental relations.
. “Saving the city” (and get
ting rid of Lindsay) was very
much the mood of insiders in
that spring of 1973. Leaders
of the new Association for a
Better New York, basically a
coalition of the city’s biggest
landlords, were calling for a
“four-year Mayor’ to clean
up crime and protect their in-
vestments—as business moved
out of the city, the vacancy
rate kept climbing in the
city’s commercial towers, in-
cluding Rockefeller Center. In
- fact, the president of Rocke-
feller Center, Alton Marshall,
former secretary to Govemor
Rockefeller, was a leading
voice in A.B.N.Y. along with
former Mayor Wagner and
Howard Rubenstein, a public-
relations man who became
the de facto manager of the
~Beame Mayoral campaign.
Although events—including
pressure on Jobn Marchi not
to run and the discrediting of
Mario Biaggi—seemed to be
leading inevitably to a Beame
victory in November of 1973,
Rockefelier made one more
startling move: He proposed
Bob Wagner, his onetime
Democratic foe, for the Re-
publican nomination for May-
or. If he had pulled that one
off—Wagner backed out when
conservative Republicans like
George Clark rebeiled — the
Governor would have had the

pleasure of 'sitting back and .

watching two friendly insiders
contest for Mayoral power:
Wagner vs. Beame.

It didn’t happen, of course.
‘Marchi, with the support of
Clark and the Conservative
party, won the Republican
nomination without opposi-
tion. But without Rockefeller's
support, Marchi was broke
and hopeless—"I got nothing,
absolutely nothing from the
party,” Marchi said. “It was
very lonely.” Beame was elect-
ed and he and Rockefelter im-
mediately and publicly - pro-
‘claimed an era of good feeling
between Albany and City Hall.

The emergence of Al Mar-
shall, whom many people think
is Rockefeller's most capable
lieutenant, as a factor in city
politics seemed to be a signal
of just how concermed the
Rockefellers were about the
future of Manhattan Island—
and their substantial .invest-
ments from Heil Gate to the
Battery. Marshail, with $306,-
867, was the second biggest

- receiver on the Nelson Rocke-

feller gift list released by the
Senate Rules Committee. Wil-
liam Ronan, chairman of The
Port Authority of New York

‘and New Jersey, who topped

the list at' $625,000, is also
directly involved in Manhat-
tan development as landlord
of the new World Trade Cen-
ter, which happily dovetaited
with David Rockefeller’s mas-
ter plan for the development
of Lower Manhattan.

There is more to the gifts
than meets the eye — money
may not buy happiness, but it
can buy silence. One reason
Nelson Rockefeller’s pubiic
reputation was so pretty was
that no one who has ever
served him has ever turned
and attacked him or even pro-
vided unfattering anecdotes
to nosy reporters. It would
have been nice if someone had
walked up to me in 1970 and
said, “Hey, you know that
book about Arthur Goldberg
— the one that takes him
apart? Why don’t you check
and see who paid for it?”
Things like that happen in al-
most all other campaigns, but
not when Laurance Rockefel-
ler is paying for an unflatter-
ing biography of brother Nel-
son's opponent.

The power of the nioney
can be irresistible—in Charles
Goodell’s case, for - instance,
Rockefeller was able to cut
off Republican contributors
during the 1970 campaign,
and soon enough Goodell was
out of ‘the Senate and out of
the way. And, .after James
Buckley had won, Rockefeller
arranged the paying off of

hundreds of thousands of dol-
lars of Goodell campaign
debts.

Whether or not there really
are conspiracies behind my
theories, Wilson  vs. Carey
(with Wagner in the back-
ground) is the succession race
that realizes Rockefeller’s best
fantasies. Duryea vs. Samuels,
for instance, would have been
a disaster for Nelson A. And
the fact is that in New York,
Rockefeller fantasies have a
way of becoming reality for
the rest of us.

“Hugh Carey w.as Nelson

Rockefeller’'s man in Wash-
ington,” said Russell Hemen.
way. Would he be a Rocke-
feller man in Albany? The
answer is no, but . . . he
would be a man the Rocke-
fellers are comfortable with.
It is not every Democrat who
can go through a campaign
for Governor without saying
more than 10 bad words
about a Republican who had
just totally dominated a state
for 15 years. The 10 bad
words Carey occasionally
uses, by the way, are: “Rocke-
feller spent our money as if
we had his money.”

Instead, Carey happily
beats the drums of change,
singing slogans: “The process
of Government has been run
behind closed doors; the
people have been shut out,

.and behind those closed doors

the forces of private wealth
and political power have spun
a web of privilege and are
immune from accountability
or challenge . . . I want the
word to be heard. loud and

clear . . . New York's Govern-

ment is not for sale.”

New York’s Government, it
seems to me, hasn't been for
sale for 16 years-—it's been
owned by Nelson Aldrich
Rockefelier. And Hugh Carey
was well within the web of
privilege and influence. It all
reminds me of a slogan I
once heard: “This year, before

they tell you what they want

to do . . . make them show

you what -they've done.” &8

flfhe tricycle grows

P
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cheap transportation. But
they’re scared of learning how
to ride the standard bike. Or
maybe they know how to ride,
but their balance is not as
good as it use to be. The .tri-
cycle is the answer.”
Although all trike manufac-
turers offer special features,
the standard three-wheeler
has 20-inch wheels and a
seat which can be adjusted
so. the rider’'s legs will rest
comfortably on the ground
when he pauses to chat with
a neighbor. A basket between
the rear wheels is big enough
to hold a couple of large
grocery bags or a case of
beer. Unlike the child’s trike,

which is pedalled by the front.

wheel, the adult tricycle oper-
ates more or less the same
as the standard bicycle, its
pedals connected to one of
the rear wheels by a chain.
Two-wheel-drive trikes are
available, but they require a
more elaborate mechanism.
and most manufacturers feel
the extra expense isn't worth
it. Trike models are either
standard, three speed or
tliree speed with coastar
brake (which is considered
more reliable than a hand
brake, especially in wet
weather). Most trikes can be
taken apart easily and packed
in a car trunk. This makes
them popular with people who
live much of the time in
mobile homes or campers at-
tached to their cars or trucks
and who need handy trans-
portation for errands to-the

shopping center and post of-~

fice. Trike prices range from
3125 to $175.

The trike boom is part of
the current bicycle boom. To-
day three times as many bikes
are in use as there were 15
years ago; bike sales have
more than doubled since 1970.
Starting in 1972, Americans
have been buying more by-
cycles than automobiles each
year—if projections for 1974
hold up, 45 million bikes will
have been sold in the three-

year period. By comparison,
the 150,000 trike sales pre-
dicted for this year are small
potatoes, but everybody in the
industry assumes the boom is
just beginning. )

Adult tricycles were in use
in both England and America
in the 19th century. Today in
the United States the greatesd
interest in them has been
manifested in senior-citizen
communities in Florida, An-
zona and California. Now the
boom is beginning in the
North. Stuyvesant, a major
New York City bicycle dis-
tributor, has sold 300 trikes
so far this year. “I just had a
retired doctor come in and buy
a three-wheeler,” a Stuyve-
sant official reported. “'He told
me, ‘I need the exercise, and 1
don’t have the balance any-
more."! We've shipped a lot out
to Fire Island, which is great
for them because it’s flat.”

Old people aren’t the only
buyers of trikes. In New York
City, a 33-year-old mother of
four children explained her
purchase of a trike recently.
“I'm a separated parent,” she
said. I have two boys, 8 and
10, and 4-year-old twins. My
boys like to ride in Central
Park, but I never like to have
them out there unless I'm
with them. What do I do with
the twins? I went to five bike
shops and finally was able to
get one to fix me up with a

-special three-wheeler It has

little seats- on either side of.
the big one. I can strap the
twins in on each side of me
where I can see them, and off
we go. I can take the twins
with me when I shop, and T
use it to drop them at the
day-care center, but mostly

we use it for fun. We'll all ~
- bike'down to the Natural His-

tory Museum-—they let me
bring it inside there—and in
the summer the whole family
bikes pretty nearly every day

in the park. I love my trike. .

It’'s absolutely safe. The .onily
problem I have with it is get-
ting it into the kouse—it




MORRIS K. UDALL .- Member ovaongress from Arizona (2nd District)

Morris Udall is the decendant of a distinguished Arizona family.
After graduation from law school, he went into §ractice with his
brother, Stewart. 1In 1954, Stewart ran for Congress and won. Mo

had originally wanted to run for Congress, but his first wife refused

to go to Washington.

At the time, the Udalls' father was on'the Arizona Supreme.

Court. The senior Udall had planned to step down at the end of his

“term so Mo cogld run for his seat. Instead, the elder Udall died in

office;'and'the Governor appointed the Udalls' uncle, a- Republican,

to the seat. Since .he did not want to run against his,uncle, Morris

‘Udall settled down to life aS'a‘laWyer.' He even wrote a book on the.

Arizona'law of evidencé. In 1961, John Kennedy naped Stewart Udall

aé Seqretary of.the’Interior. Mo Udall ran for Stewaft;s seat and won.
Mo Udall~caﬁe to Congress ready for business. _Uhfortunately, he wés
uﬁprepared to.Eope with'the.geniority system. In his frustratioﬁ, he
wrote a long, rambling letter to Speakér.Sam Rayburn about the trouble
‘with being a.Freshman.

Aifhough he constantl& gets over 80_on the ADA and COPE ratings,
and gets labor support in every election, his legislative,fecord is
limited. - | '

One of the areas in which'Udall;madé his mark.isbon Congressional

procedure, performance and seniority. 1In 1969, when Joh McCormack

"retifed in diégrace“ovef the Voloshen affair and Carl Albert succeeeded

“him, Udall ran for Majority Leader against Hale Boggs, who was later

lost . in a plane in Alaska, and lost 95 to 69.
o Udall has also been one of the leaders in the fight for federal

financing'bf electibns and for stricter reporting standards. He once
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maqe an extremely'sercastie speech on the ways a Member of Congress
could lie onvthe disclosure'of‘aSSets statement under the 1925

_ feporting.act;_ He.also wrote aistrong artiele in Plazboziin favor
of public financing ofleieCtions. |

Udall found nimself in a oomplex situation in the case of the
late Representative»Adem-Calyton Poﬁell of New York, after it was

~discovered ;hat Powell had kept nis wife Yvette on the payroll whiie
she had been spending mOst-of_tne'time in‘Puerto Rico. Somehow, this
issue caught‘fire-in_Udaliis home_distrieﬁ, and he was bombarded with
mail against Powell. He also get plenty:of,mail from other Members'
constituents, too.

.Udail put himself smack in the middle of she two CongressiOnal
factions in the Powell case. One side wanted tofstrip Powell of his
seat‘(wsYne'Hays was a prominent member of ;his‘faetion)) while the
other wanted—tobdoriittle. Udall suggested a compromise: thao
POwell would be stripped ofvhis Chairmanship of the Education and
Labor Commit;ee, but.keep his seat in Congress until an investigation
coul be made. Powell nas kicked out of Congress (she'Supreme Court
later said thaf_this-action was wrong'beyond the powers of fhe House
under‘the rules in effect at that time) but he was unable to see Udall
as anything but an enemy. From then on, Ponell called Udali that

'Racist Mormon". Udall is one of the members of the Post Office and
Civil Service Committee, was one of the‘ramrods'for the changing
of the PoSf'Office.from a public agency to a quasi—publiC-corporation.
He blames the faiiure on the two underwriters of Postal Service.bonds,'
Dillon and Reed and Kidoef,.Peabody end Co., end the bound counsel
“(which brougnt the underwriters in), Mudge, Rose, Guthrie. and Alexander-

N : v : '

Mitchell:and Nixon's old law firm. Bonds in the amount of §250 million

were iSSued,‘and Mudge, Rose collected . commissions on the sale.
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yUdall concentrates much of his efforts‘on the environment. He
was respohsible for the péééége of the,fedefal pay raise bill, a very
sensitive measure, since it involved a pay raise for COngressmen.
He has also been one of the 1eadersbin legislation to curb indis-
criminate use of ﬁhe Congressionéi frank, and has crusaded for limiting
the ability of the Executive Office to éréate new government agencies.

Udall's Presidential bid came from several sources. Not since the
election.of Jémes Carfield in 1880 has a Member of Congress been
diréctly elected to the Présidency. Congressmen resent .the attention
givéh'to'Senators, and this seemed like a good_opportunity_to make some
Senators, at least, eat some crdw.

Congfesémeq-David Obey and Henry Reuss of WiScdnsin,'who had been
set to'support Walter Mondale for Presidént_weﬁt to Udali, who they
ééqsidered a better (and obviously wittief)'spedker. After putting
outvsome feelers, Udall got 29 commitments of support from his col-

- leagues and announced.

‘It ma& be_said.that'Udall is pqpular‘in the House. His dry wit
amusés almost everyone. But his réther self—depreéafing humor is
a maks'for ambition, not a coverup for feelings of inferiority. Many
.‘Répresenﬁatives also know‘;his, and therefére; Udall was. not able
to:get.iuch more‘suppoft from Members outside of the original.core of
295

. Through the years, Udail has helped literally hundreds of new
Mémbers to iearn the ways of'Cohgress. He'was.the first.sponsor of

seminars for new Members. His book, The Job of the'Congressman, is

both bible and roadmap for new Representatives. Many Representatives

who should have been in Udall's debt did not support his candidacy.
F . . : ’ .

Udall 1is viéwed favorably by the American Jewish community. They
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acknowledge‘his lack of expefience in fpreign affairs, but say his
votes have been supportiVe of Israel. He recenfly visited Israel and
met with its leaders. |
In 1966, Udall and his first wife were divorced. He later married.
a secretéryvon the fost Office and Civil Séfvice Committee staff.
HoWevef, rumors of his pfomiécuity keep tufning up. In the

June 7, 1976 issue of New York Magazine, there is a story that

Washiqgton Post goséip columnist Maxine Chesire was ready to publish

a story that Udall was enjoying "extrécufricular actiyities" on the

campaign tréil, based on reports coming from Secret Sefvicebmembers,
Y

when Executive Edipor‘Ben Brad%ée killed the story. "(See attached

afticle)} ‘When confronted with this by New York gossip writer Nigel

Dempster, Bradlee said '"we could see no way that this (Udall's behavior)

‘was inteffering with his public functions. That is. our rule. The
story is reasonably well known in Washington. Maxine was in no hurry
to print, and a decision was made after we talked it over." When

confronted by Dempster, Ms;,Chesire denied. knowledge of Udall's

misbehavio: or Bradlee's statement.
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UDALL: A LONG CAMPAIGN FOR RECOGNITION

Morris K. Udall of Arizona would like to perform a feat
accomplished by James A. Garfield in 1880—and by nobody
else before or since. He wants to go straight from the House
of Representatives to the presidency.

Udall, 52, has spent the past 15 years in the House.
During those years he has developed a reputation as one of
the chamber’s most thoughtful liberal Democrats, a serious
legislator free with suggestions for change but ready to
revise them when compromise is politically necessary.
Udall’s career in the House is more than incidental to his
campaign for President; his political life and growth have
been grounded in the complexities of the legislative process.

Despite the admiration Udall has won from colleagues
in both parties, his House career has been marked as much
by failure as by success. He sought to become majority
leader in 1971—and was beaten decisively. He has spent

more than five years working for strip mine control and

land use planning legislation—and neither has bezome law.
He was instrumental in the passage of a 1971 bill creatinga
Postal Service Corporation—but concedes now that the
plan has not worked.

After every legislative or leadership defeat, Udall has
plunged back in with a new bill or a new proposal for
reform. The years after his loss for majority leader were
among his most productive. But some observers feel the
mounting frustration of his setbacks helped turn his atten-
ion away from the politics of .the House—and toward
national office.

The Campaign

When Udall announced for the presidency in 1974,
skeptics said that, too, was certain to end in disap-
pointment. Udall entered the campaign without a national
reputation, a middle-level member of a legislative body
that provides few. big names and less presidential
speculation.

A year after the announcement, Udall’s campaign still
stood somewhere between success and failure. The Arizona
Democrat was still the choice of only a small fraction of his
party’s voters, and money was short, but there was at least
an element of hope that one early primary would give Udall
the momentum that would carry him to the nomination.

Udall often has focused his self-deprecating style of
wit on the long-shot image of his candidacy. He has told
audiences of the time he entered a New Hampshire
barbershop, announced who he was and what he was run-
ning for, and was told by a customer, “Yep, we were just
laughing about that yesterday.”

But much of Udall's campaign is dead serious. He has
approached outright anger when it comes to the subject of
George C. Wallace, Alabama governor and competing can-
didate for the Democratic nomination.

In June 1975, Udall devoted an entire speech before a
union audience to his denunciations of Wallace. Calling him
the “politician of negativism,” Udall said he would not
serve on any ticket with Wallace, would not support a
ticket with Wallace on it and would not deal with Wallace

3 win the nomination for himself. In October, Udall went
to Birmingham, in Wallace’s home state, to repeat many of
the same attacks. .

COPYRIGHT 1975 CONGRESSIONAL QUARTERLY INC
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Udall’'s anti-Wallace views brought him some badly
needed national attention in 1975. But the Udall campaign
was concentrating most of its effort on a quieter job,
organizing for the first primaries: In New Hampshire, site

"of the first primary Feb. 24, Udall’s organization “is un-

questionably the best and is in place,” boasted Jack Quinn,
the candidate’s political director. The campaign also has
targeted primaries in Massachusetts, Wisconsin, New York
and Ohio. ,
' Udall has three offices in Iowa where delegates will be
selected at party caucuses starting in'January. He expects
to do well there, although he fared poorly in a straw poll
taken at an Iowa Democratic fund-raiser Oct. 27. Jimmy
Carter, former governor of Georgia (D 1971-75), came in
first in that survey, with 23 per cent of the vote. Udall
finished a distant fifth. His aides disputed the significance
of the non-scientific sampling.

During the early delegate-selection process, Udall does
not plan a major effort in the South. He is almost certain to
stay out of the Florida primary, said Quinn, because he

feels that Carter should be given a chance to show his.

strength against Wallace. there.

Udall has a paid staff of 32, half of them in his national
headquarters in Washington, with the rest in offices in
New Hampshire, New York, Massachusetts, Wisconsin and
Iowa. He is operating on a monthly campaign budget of
$50,000. At the start of the election year, he will count on

Nov. 22, 1975—PAGE 2533
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matching funds made available by the campaign finance -

reform act of 1974 to keep him going. In October 1975, he
was running a deficit of $80,000, but aides explained that
these were obligations not due for payment until after the

-matching funds were awarded in January. Meanwhile, they
.said that he had raised about $600,000 since the inception of

the campaign and that between 85 and 90 per cent of the
dollars would be eligible for matching funds.

There is irony to the idea of the campaign finance act
bailing Udall out, because Udall played a key role in its
passage. He helped originally to draft the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971 (PL 92-225), the first substantial
revision of campaign finance laws since 1925.

That law required candidates for federal office to file
detailed reports on the money they raised and spent, and
limited amounts that could be used for political adver-
tising. Its. disclosure provisions helped expose the
Watergate scandal in 1973.

After Watergate broke, Udall joined in the chorus of
complaints that the 1971 law was not enough. He and
Republican Rep. John B. Anderson of Illinois drafted a

Udall’'s Interest-Group Ratings

Americans for Democratic Action (ADA)— ADA
ratings are based on the number of times a represen-
tative voted, was paired for or announced for the ADA
position on selected issues.

National Farmers Union (NFU)— NFU ratings
are based on the number of times a representative
voted, was paired for or announced for the NFU .
position.

AFL-CIO Committee on Political Education
(COPE)—COPE ratings reflect the percentage of the
times a representative voted in accordance with or was
paired in favor of the COPE position.

Americans for Constitutional Action
(ACA)—ACA ratings record the percentage of times a
representative voted in accordance with the ACA
position.

Followmg are Udall's ratings since ‘he entered the
House in 1961:

ADA! COPE’ NFU*  ACA

1974 65 100 100 8
1973 84 82 90 8
1972 100 100 86 0
1971 81 82 100 4
1970 76¢ . 83 100 0
1969 _ 67 80 93 0
1968 .92 100 . 93 0
1967 93 100 85 4
1966 - 82 852" 90 8
1965 74 85? 88 12
1964 100 . 82 100 0
1963 © 75 82 94 6
1962 . 62 88z . 93 18
0

.19615 ) 100 - 88° 50

. Fallure to vote lowers ADA score. :
Scores listed twice indicate rating comp:led for entire Congress.

. Percentages compiled by CQ from information provided by groups.
. ADA score includes some votes from December 1969.

. Udall did gg! serve the full year, taking office May 17, 1961.

AN

~-
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proposal to use public funds to helb pay -election expenses
for both Congress and the presidency. “Surely today,”
Udall argued, “the American people are ready to put up a

dollar or two a year to have a clean, decent, brand-new

system of House and Senate [publicly funded] elections in
this country.”

The proposal to use federal money for congressional
elections did not survive on the House floor, but the Udall
idea of “matching grants” was implemented for presiden-
tial candidates during the pre-nomination period.

The Leadership Challenges

. Udall’s role in the campaign finance debate reflected a
style- that his supporters see as one of his strongest
assets—a willingness to go beyond protest and criticism

-and into the patient search for constructive legislative

solutions. But he has also been willing, on occasion, to buck
the entrenched ways of doing House business.
Udall was an early advocate of a stronger House

‘Democratic caucus and a consistent opponent of the

seniority system. On both fronts, he won a victory in 1967
as the House Democrat who introduced the caucus resolu-

~ tion that stripped Rep. Adam Clayton Powell (D N.Y. 1945-

T1) of his chairmanship.of the Education and Labor Com-
mittee. But Udall opposed the successful House vote to
deny Powell his seat.

In a far more brash challenge of the House Democratic
leadership, Udall defied -custom and ran for the
speakership at the start of the 91st Congress in 1969
against John W. McCormack (D Mass. 1928-71). McCor-
mack, then age 77, had been speaker for seven years, nearly
as long-as Udall had been in Congress.

In a letter to his House colleagues before the vote,
Udall offered himself as a replacement for the aged McCor-

" mack, a symbol of the old guard, because of “an overriding

need for new directions and new leadership.”

He also said that if he beat McCormack on the first
ballot he would move to reopen nominations for speaker
“so that other candidates can be considered w1th me on the
final balloting.”

That strategy failed. In the Democratic caucus, McCor-
mack defeated Udall 178-58 on a secret ballot. But the
challenge was not without impact. After his easy victory,

. McCormack endorsed a proposal for monthly caucus

meetings at which all Democratic members could speak
freely on party procedures and public issues, a pet proposi-
tion of the liberal Democratlc Study Group (DSG) of which
Udall was a leader.

.Six years later, Terry Bracy, Udall’s legislative aide,
told Congressional Quarterly that Udall had made the
challenge “because nobody else would take on John McCor-
mack and because young Democrats had no influence in the
House, and yet they had to go home and campaign as
Democrats.” The aide further described the challenge as
“symbolic” and another attack on the House’s “system of
feudal fiefdoms” that precluded a representative from
making his mark ‘unless he was 70 years old and had 30
years of service.’

When McCormack retired from Congress i in 1971, Rep.

-Carl Albert (D Okla.), the House majority leader, offered

himself for speaker and drew no opposition. Rep. Hale
Boggs (D La. 1941-43, 1947-72), who had served nine years

as majority whip by appointment of McCormack and

Albert, announced for Albert’s job. Udall -and three others
entered the lists against Boggs. ‘
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Despite his reformist reputation, Udall courted votes
by playing down the idea that he would radically alter the
House seniority system if he gained power, saying rather
that he would support “significant but not drastic
reforms.” His hard core of support was again in the DSG.

Boggs’ candidacy, based on House business as usual,

was appreciated by the more conservative southerners and -

old-line Democrats. Although no Dixiecrat himself (he had
supported the national Democratic Party on most major
issues in recent years), Boggs made no commitment to
reforming the procedures and the distribution of power in
the House.

On the second ballot in the caucus, the tradltlonahsts
won, giving Boggs 140 votes to 88 for Udall and 17 for Rep.
B. F Sisk (Calif.). The other two Democrats had dropped

- out after the first round.

Udall analyzed the collapse of his drive as resulting

from a combination of defecting freshmen, pro-labor
‘'members and liberals with 10 to 15 years of service in the

House—in effect, those moving into senior seats on com-
mittees. He also ran into lingering bitterness over his
challenge to - McCormack two years earlier, especially
among New England representatives. ‘A magazine article
quoted Udall as saying, “The leadership ladder
bit—tradition, promotion, seniority—was stronger
medicine than I originally thought. This House apparently
just insists on people getting in line, serving time.”

Personal Background

Until the 1976 campaign, Udall’s search for votes had
been limited to his 2nd Congressional District in southern
Arizona. But his political experience in his home state dates
back to the 1950s, and the Udalls are one of Arizona’s
best-known pohtlcal families.

Udall was born June 15, 1922, in St. Johns, Anz a
remote county seat located between the Petnfled Forest
and the Fort Apache Indian Reservation. His father, Levi
S. Udall, the son of- Mormon pioneers who founded St.
Johns, was a farmer and lawyer, a believer in the frontier
ethic of hard work. The father became a justice of the
Arizona State Supreme Court, serving on the tribunal for
16 years until his death in 1960. Morris’ mother, Louise, a
civie affairs activist, became interested in Indian life and
culture. In 1970, she pubhshed a book, Mine and Me, the
story of a Hopi woman’s life.

When he was 6, Morris Udall lost his right eye in an ac- _.
cident, and it was replaced with a glass eye. He was
salutatorian of his St. Johns High School class and entered

the University of Arizona in 1940. World War II in-
terrupted his studies. He entered the Army Air Corps in
1942 as a private and was separated as a captain in 1946
after serving as an intelligence and personnel officer in the
Pacific.

Back at the university, Udall was president of '

Associated Students, captain of the Arizona basketball
team and an all-Border Conference forward. He played one
season of professional basketball with the Denver Nuggets.
He passed the state bar exams with the highest grade
scored in January 1949 and entered privaté practice with
his older brother, Stewart.

Morris served as chief deputy attorney of Pima Coun-
ty, Arizona, for two years, then was elected county at-
torney for another two. Brother Stewart was elected to the
U.S. House in 1954, resigning from the post in 1961 when
President Kennedy appointed him secretary of the interior,
a post he held for eight years.
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- Udall’s Background

Profession: Attorney.
" Born: June 15, 1922, St. Johns, Ariz.
Home: Tucson, Ariz.
Religion: Church of the Latter Day Saints (Mormon).
Education: University of Arizona, LL.B., 1949.
Offices: Chief deputy Pima County (Arizona) attorney,
1950-52; Pima County attorney, 1952-54; U.S. House since
May 17, 1961.
Military: Army Air Corps, 1942-46; dlscharged as cap-
tain.
Memberships: Arizona State Bar Association, American
Bar Association, American Judicature Society, American
Legion. v
Family: Married Ella Royston Ward, 1968; six children
‘by his first marriage, which ended in divorce in 1966.
: Committees: Interior and Insular Affairs: chairman,
Subcommittee on Energy and the Environment; Post Office

and Civil Service; Democratic Steering and Policy Commlttee

Morris ran for Stewart’s House seat in a special elec-

" tion which drew national attention. Some interpreted the

race as a test of Kennedy’s first 100 days in the White
House, with Udall campaigning for such Kennedy
programs as federal aid to education, medical care for the
aged and an increased minimum wage. ‘

Udall won with only 51 per cent of the vote. At the
time, he said a statement by Stewart nearly cost him the
election—that farmers squatting on federal lands along the -
Colorado River would have to be evacuated. The statement
was less than popular in Arizona’s Yuma Valley.

Since that close contest, Morris Udall has been
returned to the House seven times by solid majorities. His
victories over Republican opponents have ranged from 58
per cent to nearly 71 per cent in a state that has swung
sharply rightward since the 1950s. In response to skep-
ticism among some urban Democrats about whether Udall
would be tough enough to win the presidency, one of his
aides said: “Udall has won consistently in a state as conser-
vative as any in the country, and that is tough.” He has
been helped, however, by- having the University of Arizona
in his district. .

~Positions on Issues

Udall’s campaign has emphasized the ‘“three
E’s”—energy, environment and economy—as the issues of
greatest importance.

" Udall has been a member of the House Interior and In-
sular Affairs Committee since 1963, and this has shaped
much of his legislative concern. It is an assignment well
suited to his district, the desert country of southwestern
Arizona, in which politics is largely a matter of land and
water. Udall is chairman of the Interior Committee’s
Energy and Environment Subcommittee, and he has been
at the center of nearly all recent House debate on these
issues. Often, however, the final decision has not gone his -
way.

Energy

Udall’s advxsers ‘describe strlp mining leglslatlon as
the centerpiece of his energy proposals. The Arizonan was
in the forefront of that effort in the House for four years,

_ only to see President Ford pocket-veto one bill (S 245) in

1974 and veto another (HR 25) in May 1975.
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Udall’s CQ Vote Study Scores*

1973 1972 1971 1970 1969 1968 1967 1966 1965 1964 1963 1962 19611

62
26

89

75
14

11
77

. 1974

Presidential .
support 42'/46% 38 43 23
opposition 45'/39z 57 41 63

Voting -
Participation 85 91 85 85

Party )
unity . 78 82 85 85
opposition 7 12 7 3

Conservative

Coalition
. support - _ 9 19 5. 5

opposition 70 74 88 82

Bipartisan

- support 77 82 70 69
opposition - o 8 7 12 13

¢ Explanalion of studies, p. 107

1. During President Nixon's tenure in 1974.

2. During President Ford's tenure in 1974.

‘3. Includes only part of the 1961 session; Udall was seated May 17 after special election.

.92 87 8 84 90 8 98 96 94
85- 79 82 90 8 90 93 84 90
13 5 4 17 5 5 14 7
11 8 7 3 10 8 13 25 12
82 78 .81 84 86 92 87 75 82
80 8 69 74 81 .76 85 88 84
8 4 12 5 6 4 13 5 5

64. 88

4 6 9 6 9 2. 3 7 71°

“The history of this thing is that nothing satisfies him
[Ford] unless the coal industry writes it,” said Udall during
debate on the 1975 bill. ' .

In an address to the National Press Club in
Washington April 22, 1975, he detailed a six-point proposal
for restructuring the energy industry. Posing the “naked
question of who will determine America’s energy future,”

he made it clear that a President Udall would challenge ’

energy decisions in the corporate boardrooms of New York,
Pittsburgh and Houston.

“By any reasonable criteria of what constitutes a con-
centrated industry—high prices, inefficiency, 'lack of in-

" novation and exploration, bloated profits and the power"

to control and direct the economy—the energy industry

quahfles and is in clear violation of the intent of antitrust-

laws,” he said.

Asserting that conventional antitrust proceedmgs are -

too slow with so much at stake, he called for legislation that
would break up the energy conglomerates so-that separate
companies would’ explore produce, transport, refine and
market oil.

Environment

- The strip- mining bills dealt primarily with preventing
waste and repamng damage to the land caused by
. landslides, erosion and water pollution. Another energy-
environment battle on ‘which Udall was on the losing side
was over the trans-Alaska oil pipeline. “The issue here,” he
said during floor debate in August 1973, “is whether we are
going to cave in on the demands of .the big oil companies or
whether we are going to give due process to the en-
vironment.” The final bill granting the pipeline construc-
tion permit did not incorporate Udall’s environmental con-
cerns.

Land-uge planning has been another favored Udall
legislative target. He has introduced bills that would make

-
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- federal grants to states that establish land planning agen-

cies to guide the use of lands, with special attention given to
areas of critical environmental concern. Udall broadly
defines those lands as ones where uncontrolled or incom-
patible development could harm long-range water conser-
vation, food and fiber production, wildlife habitats, scenic
values or scientific, historical and educational values. Also
included are needs for housing, highways, airports and
recreational and industrial development that is related to
energy resources.

In 1974, Udall’s land-use bill (HR 10294) lost by seven
votes on a procedural step on the House floor. He fared no

" better in 1975, after the Ford administration stated that

overriding economic and budget problems had forced a

. reconsideration of earlier support. Udall commented, “The

administration evidently believes it is too costly to do

~ something about the cost of sprawl, urban blight and the

increasing misuse of our urban lands.” The 1975 land-use
bill (HR 3510) died in the House Interior Committee. Udall
blamed intense lobbying by groups such as the U.S.

. ~Chamber of Commerce.

For his militant support of environmental protection
and various national parks bills, Udall was named
legisiator of the year in 1973 by.the National Wildlife .
Federation. In a friendly-warning address to the federation
in Denver March 30, 1974, Udall said environmentalists
must rid themselves of “elitism” and learn the art of “hard-
headed compromise.” :

On occasion, Udall has broken with the environmen- .
talists. Oneé such occasion was the fight over the Lower :

Colorado River project, vital to Arizona. The Sierra Club, .-

an-influential conservation organization, waged an inten-

‘sive campaign against the building of two hydroelectric :

dams near the Grand Canyon, claiming they would back up

water 130 miles into the canyon gorge. In a House floor °
. speech, Udall accused the Sierra Club of a “flagrant hatchet
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job.” The dams were dropped from the leglslatlon (PL 90-
537).

Econoniy

Udall’s positions on energy and the environment are

inextricably linked with his economic. propesals. As early
as 1963, he cosponsored a major tax-reform bill calling for
adjustment in taxes and exemptions. He has supported

Internal Revenue Service amendments to double the.

“inadequate” personal exemptions allowed each taxpayer,

As a member of the special House task force to produce
a Democratic alternative energy-economy program, Udall,
“+in addition to restructuring the energy industry, would
urge strong domestic energy conservation measures. He
would seek a mechanism to limit oil imports in order to
break cartel prices and stem the “petrodoliar” drain; make
a commitment to a 2 per cent energy growth rate, com-
pared with the 4.5 per cent figure of recent years, and levy
special taxes on “inefficient” automobiles. -

Postal Legislation

Assigned to the Post Office and Civil Service Com-
mittee after his first election to the House in 1961; Udall
chafed under the chairmanship of Tom Murray (D Tenn.
1943-66), who called .meetings infrequently and ruled
without rules. Udall and other younger liberals fought for

and won regular meetings and orderly procedures on the -

committee.

After a few years, Udall began to use the seemingly in-

nocuous committee as a vehicle for advancing his own ideas
about subjects as important as postal service, congressional
pay and the use of the frank.

A Udall-sponsored bill to reform the congressional

franking (free mailing) privilege became law.(PL 93-191) in

1973 after he. had introduced it in three sessions of

Congress. The law was the first modification of the mailing’

privilege in the 20th century. One provision prohibited
mailings of more than 500 pieces of identical franked mail
during the 28-day period before an election by incumbents
seeking another term.

Through the Post Office Committee, Udall has been in-

volved in the perennial debate over salaries and pensions.
He has generally backed efforts to take the congressional
pay raise issue out of the hands of the members, giving it to
a federal commission that could deal with the issue outside
the political pressures that members face.

Udall has also been involved in the issue of the pen-
sions under which members retire. Critics have argued that
Udall always has made his pension proposals excessively
generous in order to extract retirements from members he
considers to be deadwood littering the House. Udall allies
never have denied this.

In 1970, Udall wrote the bill that created a new Postal
Service Corporation in place of the financially ailing Post
Office Department. In the bitter battle over-the measure in
Congress, he was allied with the Nixon administration,
which wanted an independent postal service, supposedly
free from congressional and other political influence.

" Soon after the new system went into being in 1971,
Udall broke with the administration’s implementation of
the bill. The Postal Service marketed a $250-million bond
issue, hiring Nixon’s former New.York law firm, which

specializes in bonds counseling, to handle the issue. Five

underwriting firms were given the bond business. Udall,
" ‘chairman of the Postal Service Subcommittee, made public
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_Udall Staff, Advisers

Campaign manager: Stewart L. Udall, Washington at-
torney and former secretary of the interior and Morrls Udall's
brother.

Financial director and treasurer: Stanley Kurz, a New
York City lawyer and certified public-accountant.

Legislative assistant: Terry Bracy, eight, years on Udall
congressional staff, and his major speechwriter.

Political director: Jack Quinn, a former staff member
for Sen. Eugene J. McCarthy (D Minn. 1959-71) and for the
Democratic National Committee.

Campaign administrative director: Ed Coyle, who
worked in the 1972 presidential campaign of Sen. Edmund. S.
Muskie (D Maine) and later in the vice presidential campaign
of Sargent Shriver.

Fund-ralsmg coordinator: Marcie Knpke who served
as an aide in the successful Senate campaigns of Colorado
Democrats Floyd K. Haskell in 1972 and Gary Hart in 1974,

Press secretary: Bob Neuman, former press and
legislative aide to Rep. Jerome R. Waldie (D Calif. 1966-75).

Issues coordinator: Jessica Tuchman, who worked on
Udall’'s Energy and Environment Subcommittee.

Director of scheduling and advance: Ron Pettine, who
worked for the national Humphrey-Muskie staff in 1968 and
for Gov. Milton J. Shapp of Pennsylvania. _

" Primary. states field coordinator: Ken Bode, who
worked for the delegate-selection commission of the
Democratic National Comimittee, headed by Sen. George
McGovern, and in the South Dakotan’s 1972 presidential cam-
paign.

an investigative report Sept. 21, 1971, which questioned the
qualifications of two of the bond underwriters and the
propriety of engaging the President’s onetime law partners.

By the fall of 1975, the Postal Service had lost $2.9-
billion over the preceding three years. There was a strong
movement in Congress, highly critical of the service, which
sought to revoke its financial independence and require it
to go before Congress each year for appropriations—a par-
tial reversal of the clock.

An aide said Udall now favors another restructuring, -

because he feels that the corporation has become part of the
White House patronage system. “Udall believes the whole
thing was fouled up by the leon White House,” the aide
said.

Labor

Organized labor has not always bestowed its un-
qualified blessing on Udall. In 1965, he voted against repeal

_ of the Taft-Hartley Act section that permits state right-to-

work laws. Repeal of those laws has long been a cherished
labor objective.

His vote was cast on the grounds of political survival.
Udall explained his 1965 position to two dozen labor leaders
at a luncheon in Cleveland April 12, 1975. He said he had

-fought in Arizona to repeal its right-to-work act, but that

after repeal failed twice, he and Arizona labor leaders
agreed that he would not be bound to vote for repeal of the
Taft-Hartley proviso while in Congress.

In 1965, Udall explained, he was seeking to consolidate

his congressional constituency in a state that was becoming
increasingly conservative. “But if I'm President, I'll be
leading the fight with labor to repeal it,” he told the Ohio
leaders.
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Civil Rights

Udall’'s Mormon rellglon has raised questions in the
presidential campaign, as it did for Republican George.

Romney, also a Mormon, in 1968. The church prohlblts
blacks from entering its priesthood. ,

Udall has issued a brief position paper on the subject.

Since World War II he has not been active in the
Mormon church. “For more than 25 years [ have held and
expressed a deep-seated and conscientious disagreement
with the church doctrine on the role of blacks.... I continue
to hope that in its own way in good-time the Mormon church

will find a way out of the dilemma which distresses me and .

many other Americans both in and out of the church.”.

Detense, Foreign Policy

In 1967, in the midst of the Vietnam war controversy,
Udall went home, to hawkish Arizona and declared that
U.S. involvement was wrong and should be ended. In April
1975, as South Vietnam crumbled, Udall said, “There is no
time for recrimination and bitterness about who lost In-
dochina. It wasn’t ours to lose in the first place” .

In a July 1975 position paper on the Middle East, Udall

stated “that there is no more powerful imperative in -

American foreign policy than the need to do everything in

our power to help build a stable framework for peace in the -
‘Middle East.” He would base that policy on a firm commit-

ment to the right of the Israeli people to live in peace in
their homeland and to the right of the Palestinians to lead a

““normal life” in the region, and to recognize “the under-

standable concern and self-interest” on the part of the

Soviet Union in having some say in future crucial events in
the Middle East. | |

—By Ed Johnsqn

Reag._ah Declares

Ronald Reagan made his presidential candidacy
official Nov. 20, starting the day with a speech and
press conference in Washington and following it up
with repeat performances in the key primary states of
Florida and New Hampshire.

In his Washington announcement, the former
California governor repeated the anti-government
message on which he has built much of his political
career.

“It is dlfflcult " he said, “to find leaders who are in-
dependent of the forces that have brought us our
problems—the Congress, the bureaucracy, the lob-
byists, big business and big labor.”

Reagan criticized what he called the “buddy
system,” a partnership he said existed among the
legislative and executive branches in Washington and
the clients their programs create.

The - 64-year-old candidate declined to criticize
President Ford, saying such criticism violated the
Republican *“11th Commandment,” which warns

_against speaking ill of any fellow party member.

The only signs of uncertainty came when Reagan
was asked for specifics about his views on the defense
budget. He said he did not have the inforination at
hand, but would provide it during his campaign.
(Reagan Background, Weekly Report p. 2479)

- M. ™%
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Nebraska

Rep. John Y. McCollister (R Neb.) formally announced
Nov. 10 that he would abandon the House seat he has held
since 1971 to seek the Senate seat of Republican Roman L.
Hruska. Hruska, who has been in the Senate since 1954, an-
nounced earlier this year that he would not seek re-election
in 1976. He endorsed McCollister’s candidacy. McCollister,
like Hruska, is from Omaha. He is likely to take advantage
of the Nebraska tradition dictating that one senator repre-
sent Omaha and one the western part of the state. ]

California ,

The Republican Senate primary got a new entry Nov.-
10 in former Rep. John G. Schmitz (R 1970-73), a colorful
conservative and a member of the John Birch Society, who
formally declared for the seat of Sen. John V. Tunney (D).
Schmitz lost a bid for renomination to the House-in 1972
from conservative Orange County. After losing the House
primary, he accepted the.nomination of the American Par-
ty as its presidential candidate and received over 1 million
votes.

Already in the Republican race are Rep. Alphonzo Bell
and former Lt. Gov. Robert Finch (1967-69). -S. I.
Hayakawa, a noted semanticist and former president of
San Francisco State College (now San Francisco State
University), stopped just short of a formal announcement

- of candidacy, indicating that he would declare in January.
-Rep. Barry M. Goldwater Jr. is also considered a possible

candidate.

In the Democratic primary, Tunney faces opposition
from Tom Hayden, a former antiwar activist and defen-
dant in the Chicago 7 trial. ]

Pennsylvania

Arlen Specter, Philadelphia’s Republican dlstnct at-
torney from 1966 to 1974, announced Nov. 17 that he would
seek the Republican nomination for the Senate seat held by
Hugh Scott (R), the Senate minority leader. Specter said he
did not expect Scott, 75, to run for a fourth term in 1976.
Scott is expected to reveal his plans Dec. 4.

Specter, 45, has often been mentioned as a statewide
candidate in -Pennsylvania, but his political fortunes have
fallen in recent years. A strong candidate for Philadelphia’s

“ mayoralty in 1967, he lost to Mayor James Tate and lost his

post. as district attorney in 1973 to a virtually unknown
Democrat, F. Emmett Fitzpatrick, despite a strong en-
dorsement by the city’s Democratic mayor, Frank Rizzo.
The defeat derailed a potential Specter candidacy agamst
Democratic Gov. Milton J. Shapp in 1974.

Other Republicans running in the race thus far are
George Packard, former executive editor of the
Philadelphia. Bulletin, and former State Rep. Francis
Worley. Another possible entrant is Rep. H. John Heinz III.

The only announced Demiocrat is State Sen. Jeanette
Reibman, 59, who entered the race Nov. 16. Reibman, the
only woman in the Pennsylvania Senate, is currently serv-
ing her third four-year term.

“I am running for a simple reason,” Reibman told an

basics.”

- Allentown audience, “to help get government back to the
) |
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By Nzgel Dempster of the London Daily Mail

3urton .s Barmaid’s Husband’s Oiier »

Wi Wi o

Harmonizing: Suzy Hunt and friend.

With sometime model and
nctime Marbella barmaid
uzy Hunt, 28, harmoniously
illeted in Beverly Hills with
ichard Burton—filming
"he Heretic at Warner Bros.
—~I have news of the divorce
fTler husband James Hunt
rade before she moved in
vith her superstar,

In January Suzy's brother-
n-law Peter arrived in Mar-

clla with a proposal, James

vanted a divorce and was
villing to pay her $10,000
nd an air ticket to “any-
‘here.” Suzy, who had spent
icw  Year's with her hus-
and in Gstaad (where she

met Burton), naturally re-
fused, no doubt. fecling that
the sum was insulting.

The reason for the timing
of the curious offer—they
had been going their own
ways since last July-—-became
apparent a few days later
when James signed a $200,-
000-a-year contract to drive
for Marlboro-McLaren -(for
whom he won the Spanish
Grand Prix last month, only
to be disqualified). Any fu-
ture divorce settlement will
have to take into considera-
tion his new financial status
—say, $150,000? Suzy is not
talking.

CULVER PICTURFS

They Get a Thrill

From Gocaine

The hnttect film nAur An

Powder Puff Parade: Raifin May
Replace Hutton in Cosmetic Change

~ If Richard Avedon is anyone to go by, then Decborah
Raffin is a shoo-in to be the Revlon girl to stcceed Lauren
Hutton, whom the company plans to phase out gradually.

Declining to comment on reports that the move follows
his refusal to continue working with Laurcn, Avedon is
deep in negotiations with Deborah’s husband, Michael Viner.

The problem with Lauren, a Revlon exec whispers to me,
is that she has never bothered with the periphery business
of factory tours and has also disdained interest in the
corporate side,

Another problem is Lauren's age—32. chorah at 23,
falls right into Revlon’s “focus market” of 18 to 28.

The phascout will have to be gradual, as Lauren has a
clause in her $200,000-per-year contract that if she is
bounced, the company will be able to use her work for
only a further 90 days.

DEREX HALSTFAD

Udall llanky Panky Won’t See nght
Unless Washington ‘Post’ Says Go

mlil Wi b FIGTURIAL £ awans

No hurry Moms UdaII Maxme Cheshzre . . . Ben Bradlee.

A funny thing happencd to Morris Udall along the cam-
paign trail when the story of his extracurricular activitics—
based on Secret Service gossip—led to a high-level confer-
ence at the Washington Post between exccutive cditor Ben-
jamin C. Bradlee and columnist Maxine Cheshire.

In the event, a decision was made not to publish and
when I called Bradlee, he explained: “It wasn't the fact that
Udall was less of a front-runner than the others; it was that
we could see no way that this [his behavior] was interfer-
ing with his public functions. This is our rule. The story is
reasonably well known in Washington. Maxine was in no
hurry to prmt and a decision was made after we talkcd

1 about it.”

For an award-winning invcstigative repm ter, Ms.
Cheshire appears to have an appalling memory. When |
asked her for her recollection of events, she told me: “I
‘have never had any story about Mo Udall misbehaving on
the campaign trail. I don’t know what Bradlee is talking
about.”

Udall has six children by his first marriage to the former
Patricia Emery, which took place in 1949 and was dissolved
in 1965. She has subsequently married a further three times,
without success, and now hves in Boulder, Colorado, with
her younger children.

In 1968 Udall, who will 1be 54 on June 15, married:Ella

yston—known as “Tiger'—who has a son by her prevx-
% marriage. ,
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. Introduction

Congress at full capacity is composed of 535 memhers, 100 of them in the Senate and 435 of them in the
House of Representatives. This is a profile of one member of Congress. It is part of the largest study of that
institution ever conducted--an effort to share with citizens a better understanding of how the members and com-
mittees of our national legislature operate both among themselves and in relation to outside forces working on the
Congress. '

So important is the stake which Americans ha\e in Congress that, ul\c other fundamenmls it is rarely.
examiged, Although small,. in comparison with the giant Execitive branch, Congress is the preeminent branch
of our government under the U.5. Constitution. It is, in a phrzse, the "go or stop'’ hranch, TFederal agencies
and departments in the Executive branch grow in number and puwer because Congress has provided them with
the funds and authority to do so. If the federal courts are to have more judges and facilities to meet their respon-
ies, it is again the Congress which must provide them with the funds.and the laws to interpret. Taking the
Constitution as written, only Congress has the authority to declare war, impose taxes, provide for tiie public
health, safety, and welfare, and allocate what presently is an annual budget of some 3250 billion taxpaver
dollars. Indeed, the federal legislature should be the fountainhead branch of the federal government.

But Congress has other distinctive realities.” The Executive branch has been increasingly dominating
Congress, taking away its power and seizing the legislative initiative. The White House and the federal agencies
nd departments systematicallv manipulate or block the Congress from monitoring what they are doing. In
..ddition such factors as powerful special interests, influential campaign contributions, archaic rules secrecy,

understaffing, and inadequate information contribute to a Congress which does not lead but is led as it commues
to abdicate its constitutional authority and leadershxp role.

With public skepticism about politicians at somewhere near an all-time high, the challenge shifts away '
from politics to citizenship and its assertion toward greater involvement and 'self—government. High on this
agenda must be a more equitable, responsive, and productive congressional performance. Nothing remotely
compares with Congress as the institution which can articulate the values and launch the energies and resources
to advance the course of justice and happiness for all Americans. It can be the practical pulse of the American

dream on its way to 2 speedier reality. : :

The first sten toward bridging the gap between promise and perlm mance in Con"ress is for citizens to
obiain information aksut the men and women who make up this legislature. Taken together they are.the most
impertant group in the country. But most people have rever heard of 45 percent of them. What little informa-
tion about these iawmazakers that reaches the general puhlxc usually comes from the members themselves or tnen
opporeats. These profiles provide information about the legislator which can help the reader make pertinent’
judgments, ask more meaningful questions, and seek more detailed facts and evaluations about the performance
of these members. ) ’ ’

The profiles are one portion of the overall Congress Project. In addition, there will be forthcoming,

r numerous volumes of readable and precise materials on the major congressional committees and key topics such
as campaign financing, lobhying, rules and procedures of the Congress, relationship with the Executive branch,
and a citizens handbook on Congress for people to use. Hundreds of volunteer field researcrers ir 50 states
gathererd data and conducted interviews, while about three hundred researchers, writers, editors, and typisis
prepared the many thousands of pages of individual profiles and committee and topic reports. While acknow-
ledging the dedicated assistance of others, the individual authors of these profiles assume f{ull responsibility for
their contents and their attributions.

The Congress Project has worked in a strlcfl\ non-partisan manner as a citizens report to the people.
We hope that many people in every state will continue to keep us informed about members of Congress as part of

g ving program to encourage the development of a Congress worthy of the hurhest efforts and the greatest

s.of the land,
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Morris King Udall Citizens Look at Congress

Morris King Udall is the only Arizona Democrat presently in Congress. He represents
the second of Arizona's three congressional districts, composed of five counties in the southern
part of the state, and including the city of Tucson. i '

Arizona has been Republican territory since the rise of Barry Goldwater. Ccldwater, ;
Arizona's senator from 1952 to 1964, was defeated in the Presidential election of 1964, and re- “
eiccted to the Senate in 1968, Republicans in Arizona have lost only one major race Ecir state-
wide office since 1962 (the governorship in 1964 which they regained two years later).

CIn light of the state's political tendency, Udall is somewhat out of place as 2 Democrat;,
but his district has traditionally been Democratic and Udall is a very popular congressman. In
the 1970 election, Udall received 69 percent of the district's votes. His opponent in that elec-
tion, Morris Herring, is unwilling to run against Udall in 1972, according to a2 lccal political
writer, who added that "Republicans are having a hard time getting someone to challenge Udall, !
So far, the only candidate they have is Jack Ledford, a retired brizzdier general and state rep-
resentative, despite the contention of John Rawlinson of the Arizona Star that the Republicans
are willing to spend $100;000 to get their man elected. And Led{crd has recently withdrawn.
The Almanac of American Politics pr‘edxc*s "n-any event, he (Uadally will not likely lose 2n
election in the 2nd." :

Udall owes part of his popularity to his fan. 11y, for "Udall" is an old, respected political
name in Arizona, His brother, Stewart, was appointed Secretary of the Interior by President
Kennedy in 1961, aiter having served in Congress since 1954. Their father, Levi Udall, was
Chief Justice of the Arizona Supreme Court, a post which Morris once coveted,

Udall "had really wanted fo be in Congress all (his) life', and when he was elected
prosecuting attorney for Pima County in 1952, he was still thinking of it. In 1954, when the in-
. cumbent representative from the second dstmct retired, Udall considered his chances. 'I very
much wanted to come to Congress,' he said later, "My brother hadn't even been in eiective
political life, I was the logical candidate.' ’

, It is unclear whether elder brother Stewart ''claimed hlS right as elder son to grab the
only available congressional seat, " as Larry King suggests, or‘ whether Morris simply deferred
to his wife, who was "opposed to it in some respects.' Mo, as his friends call kim, summarized
it very simply, "So I didn't‘and Stew did."" He-also added, *'lt looked to me like he (qLe\\) \\ould '
_make a career here--he loved it--and that I'd never make it to Congress.”

Udall spent the years between 1954 and 1961 practicing law in the Udall & Udall ?a\' firm,
writing a textbook on Arizona ev1d9nce law, fighting to modernize the court system, and rising
through the ranks of the state bar.

In a May 12, 1961 article, Time magazine reported that as the election approached,
‘Republicans and Democrats alike were gr‘umblmg ahout some of Stewart Udall's speeches, made
after he was appointed Secretary of the Interior. Both parties "'were fussing about (Stewart)
Udall's apparent attempt to shift part of the blame for the Bay of Pigs invasion to the Eisenhower
Adrministration.' Stewart also created trouble with a ruling he made at the Interior Depariment
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Morris King Udall Citizens Look at Congress

which invalidated "'squatter's rights” and dispossessed farmers who had heen squatting for year
along the Colorado River in Yuma County. This ruling may have influenced the election results
in Yuma County, which went to Udall's rival, Republican, Mac C. Matheson. Time said "Mo-
found himself in trouble when the returns gave Yuma County to arch conservative Matheson.
Only by scoring heavily in Tucson's Pima County did Mo go on to win by the squeaky margm of
51, 318.to 49,263, "8

In retrospect, Udall said in a ‘magazine article: "In May and June of 1960, it occurred
to me that I was never going to have a public'career, and I accepbed that fate Ten months later
I'm sitting here in Washington, a congressman,"”

A magazine article in Harper's by Larry L, King, which Udall r'eprmted and gave out to

people "because of your special friendship and interest.in my career here' described Udall, whe
ne was first elected

He was then a month short of thirty-nine and looked something like a rodeo hand

in short burr haircuts, bowties, and a wide leather belt studded with ersatz

stones and a silver buckle; there was about him a dmconcertmg combmatlon of

painful country-boy shyness and a hawdy cowlot humor,
King added that Udall "'could not have been pure green gourd and hayseed, ' and pulled off the -
switch of Arizona delegates from Johnson to Kennedy, but relates Udall's display of naivete in -
“writing to then-Sneaker of the House Sam Rayburn an extremely long and complex letter symp--
tomatic of the freshman's common misconception of his status and power in Washington politics.

Udall tcox his politics seriously in the House. He became a student of the reles men
play in Congress, and sought to facilitate new members' entry into legislative responsibilities
by organizing and conducting orientation seminars for freshmen on a permanent basis. The’
seminars led him to co~-author a handbook for freshmen, The Job of the Coneressman, with
Donald G. Tacheron. Subtitled "An Introduction to Service in-the U.S. House of Representatives,
the book includes topics ranging trom historical evaluations of power in Congress to such mun-
dane matters as where to obtain plants for hanging in one's office (the Botanic Gardens). Most
of it, however, deals with the basics freshmen need to know about the many facets of service in.
the House, and is essentially a guide to getting things done, Seminars for freshmen-are still -
held today, and the book's foreword says "particular credit is due Representative Morris K.
Udall of Arizona, whose initiative led to the establishment of-the seminars on a continuing basis.
Ucall tock some initiative when he joined the Democratic Study Group, an organization
of House members which researches position pﬁper':, analyzes votes, and publishes roll call
tlies, He became an activist in the group with some of the House liberals who felt stifled by -
in2rtia in the House and old and rigid committee chairmen. He took to heart the statement made

v Everett Burkhalter, a 67-year-old freshman from California who resigned in 1964 with this -
:ztement: S :

1 could see I wasn't going to get anyplace. Nobody listens to what you have to say
until you've been here 10 or 12 years. These old men have got everything so tied _
down you can't do anything, There are only about 40 out of the 435 members who
call the shots. They're the committee chairmen and the ranking members.and
they're all around 70 or 80,

Udall wasn't 67, however., When he entered the House he was 39, and it was conceivable
f he might reach a position of leadership in it. Upcn arrival, he was named to the Post
Cifice and Civil Service Committee, not because he had special e\perttse or even interest in its
proolems, but because the commlftee had a Democratic vacancy, and the new congressman need-
ed an assigniment. He also got on the Interior Committee, a post aboui which he was wmore en-
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District
Voting
History

1966 1968 1970
- - |Name- - % Vote* |Name % Vote* |Name ™~ %2 Vote*
House Democratic Primary [Udall Unopposed|Udall -Unopposed [Udail tnopposed
Hous_e Republican Prim'ary . McGinnis » Unoppdsed McGinnis -- 10 {Herring . Unopposed
: : Pierce , -- 8 ) '
House General Election Udall (D) 60 67 {Udall (D) - 70 102 [Herring (R) 30 38
: McGinnis (R) 40 45 {McGinnis (R) 30 43 {udall (D) 69 .87
Other 1 1
Senate General Election No election held Goldwater (R) 50 74 |Fannin (R) 47 60
' Elson (D) 50 74 IGrossman (D) 52 67
Gubernatorial Election ~{Williams (R) 46 54 |williams (R) 45 68 |williams (R) 49 50
Goddard (D) 54 63 |Goddard (D) 55 83 {Casiro (D) 62 30
Presidential Election - - - INo election held Nixon - 50 73 [No election held
S Humphrey 42 G1
Wallace 9 14
y;

figure in thousands - -

Sources: ''1966 Elections', Congressional Quarterly Weekly Report, XXIV (Novembet 11, 1966);
"Complete Returns of the 1968 Elections by Congressional District', Congressional Quarterly Weekly
Report, XVII (June 6, 1969); Politics in America, IV (Washington, D.C.: Congressional Quarterly, Inc.,
1971); Richard M. Scammon, America Votes (Washington, D.C.: Congressional Quarterly, Inc., 1966,
1968, and 1970).

thumastlc because of an Arizona water project he might have a chance to mfluence
Larry King describes Mo Udall's first years in the House:

‘He slowly earned-laurels as a serious legislator and.witty speaker who knew the -
parliamentary backwaters. If perhaps a shade brighter or a touch more ambi-
tious than the average junior, he was not yet atypical: he paid deference to his
elders and kept his institutional nose clean.

When the 1962 elections came ar-ound, Udall was unopposed in the primary, but ran against
Richard G. Burke in the general election. Burke, a conservative Tucson attorney, attacked
Udall in a newspaper story, calling him "a captive of the New Frontier, talking one way in
Arizona and voting another way in Washington, ul3 Udall said later in Arizona, a Sundey mag-
azine of the Arizona Republic: '
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'\I' \

Well, I hear that old story every two years. My opponents traditionally have

made that argument and I answer would they kindly show me just one time where

I have said one thing in Tucson and voted another way in Washington. I've never

yvet had anyone come up with a bill of particulars. "Infact Paihy staff and some of

my colleagues back here think I don't play it safe enough.

" In 1962, when the regular congressional elections came around, Udall was re-elected .
with 58.3 percent of the vote. 15 ‘The second district of Arizona, larger than some states, had
been reduced to five counties: Yuma Pmal lea Santa Cruz, and Cochise, The Arizona
Journal analyzed: ' (reorganization) , coupled with the powe“ful Udall name and the top-heavy
registration advantage gives the Arizona freshman reason for confidence.'

Arizona's statewide Republican tendency is offset somewhat’ by the. second chstrlct'
Democratic leanings. Its largest city, Tucson, hoids nearly half of the second district's total -
population--260, 000 of 556,949 in 1970 Seventy-five percent of the people live in urban areas
such as Tucson, Douglas and Yuma. :

Udall sees his district as compared with the rest of the state as

a little bit different ideologically. Not much, but.a point or two on the scale.

Sam Grossman (Democratic candidate for Senator) beat Paul Fannin (Repub-

lican incumbent) in my congressional district, very narrowly as I recall (a

margin »f 7,200 of the total 127, 000 votes), The University of Arizona, the )
Mexiczn border, a little more enlightened--from my standpoint——constituenc¥,1_ e
the tr'aa-_Aonal Democratlc orientation of tneue places has helped very much 8

Udall is very much a local man; there is his family, long—time area residents, his broth
er, who achieved national prominence, his education locally (he received an LL.B. in 1949 {ro
the University of Arizona), his.career (based mainly in the district), and his stint as a profes-
sional basketball player with the Denver Nuggets ir 1948-49, He only left Arizona tr‘o‘éerve i -
the-U. S. Air Force from 1942 to 1946 in the Pacific. ' o

_ After practicing law with his brother Stewart for three years, Mo was elected prosecut-
ing attorney of Pimna County in 1952. He continued his law practice and wrote a book, Arizona
Law of Evidence (West Publishing Co., 1960) which is required text for all Arizona law student
‘He also wrote various articles on legal subjects, and became vice-pres ldent of the Arizona
State Bar Association in 1961, : :

According to his colleagues and staff, Udall is one of the most ethical members of Con~-
gress, He resigned from the Udall and Udali law {irm upon election to the House in 1961; he
was one qf the first to make a complete disclosure of his assets; 20 and he cosponsored and
fought for creation of the House Committee on Standards of Official Conduct. In a statement in
the Congressional Record, Udall male public his assets as revised for 19 10 and pomted out
how inadequate the financial disclosure forms were: : - :

The disclosure sheet I am filing with the Committee on Standards of Official
Conduct is in two parts, A and B, Part A of my : eport——the only part which
can be seen by the public--is highly mieleading One reading it could discover
only one minor fact about my private interests and dealings; namely, that I own -
stock exceeding $5,000 in value in Catalina Savings & Loan Association of
Tucson. That's all.., The actual value of my Catalina Savings stock is. not
$5, 000; it is $32,000. And, as far as the public is concerned, .it could just as
easily be $30, 000 or $5,000, 000,

Udall also wrote critically of rising campaign costs, the problems they caused and
possible solutions in =a article for Playboy. In it, he attacked the law goveraning elections at
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- 1260 - 1970
o o ® o District District Avg,
- District - Total population 110,315 443,117 :,07g
B » © . . White A A 94.4 91.1 87.5%
FaCtS__ o Negro- - : 3.4 2.8 3.0 11.1%
- Other = - , 89 2.8 6.0 1.4%
“Total foreigh stock 22.9 23.3 16.7 19.0%
Mexico C o ' 12.5 11.7. 6.4 1.0%°
_ Canada : ’ [ N 1.6 1.5 . 8%
All other forelon stock : 9.1 10.0 8..8
Median age 25.6 26.6 26. < 28.3
Median school years 11.4 12.3 12,3 12.2
Civilian labor force 92.8 93.0 . 94, % 96.2%
-Civilian unemployed 5.8 4.1 4.2 4.9%
" Total employed . 139, 819 144,100 614,604 187,926
Professmnal Techmcal‘ NA 26,091 102,152
Clerical = NA - 23,659 105,515
Craftsmen "~ NA 21,336 85,870
Service workers : ~ NA 18, 256 T, TH5
. All other occupations ' ] NA =~ 54,758 246,272
Armed forces/1000 " 11.5 12.9 25.8 14,6
Median family income 85,402 g8, 832 $9, 188 $9433 .
.=+ .+ = ..~ Occupied housing units" 124,184 136,448 539,632 - -
Median value, owner ‘ ' - -
¥ 7 7 _ occupLed ) o $10,700 £15,138 - 816,531 $17,000 .
' /' . , Median monthly rent - 868 2103 116 - €90
- Sources

U. S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census, Congressional District
Data Book: Districts of the 88th Congress (Washington, D. C.: Goevernment
Prmtmg Office, 1963).

U. S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census Congressional District
Data for the 93rd Congress, A Computer Profile, by state and district (SDI‘LDL—
field, Virginia: National Techmcal Information Service, 1972).

that time:

.the Corrupt Practices Act of 1925, isa farce. Despite regular violations
of its letter-and spirit, there has never been a candidate or a political com-
~mittee prosecuted under its provisions.: K
This law, now replaced by the Federal Election Campaign.of 1971, had several large loopholes.
It didn't cover primaries, which in many states are the real fights; it didn't require that candi-
dates report expenditures: of a candidate for Congress Campaign Committee, with the justifica--
tion that the candidate was not responsible for the actions of a committee supporting him; and
it didn't apply to expenses for many “extraneous' items like travel, printing, postage, or tele-

-phones. As Udall said, "This is like telling your wife that her use of the department-store -
charge account is limited to $100 per month except for hats, dresses, fur coats and shoes--on
which there is no limit."

. L N S S
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Udall is a legislator who tries to see both SldeS of issues, This essential fairness is
reflected in his newsletter, sent out monthly to his constituents. Though the postage for the
22,000 copies Udall sends out each month is paid for by the government under the franking priv-
llesze members of Congress are reqmred to pay frr‘ printing costs, in Udall's case this comes
to about $250 per issue, : :

The congressman's staff consider the newsizatters one of the best such publications in
Congress, Dealing with one major issue each time, they are written painstakingly by Udall him-
‘self. 3 They differ from many other-congressional newsletters in that they do not feature lists
or photographs of recent visitors to the office. Instead, Udall gives honest, full, and simple
in-depth treatment to both sides of a variety of questions, including explanations of the workings
of Congress. Ore of his earlier newsletters,”™ in 1963, dealt with the Rules Committee of the
House, and explained:

The Rules Committee has an almost complete power to determine on lmportant
_ issues whether the rest of us .can vote at all.. (emphasis Udall's)"

The newéletter' also criticized the Rules Committee, giving exémples:

In recent years, particularly before its expansion to 15 members, the Rules - S
Committee has flagrantly violated democratic principles, even to the extent
of killing bills which had been passed by BOTH the House and Senate.

The example Udzll gave was HR 10128 (86th Congress), an Gisenhower bill to give federal aid
to states for school construction. He explained, "The committee accomplished this seemin'O'ly
difficult feat wken it refused to send a House-passed bill to confer‘ence to work out dlitexences
(‘between it and the Senate version. )" T

Even in 1963, the date of this newsletter, Udall was citing what he thinks is the greatest
fault with Congress today. ''Congress', he said, "is losing steadily its initiative and its powers
to the Executive... Nearly everyone who studies the workings of Congress (concludes) that its -
archaic, time-consuming procedures, its rigid seniority system and other weaknesses must be
remedied. " ‘ . . .

The shift in power from Congress to the executive branch has been one of Udall's great-
Dst concerns, and he says he is specifically worried about the Executive Office of the President.
A study of the growth in the staff of the kxecutive Office of the President was r‘ecently pr'epar'ed
under Udall's direction for the Committee on Post Office and Civil Service.

The report traces the history of the EOP, beginning with its creation under the Reorgan-
ization Act of 1939. It compares staff sizes, and salaries, when data are available, between
“he administrations from 1955 to 1973. The report states that the President's budget for fiscal .
1473 shows a total of 2,206 permanent EOP positions (excluding Special Projects and Council
on International Economic Pclicy personnel), a 24 percent increase over 1970 positions and a
57 percent increase over 1955 positions. o C - -

Udall is not solely concerned with numbers of employees, however; he charges that the
nine new satellite offices created since 1970 ""have become independent bureaucracies potentially
- duplicating many policy considerations of the existing-cabinet departments and independent
‘agencies." He cites as examples of the "bureaucratization of function' the Domestic Council,
the Mational Security Council, and the Office of Telecommunications Policy. In salaries, the

senort cites increases of 34,45 million annually under the Nixon Administration, as compared
with increases of $1.9 million during the Johnson era. The report charges that high-léevel .
“ungraded" positions are being filled with anonymous high-level policy makers, not subjeetto -
normal Civil Service control. Originally, Udall contends, ungraded positions were restricted
to housekeeping functions in the White House, such as a French chef or a groundskeeper. Under
the Nixon Administration only 21 percent of upgraded employees work in the White House; the
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_ : 25
rest are distributed in office buildings.and other executive guarters, v
In a letter to Thaddeus Duiski, chairman of the House Post Office and Civf‘ %r;ice Com-
lmttee Udall made. lnq own. comments on the study s: conclusions; v»hlch he-found-"ty u.ng" '

It is a sorry, inexcusable record. . It is evidence of the prevailind attitude of -
this administration: sacrifice is demanded of those who can least afford it
whlle the rich and the powerful increase their numbers, peddle their influerc
" and make a mockery of our tre)a()sured ideal of gmernment of the people, fw
the people, and by the people. : ‘

. These are strong words, illustrative of the fact that Udall is not afraid to szy what he
thinks. Back in 1967, he made a speech in Tucson on the Vietnam war, giving a remarkably
lucid.treatment of the involvement of the United States in Southeast Asia. In this cth, later
included in a collection of Representative American Speeches, 1967-68, Udall anrnounced that he
had made a mistake in supporting the President's policy in Vietnam two years ear . and he

: urg,ed that the President make a major policy change. " The speech made nationz! headlines
and stimulated many comments admiring Udall's courage and willingnhess to admit ke had been
wrong, Udall reminisced on the speech in a 1971 article: '

,Obv_ibusly if I were interested in my political future the thing to do was to shut
up, even though I had misgivings, There was hardly a dove to he found in

“"Arizona when I took that position...what I tried to do on the Vietnam war and
a number of other issues (was) to lead out a little bit. I think people expect
leaders to lead. 23

7 Apparently Udall succeeded in ''leading out'" on the Vietnam issue in his district; he has
been re-elected twice since then even though his opponents saw his stand on Vietnam as one of
his main campaign promises. The percentage of votes Udall received in the 19566 and 19G8
elections, in which he ran against the same opponent, went froni 58.8 percent in 1966 to 70.3
‘percent in 1968. (See Table 1)
~ His voting record (See Table 5) reflects his "change of heart! on Vietnam. In 1966, he
voted for a bill to provide $13 billion in supplemental appropriations to the Defense Department,
_-most of which were intended for the continuing support of the Southeast Asia war. In 1970, he
voted in favor of the Cooper-Church amendment to limit presidential authority to concduct mil-
itary operations in Cambodia (actually, 6 motion to instruct House conferees to agree to the
Senate's. Cooper- Church amendment), Udall also voted for niost subsequent atiempts to limit
the war by withholding.funds for it. He did not cast a vote on the motion to table (a:uc¢ kill) a
bill to require the State Department to furnish Congress documents on intelligence, mititary,
and mercenary operatlons in Laos.
Another issue which brought Udall natlonal headlmes was the case of Adam Clzvion Powell,
A great hue and cry arose when it was dlbcmered that Powell had been keeping his wife, Yvette,
- on his payroll while she vacationed in Puerto Rico. 31 ydall offered a compromise beiween ex-
treme positions when he proposed that Powell he-stripped of his chairmanship of the House Ed-
ucation and Labor Committee and at the same time introduced a resolution to allow Powell to
retain his seat in the House, pending an investigation by a select committee. Powell was very
popular with his Harlem constituents, who had elected him for eleven terms, and after the
- - session in the House in front of busloads of angry constituents, he called Udall "a Mormon
racist'', :
Udall saw the Powell case as yet another reason to press certain House reforms. He
outlined three lessons {from the Powell affair in a Felqruary 1967 newsletter: :
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1. A standing committee on standards and conduct is needed.

2. We should have a system of public disclosure of members' outside busi-
ness and financial interests.

3. The seniority system needs revision.

Udall added, '"In my judgment, the Powell case would never have occurred if he had not been
protected all these years by the shield of rigid seniority rule. 133 : .

In 1968, after Nixon had been elected Udall made an active attempt to beom reform on
the issue of leadership in the House of Representatives. He sent out a six-page letter to each
"Dear Democratic Colleague' which came right to the point; its first lines were: "I want you to
know that on January second, my name will: be placed before the Democratic Caucus as a can-

didate for Speaker. 3_':, Udall had telephoned John McCormack the day before, Christmas Eve,
to tell him that he would run against him for Speaker, an action unheard of. As Larry King put
it, "Speaker McCormack had long been criticized for ineffectual leadership, but the House has
‘never been noted for killing its kings.” Few dreamed that anyone might challenge the Old Speak-
er. 1t ) . . .

Udall was not motivated by personal ambition. In the letter to his colleagues, he noted
that there were many other Democrats who might, by virtue of seniority or tradition, have
more claim on the Speakership than himself, a House member for a mere eight years. To this
end, he pledged in his letter:

If on the initial balloting on next Thursday I should prevail, I will treat that vote

not as a decision that I should be Speaker; I will deem it only a vote that a change
is desired. And, at that point I will personally ask the caucus to re-open the o
nominaticz procedure so that other candidates can be considered with me in the

final balloting.

His candidacy was, in effect, a symbolic one; he was a almost certain he could not win
the Speaker's chair, and a \Tew York Times editorinl the day of the ballot seemed to sum up h1s
intentions:

It is much better for House liberals to test their strength openly against the
leadership than'to engage in underground grumbling and dissidence. .. ( Udall's )
progressive convictions make him an authentic spokesman for the younger wien
of his pamy in the House.

Larry King reported that Udall went to the Democratic caucus counting on "a respectable

i votes, the number he mter'pr'eted as honor'ably pledoed " The voting, by secr'et ballot, went
-zzainst hlm 178 to 58, : .

Udall continued w lth his wor'k in the House, compmng an impressive r‘ecor‘d According
o the Congressional Quarterly, he voted either "yea' or 'nay" in 85 percent of the 47S roll call
votes of the 90th Congress (1967-68), and made his position known on 99 per‘cent of the votes,
either by pairing, announcing his stand, or answering a Quacterly poll

He sent out well-informed and thorough newsletters on the electoral college, in which
-he argued for direct elections of the President, on the environment, in.which he talked about
-difficulties with funding for national parks and smog-free automobiles, ‘and a six-part series

called "Preparing for Peace. nsd They were carried religiously by hlS district's newspaper™"

zad did much to bolster Udall's image as an articulate and thoughtful representative of the
district. Arizonans fuming about waste in Corgress were glad they had someone in the House
who was seeking reform, who wanted to get things done, and eliminate foot~dragging procedures.
They appreciated his honesty when he wrote about campaign costs in Playhoy magazine, and de-

tailed how he spent both the taxpayers' and his own money. They read his eight-page newsletter
N .
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on the fwhl over Colov*ado River wa{er with Ca ifornia, the text of an aggressive speech made
to the Town Hall of California in Los Angeles.™ :

The Colorado River speech detailed the long h‘istof‘y of the water needs of 2rizopa as .
they had been frustrated by California, beginning with the compact of 1922, when the fjow of the
Colorado River was divided roughly on a 50-50 basis between the three Lower Basin stz2tes and

the four Upper Basin states. The bill to authorize the Central Arizona Project was originally
introduced in Congress’in 1947, and passed by the Senate in 1950 and 1951. In the House, the
-bill was taken to the Interior Committee, which deferred action on it by a narrow margin.
Arizona filed a Supreme Court suit, ~ The trial lasted from July 14, 1956, fo August 28, 1958,

_ invoked some 340 witnesses, and produced 2 25,000 pages of testimony. Ir 1963, ik= Supreme
Court handed down its decision, substantially upholding Arizona's claim to 2.8 i acre
feet of water and agreeing that Arizona had just as much right to that share of the =iver as
California had to their 4.4 million acre feet. In 1965, the Central Arizona Prcjec: received a
favorable vote in the House Interior Committee, but, according to Udall's newsle , there was
a "secret decision of California's water leaders who helped block that bill' in the House Rules

_Commlttee thus preventing it {rom ever coming to the House floor for a vote. "

-

This issue was used by G. Alfred McGinnis, Udall's opponent in the 1966 and 1968 elec-

tions, who criticized Udall for holdmg out false hopes, and declared, "I am convinced that CAP
will not pass thissssion of Congress, nor the next, nor during any other.session.' McGinnis
was only partly right; the bill was signed into law on September 30, 1965, by President Johnson.
Udall said in a newsletter after the bill was signed: "My days and nights (and many
" Sundays and Holidays) {or the past {ive years--the busiest and most satisfying time of my life--
have been filled with the problems of the big, muddy, Colorado River, w4 gaanns opponent in
_ the 1970 election, Morris Herring, agrees that one of the major benefits Udall had brought to
his district was the Central Arizona Project. ' ’
o Herring adds“that he believes Udall took credit for contra :55 which Hughes Air craft's
plant in Tucson received. Defense is big in Arizona's second disirict; there is an army base
in Douglas (¥t. Huachuca), an Air Force base in Tucson (Davis-3Tonthan), and army proving
grounds in Yuma. Hughes Aircraft builds missiles for the Armed Forces, for which it got
$92.1 million contract in 1970, Forsberg and Gregory have a $5.4 million contract to build
housing units for Davis-Monthan Air Force Base in Tucson. .~ The total federai expenditure in
“the district from the Defense Department during fiscal year 1971 was $348, 9 miliion, or ahout
$625 per person as compared to the national average of $285 per person, "~ To some extent,
the high average can be attributed to the pressure of large industries in an area of low popula-
tion (556,949 in 1970). Co oo R » : :
The only othcr‘ nine-figure federal outlay in the district comes from the Depariment of
Health, Education and Welfare, for $148.S million in 1971. Total share of 1971 federal outlays
for the second district:is $731. 5 million, or about $1, 310 per person as compared with a -
national average of $1,010.°
Udall has been a strong proponent of environmental legislation, even when it adversely
_affécts his district, Though there is copper mining on federal land in the second district,
‘Udall has introduced legislation which would end the wide open mineral exploration zliowed by
an archaic 1872 mining law, written in the spirit of the Gold Rush in California. He doesn't
think the mining reform bill will seriously jeopardize his seat, though he says,

Some hackles have been raised and I think some money will be raised for my
next opponent on this basis., But I think it's interesting to see how far we've
come on environmental awareness and concern, the fact that today some
Arizona guy can propose a 2 11 of this kind and get about as many letters of
praise as of condemnation,’




10

Morris King Udall : Citizens Look at C‘ongress

Writing to your congressman is one thing Udall does his best to encourage; his Septembe
15, 1971 newsletter was titled "Some Suggestions On Writing Your Congressman. " In if, he out
lined lists of do's and don’ts on writing, and said, "On several occasions I can testify that a .
single, thoughtful, factually persuasive letter did change my mind or cause me to initiate a re-
view of a previous judgment." :

~ The newsletter giving these instructions has been very popular according to Udall.
Civic, business, vetéran, and labor organizations have asked him for permission to reprint it
in their publications,.- As with many of his other‘ newsletters, this one was printed in the Arizon
Daily Star,

As chairman of the Postal Service Subcomm1ttee Udall had a major role in the Postal
Reorganization Act. Although the chairman of the full Post Office and €ivil Service Committee,
Thaddeus Dulski, had introduced a bill to reform the Post Office, Udall preferred creatlon of a
corporation and he was supported by the Nixon Administration.

The committee voted, the tally split down the middle, thirteen to thuteen so the victory
went to Dulski's bill. In December 1969, the Administration turned the situation around by con-

verting James Rademacher, president of the 210,000 member National Association of Letter
Carriers (AFL-CiO), largest of the nine national postal unions, to their point of view. "With
the help of orzanized labor and vigorous lobbying by the Administration, the bill cr'eatmrr a postc
service corperation passed the House on June 18, 1970, aft(,r' an 18-month battle in the Post Of-
fice Committee =

Udall i2ink
Postmaster W

ks that the Postal Service' performance has been very go>od, and cominengled
on Blount on his non-partisan role in its founding, with one exception: he thinks

- Blount should have resisted pressure from the White House to select certain flrms to partlclpat:

in the establishment of the Service. !

Udall contended that Peter Flanigan, for merly vice- nr‘e51dent of Dlllon and Reed used
his position as assistant to the President to influence selection of his old firm to underw mt_e the
$250 million bond issue which financed the new Postal Secvice. Udall also believed that pélitica
considerations had been involved in the selection cf President Nixon's old law firm, Mudge, Ros
Guthrie and Alexander, as bond counsel for the transaction. 45 As bond counsel, Mudge, Rose
could charge for their services about one percent of the total value of the bond, or $2.5 million
dollars. : » ‘

The Postal Service subcommittee, chaired by Udall, initiated an investigation into the
matter and concluded that political influence had been ysed in the selection of Dillon and Reed as

bond widerwriters and Mudge, Rose as bond counsel. Udall was quoted in a Wall St. Journal
srticle as demanding that the Postal Service "fire two of its underwriting flr'mq DllL%n and Reex
znd Kidder Peabody, and its bond counsel. .. Mudge, Rose, Guthrie and Alexander." The ticis

ver came about, but Udall keeps close watch on the new corporation. '"Mo has a general
nterest in the Postal Service. He does a very thorough job of overseeing them, -despite having
3 good relationship with them," Udall's aide, Terry Bracy, explained, addmg, "( Udall ) tends
to offer federal agencies voluminous guidance on bills. "
Udall supported the Federal Pay Comparability Act, which provided for federal salaries

commensurate with private salaries for performing similar duties. After it was passed, Udall
" said: I am 90 percent satisfied with the-Act, except for one thing--Nixon's twist which allows

him to delay pay raises." Udall added that one of the benefits of the act was that "we can avoid
the annual pay fight, and the bi-annual rate fight for the Post Office Service, "

Udall sees Nixon's actions in reserving power to delay pay traises das indicative of the
growing power of the executive branch, He lamented Congress® lack of staff to deal with issues
that fall within its jurisdiction. ' ' -
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Voting :
B oY
* atterns o 90th . 91st 92nd
o o Congress Congress Congress
A(LO67T-68Y - (196G9-T0Y - (1971)
THE PRESIDENT SO MEMBER VOTED WITH 79 6o 23
’ % Average Democratic. support 56 51 4T
% Highest Democratic Support .94 - 52 100
¢ MEMBER VOTED AGAINST 7 29 63
% Average Democratic opposition 18 . 33 41
§ % Highest Democratic .opposition 65 62 77
MAJORITY OF % MEMBLER VOTED WITH 31 S &5
DEMOCRATIC PARTY % Average Democratic support 63 58 61
, % Highest Democratic support 100 93 93
¢ MEMBER VOTED AGAINST 5 13 3
& Average Democratic opposition 21 22 24
% Highest Democratic opposition 89 &3 77
BIPARTISAN MAJORITY G MEMBER VOTED WITH ~ 76 82 (3]
o % Average Democratic support 71 70 70
% Highest Democratic support 98 97 96
G MEMBER VOTED AGAINST 8 7 13
% Average Democratic opposition . S 11 14
¢ Highest Democratic opposition 29 35 44
CONSERVATIVE % MEMBER VOTED WITH S 11 5
COALITION % Average Southern Democratic support 65 68 63
S ' % Highest Southern Democratic support 100 38 97
e % Average Northern Democratic support 13 18 22
G Highest Northern Democratic support 83 ST 86
% MEMBER VOTED AGAINST . 80 80 82
% Average Southern Democratic opposition - 22 18 20
- "~ Y% Highest Southern Democcratic oppositicn 94 78 87
% Average Northern Democratic opposition 75 69 67
% Highest Northern Democratic opposition 98 160 100
SOUTHERN DEMOCRATS % MEMBER VOTED WITH 8 11 7
" NORTHERN DEMOCRATS % MEMBER VOTED WITH 32 §2 ié
TOTAL FLOOR VOTES 9% MEMBER VOTED 85 9G 85
' L % Democratic average 84 85 84
% Highest 100 180 100
% Lowest 31 5 20

Sources: Congressional Guarter!y Almanac, 92d Cong., lst Sess., 1971 (Washington, D,C.: Congressional

Quarterly, Inc., 1972), p. 81 - 110:.und Congressional Quarterly Almanac, 91st Cong., Ist Sess., 1969

(Washington, D.C.: Congressional Quarterly, Inc., ‘1970), p. 1037 - 1070.

Bipartisan majority recorded

‘votes are votes on which a majority of voting Democrats and a majority of voting Republicans agreed.
Conservative coalition refers o a voting alliance of Republicans and Southeirn Democrats against the
Northern Democruts in Congress.’
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Responsibility for oversight of the Postal Service is an increasingly difficult
problem, principally because of the lack of understanding of the other mem-
bers of Congress...secondarily, ( there is ) a lack of money to provxde ade-
quate oversight of the $11 billion a year operation, employing 700, 000 people.
It is the second biggest business in this country and yet we have an oversight
staff of three people for it.

Congress has less ability to solve contgmporar‘y problems than it had a generation ago,
Udall says, giving as reasons: "executive encroachment on congressional authority, largely
brought on by the weaknesses of the seniority system and the willingness of._iongr‘es”sional lead~
=rs to depend upon the executive as their principal source of information."

Lack of timely information sources is another serious problem in Concrr‘ess -he says
"We badly need an information retrieval system; it would revolutionize the legislative process."

- Some changes have been made in recent years to reform the House and its procedures.

Most of them occurred, Udall noted, in connection with the Congressional Reform Act of 1970, -

- and on his party's side, in connection with the establishment of the Hansen Committee on Re-
form of the Democratic Caucus. The Hansen Committee recommended the system in which no
member could hold more than one subcommittee chairmanship on a legislative committee, It
also led to adoption of a rule making it feasible to challenge the appointment of committee chair-
men who normally are appointed solely on the basis of seniority.

Open voting by tellers with clerks (recorded teller voting) "has transformed the House
as- an mstLtg ion, I consider it the single most important reform in the last three decades "
Udall said, o

Udall note: that Congress still needs major reforms: the leadership need to worl\ mbre
closely with the czucus in the Democratic party, The Corrupt Practices Act (1925) needs further
reform, and the Speaker and Majority leaders need a larger role as top spokesmen for the
national Democratic party. He would like to see a four-year term for representatives mstead
of the present two years, and a mandatory retirement of age 70, T

Udail feels strongly about congressional ethics. ''We need to end the practice of law by

.members (of Congress) and involvement in outside businesses to the highest extent possible, "
he said. He explained that he was the father of the bill raising cong,ressmnal salaries from-
S22,000 to 330, 000 because he believed that it was necessary to reduce the indebiedness of
congressmen to large donors and to enable them to cope with the semi-official expenses attendant
ugen being a congressman, 5 ' ]

Ratings given Udall by different political pressure groups reveal, to an extent his
iceological orientation. Americans for Democratic Action (ADA) annually rates the "liberal
zuntient” of members of Congress on a scale from 0 to 100. ADA favors social welfare legisla-
tion, voting rights, and reduced defense budgets. It has opposed surtux extension, the House

“n-American Activities Committee, the Haynsworth and Carswell nominations to the Supreme
Court, and the oil-depletion allowance, among other things. On a cumulative scale, using votes
sziected by ADA since 1947, Udall voted "right" 82 percent of the time, 55 ‘

: - Americans for Cohstltutlonal Action (ACA) at the other end of the polit'ical spectrum, '"is

firmly convinced that if a significant number of dedicated and determined « constttutlonal conserva-

tives are elected. . .they will retard , and eventually reverse, the massive movement of our

tion into Socialism and a regimented society."”" On ACA's scale, Udall was rated zero in

270, and his cumulative rating on 253 selected votes since 1957 is five, (See Table 4),

One of the best-established lobbying groups is-the-Committeé on Political Education

{COPE), the political action arm of the AFL-CIO. COPE endorsed Morris Udall in the 1970

bt 10

=iections, despite Udall's 1965 vote to retain the "right-to-work® provision of the ’1‘aft~Hartley -
“Act, which allows states to ban union shops. In the 91st Cougress, COPE rated congressmen B
on their votes on icsues crucial to the labor movenient. Udall voted the right way from labor's
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\ Member's Ratmcr
Interest Group ' (7)

gnterest VI - Americans for Constitutional-Action - » 4 ' : ©1571
”@'E‘Oup : : » _ , _ 5 ) - Cumul;-ltive*
_ Ratﬁﬂgs S Americans for Democratic Action -~ - - 81 - 1971
: ‘ 82 _ Cumulative*
o o © League of Conservation Voters 76 . ’ 1970
American Security Council 44 o - 1969-70
] # Pro # Con
-Friends Committee on National Legislation - 9 2 1971
Chamber of Commerce 2 _ 7. 1969-70
National Associated Businessmen o - 10 ~1969-70
= Committee on Political Education 2 1971
- 4S 7  Cumulative*
- National Farmer's Union o217 1 1969-70
7 11971

“Consumer I'ederation of America (

”Int;élrest :Group:e,

“Americans for Constitutional Action (ACA). A political action organization dedicated to the principles of
"constitutional conservatism' and opposed to socialism and regimentation. Based on 29 votes in the .
House and 24 votes in the Senate in 1971. 955 L'Enfant Plaza S.W., Suite 1000, Washington, D.C. 20024.

Americans for Democratic Action (ADA). A political action organization of 'liberals and the politically
aware" dedicated to international cooperation, economic security and freedom. Based on 37 votes in the
House and 27 votes in the Senate in 1971. 1424 16th St.. N.W,, Washington, D. C. 20036.

League of Conservation Voters (LCV). An organization which compiles information about congressional
votes in cooperation with the Friends of the Earth; both orgamzatlons are dedicated to-the preservziion of
the earth's resources from-exploitation and irreversible damage. Based on 10 votes in the House in 1970
and 17 votes in the Senate from 1955 to 1970. 324 C St., S,E.; Washington, D,C. 20003.

American Security Council (ASC). A coalition of former military leaders, defense industry executives,
and concerned citizens advocating a strong defense posture in order to deter war. Publishes the National
Security Index (NSI). Based on 10 votes in the House and 10 votes in the Senate in 1969-70. 1101 17th St.
N. W., Washington, D.C. : “

Friends Committee on National Legislation (FCNL). A Quaker pacifist group dedicated to the peaceful
resolution of international conflicts., Based on 12 votes in the House and 13 votes in the Senate in 1971.
245 2nd St. N. W., Washington, D.C. 20002,

RO OO oo Ot nCie i Aty




14 Morris King Udall Citizens L.ook at Congress

Chamber of Commerce (CC). A representative of the numerous Chambers of Commerce throughout the
nation composed of oil, construction, retail trade and the entire spectrum of business and industry; an
advocate of a strong economic system, Based on 10 votes in the House and 10 votes in the Senate in
1969-70.. 1615 H St. N. W, , Washington, D,C. 20006, ’

National Associated Businessmen, Inc. (NAB). A coalition of financiers; bankers and businessmen
dedicated to fiscal responsibility and minimal federal spending in government. Based on 12 votes in the
House and 12 votes in the Senate in 1969-70. 1000 Connecticut Ave. Bldg., Washing@n, D.C. 20005

‘Commitizz on Political Education (COPE). A political arm of the largest federation of labor unions in the
AFL-CIO. Based on 12 votes in the House and 12 votes ‘in' the Senate in"1971.° 7815 16th St. N. W
, D.C. 20006. - ; - I

National Farmer's Union (NFU). A coalition of operators of small farms. Based on 30 votes in the thse_
and 31 votes in the Senate in 1969-1970, Suite 1200, 1012 14th St., N,W,, Washington, D.C. 20005,

Consume“ rederatlon of Amsrica (Cf‘A). A group of consumer organizations dedicated to protection of
consumer rights and safety. Based on 8 votes in the House and 7 votes in the Senate in 1971. 1012 14th St:
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20003, S

o
Vi

*Cumulative votes cover at least fifteen years, up to or including 1971 dependmﬂ on leng;th of serv1ce m
Congress.

point of view 49 times, and wrong 7 times. Reflectipg their approval of Udall's attitide tox 'ard
labor, the Avizona chapter of the AFL-CIO contributed 31, 000 to his 1968 campaign. 5‘ )
The National Farmer's Union (NFU), which represents owners of small far ms, rated
Udall 100 percent in 1970. 8 This reflects Udall's concepts of the needs of his district, which
boasts an axerane of 23.49 acres of farmland per person, as compared to a national memoe
of 5.5 acres. : :
The Ripon Somety though its ratings are based on five criteria which it contenda are
“central to the traditions and the rhetoric of the Republican Party," gave Udall a rating of 82
in 1989-70. Both the Ripon Society and Udall favor transfer of power from the executive -
u_'mch to Congress, legal and economic equality of the races, and a free markeot system with
10 subsidies for inefficient business. In contrast, Ripon gave e Representutive Gerald Ford, the
fiouse Republican Leader, a rating of 59.
Udall has received campaign contributions from several "reformist” groups because of
nis mtere:t in reform of House procedures.” The National Committee for an Etfe.ch ve '’ .
Congress, which actively supports campaign snendmo reforms, gave Udall 81, 000 for his 1988
~ campaign. The Detroit-based Committee for Good Government gave him $750. _
Contributors to Udall's campaigns on a local level include such groups as the Colorado”
ver Indian Tribes, who raised $250 in 1968, Doyle D. Willis, board chairman of the Sih
etroleum Asphalt Comoam » gave 5250; Charles Richardson of the Green Valley Development- -
orporation raised $500; Joseph H. Allen, president of \IcGraw Hill Publications and member’
the governing board of Common Cause, gave Udall $250. The American Medical Association
- mtmbuted to both candidates in the second district race, but they give Ldall only $500, while
confributing $10, 000 to Morris Her ring, his opponent.
Of the total of 834, 490 Udall raised for iiis 1968 campaign, $8, 000 came from the
orris K. Udall dmnel fund. The rest of the money was contribuied mostly by private
citizens, businessmen, and groups such as Fducators for Udall, who raised $420. Exceptions
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- President.

Who is the six-foot-six roughhewn
man with the ready grin striding off
the airplane in St. Louis, Madison,
Denver, Salt Lake City, New York,
Phoenix, White Plains, as he seeks
the Democratic presidential nomi-
nation? Is it a senator? a powerful
governor? a general? a major na-
tional figure?

No.

Who is it, then?

A congressman from . the small

¥ western state of Arizona, a divorced
d Mormon, in favor of voluntary zero

population growth, a man beaten
out for Speaker and Majority
Leader of the House: Morris Udall.
The man whose major legislation on
land” use has just been defealed Is
someone kidding?

No one is kidding. “The country
is definitely looking for new faces,”
Senate Majority Leader Mike Mans-
field said recently. He had long
been urging his friend Edward Ken-
nedy to withdraw, as he - subse-
quently did. Commenting on Demo-
cratic hopefuls, Mansfield remarked
*. . . Mo Udall, a congressman, is a

man of promise, integrity and intel: -

ligence.”

Senator Barry Goldwater, not
normally a Udall fan, believes:
“Udall might well be the answer to
the Democrats’ troubles in finding a
presidential candidate -with a new
face.” (Udall’s sardonic response:
“Look how well we Democrats did
the last time an Arizonian.ran for
the presidency.”)

This is not to say that Udall has
arrived on stage to nothing but
cheers. Congressional leader Wayne
Hays of Ohio, a fellow Democrat

“noted for tart observations who had

opposed Udall's efforts at campaign
spending reform, remarks, “l have

as much chance of being King of

England as Udall does of being
His record in the House
is spotty. The Post Office bill {which
made the Post Office semi-private]
he elbowed through turned out a
farce and a disaster. As a human
being, he is a very attractive guy.
But as a political strategist, he
leaves a great deal to be desired.”
Bernie Sisk, a senior Democratic
congressman from California who
has-also crossed swords with Udall,
believes: “He is trying for a middle-
of-the-road image. A working rela-

tionship with Middle America. But 1~

have the feeling that some of . his
posilions are not 100 acceplable
there.”

Three major forces ‘propel. the
Udall candidacy:. Udall himself; the
fear of many Democrats that the
party will destroy itseif in yet an-
other left versus right shoot-out, -giv-
ing the White House to the Re-
publicans for another four years:
and a new power rivalry between
the House and the Senate.

Udall's ostensible reason tor run-
ning. the cover for his campaign. is

that he was asked to test his

chances by twenty-nine Democratic '

congressmen. They were not just the
usual’ petition signers, but rather a
solid cross section of the middle
management -of the House: men
who, while not yet senior enough to
chair commitiees, run important
subcommittees. They included
Henry Reuss of Wisconsin, Thomas
Ashley of Ohio, Frank Thompson of
New Jersey, and Otis Pike of New
York. In their petition to him last
May, these congressmen wrote:
“Barely twenty-six months from

convention time the public is pre-

sented with a short exclusive list of
‘leading - contenders.! Almost every
name on that list is a U.S. Sena-
tor. . . . We think it is important to
look in other places including the
House. - Historically the House—
more than any other place—has pro-

duced broadly acceptable, unifying

leaders.

Republican Congressman Law-
rence Hogan of the House Judiciary
Committee put it more succinctly
after the televised impeachment
hearings: “Everybody 1s used to

- seeing those clowns from the Senate

on TV. The House operates with
real dignity.” Udall himself states:
“There is great resentment in the
House over the way senators’ views
get priority.” The leading senatorial
hopefuls he calls “self-anointed can-
didates.”

Like so much of politics, perhaps
too much, the statement urging
Udall to run came about mostly by
chance.
Reuss and Obey, both Wisconsin
liberals, were standing together on
the floor of the House. Obey was. la-
menting the factionalism in’ the
Democratic party, and what then
seemed to him to loom as “the pos-
sibility of a Kennedy-Jackson shoot-
out in which everyone will get
hurt.” Reuss agreed. Both men fell
to talking about the lack of good
candidates and the Senate monop-
oly on media attention.

“If we could just get someone like
Udall to run .’ began Obey.
“Let’s ask him,” said Reuss. They
walked over to Udall and asked.

Udall mentioned his star-crossed
political record (defeated in the
1970 House leadership contest). and
habit of backing unsuccessful candi-
dates (Stevenson. Robert Kennedy.
Muskie. a mayor of Tucson who is
now an insurance salesman). and
suggested they look elsewhere. He

finally agreed that if they could get

10 percent of the House Democrats

to ask him to run, he would. Reuss -

and Obey contacted friends.. and
within a week were back with a
carefully constructed list. Udall was
off. “"When I first went out on the
road 1 was a bit embarrassed. 1
wasn’t sure anyone would show up
for the press-conferences.”
He can be sardemic
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Last spring Congressmen .

- ously.”

~ his elder brother Stewart.

about his

campaign. At an evening. airg
press conference in Salt Lake (
in July, facing three reporters :
two television crews plus a sn
deputation . of Demaocratic  off
holders, he suid. deadpin. ~It's gr

<10 be in North Panguich again ¢

sce all you pcuple—Thula “wher
am, isn't it?

“If you all would like 10 kn
about’ my campaign. | can ref
that neither Fritz or Teddy
Scoop has resigned in my fa
Muyor Daley has vet to call
corporation has tried to corr
me—though my wife is thinking
installing a phone in the bathro
so she can talk to reporters.’

Humor is an integral part of ¢
Udall argument or speech: he u
anecdote and wit to convir
people, a technique he learned a
counly prosecuter in Arizona. A
he admires Lincoln for his conscic
political use of the storvtelling te
nigue.

But the humor also raises qu
tions about the serivusness and
fectiveness of Udall's cundida
Stevenson got a lot of laughs, |
oo few votes. “Mo has a wonder,
irreverent, and lively. mind.” s
former LBJ White House: coun
Harry McPherson, now chairman
the Domestic Affairs Task Force
the Democratic National Co
“but he takes almost
much of an-insouciant view tow:
politics. Can he incant “We must
forward together again® for the t
hundredth time without laughing’

“How much does Udall want
presidency?” asks Congressm
Jonathan Bingham of New Yc
one of the-twenty-nine urging |
to run. “A man has to be sing
minded almost to the point of
sanity to run for President.”

Udall knows these criticisms, ¢
faces them: “1 am not [Euge
McCarthy,” he told a group of «
lege Democrats in Salt Lake. ] |
to win.” Later he compared him:
to George McGovern. “The big
ference between me and McGove
He got beat. 1 want to win.”

Larry King. the Texas writer v
knows Udall as well as anybo
remarks: “He pokes a liwle fun
himselt because he is self-conscic
But he is a man of real ambiti
When he runs. he takes himself s
“One of the things we
doing in this phase of the c:
puign.” says. Terrv Bracv. Ud:
administrative assistant and de. tu
campaign manager. “is. finding
how much Morris Udall wants
presidency.”

“He always was ambitious.” s
who h
the same congressional seat bef
becoming first - JFRK's. and
LBI's.” Secretary of the Inter
“Anything [ wunted to do. he wo
try and do better. And he usu
did, oo, He ts a better congressn
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than | was.” The two brothers are
close: “as close as Jack and Bobby™
is the example they both pick.

Both brothers admit to a great
deal of sibling rivalry as they grew
up in St Johns, Arizona, on a fam-
~ily farm. “Roats.™ or seif-knowledge,
is an 1mportant theme with Udall,
who believes he gained from grow-

ing up poor-in an isolated environ- -

ment. He does not romanticize the
problems. At the age of six. playing
with a rope .and. knile, he was cut in
the eve. The wound festered. “One
of the reasons I lost my eye was be-
cause there was no good doctor in
town.”

Udall played professional. basket-
ball for the Denver Nuggels to put
himself through University of Ari-

zona law school. One time, a fan at .

court side was riding him -unmerci-
fully. Finally the fan velled. “And
what’s more vou're a lying s.o.b. No
man can play ball with one eye”

Udall wrenched his glass eye from

its 'socket and thrust 1t at the heck-
ler. “You try seeing with the son-of-
a-bitch.”

After World War II. the brolhers

practiced law together. In the tradi- -

tion of ambitious small-towners,
they. turned to politics to give their
energies broader outlet. Stewart re-
members that he ran for Congress
because his interests were broad and
national, while Mo was interested in

the Jaw and ran for judge. Mo re-

members that he was set 1o run for
Congress but his wife didn’t want to
go to Washington, so he talked
Stewart into running for Congress
while he ran for judge.

Mo was defeated that time
around for judge. Four years later
he was set 10 run for his retiring fa-
ther’s seat on the Siate Supreme
Court when his father dropped dead
and the Republican governor ap-
pointed a Republican Udall, Mo’s
uncle. to fill the chair. *I couldn’t
run against my uncle, whom [ liked.

I resigned myself to being an Ari-

zona lawver. Then Stewart moved

into the Cabinet and | ran success-

fully for his seat {in 1961]. You

can’t plan ahead too much in poli-

1ics.”
In 1966, a Udall cousin made a
survev of the grandchildren of Mo’s
grandfather. David "“King” Udall,
" the ploneer who settled St Johns.
He wrote: “David Udall’s direct de-
scendants in addition to the Wash-
ington. Udalls include: 8 lawvers, 2
law students. 7 doctors. 2 med stu-
dents, 4 Mavors, -1 City Manager, 5
Judges. 1 Medical School professor,
5 Harvard graduates, and to my
" knowledge not a single millionaire.”
They run hard. these Mormon Ken-
nedys.
In Congress. Udall was a$signed
o a lesser committee. Interior and

Insular Aﬁdnrs but there Iuck hdS
worked for him. .That commitiee

. handies land use and energy, two of
suddenty

Udall’s special concerns,
much in the public eye. His land
usc bill (defeated by five votes) and

his strip mine regulation bill (which-

passed) haven’t made his' name a
household word, but they have built

him a. following among planners..

and environmentalists. ‘“He has
done pretty damn well to move so
much legislation,” says Congress-
man Richard Bolling, Rules Com-
mittee power and author of . House
Out ‘of Control.

However, Udall’s concentration
on what he calls ‘the “three E’s,”
economics, energy, and environ-
ment, plus political reform, are also
part of his problem. “I.can’t be too
serious about his candidacy,” says
one of his twenty-nine sponsors.
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“Does he have great expertise on
foreign policy? Well, he can find the
Middle East if it’s a different color
on the map. And health, housing,
the plight of the city, he hasn’t done

‘much there.”

Like all freshman congressmen
Udall bumbled and stumbled trying
to learn. From his frustrations came
the first political move that set him
apart. The next term he organized a
school that taught the ropes so the
newcomers would not have to grope

~as he had. Congressman Jonathan

Bingham, a new kid at the time, re-
members, “Udall was always avail-
able to help me, no matter what my
problem or what time.” From this
school came a batch of political
friends and IOU’s plus his first

" book, The Job of the Congressman,

still the bible for new members.

In 1969, Udall made a more con-
troversial move. A relatlive new-
comer with only eight years senior-

‘ity, he decided to run against John

McCormack, the seventy-seven-year-
old Massachusetts patriarch who
had entered Congress when Udall

‘was six, for McCormack’s job as
-Speaker of the House. “When I

came to Congress,” Udall told
friends, "Republicans had the old
faces. Now it is the other way
around.” He made the race on prin-

ciple, but ever the politician, he

thought he had a respectable eighty-
one votes. In the secret ballot he
ended up badly beaten, 178 to 58.
If being in Congress teaches a man
nothing else. the saying goes, it
teaches a man to count.

But in 1970, Mo Udall mis-
calculated apain. He didn’t run
against Arizona Republican Senator
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Paul Fannin, who was seeking. a
second term, judging that Fannin
was popular and unbeatable. (In
fact, Fannin won only narrowly,
against a political newcomer.) In-
stead, Udall ran for the number two
spot in the House, Majority Leader.
By then McCormack had retired—
partly because of a scandal, partly
because of age and pressure from
younger ‘members like those who
supported Udall’s challenge to him
the previous year. Carl Albert, the
Majority Leader, was set to move
up to Speaker. Udall, along with
some reporters, thought he had the
voles to beat Hale Boggs of Louisi-
ana for Majority Leader. But two
forces tipped the scale against him.
His fight against McCormack two
years before had effended most of
the House elders. And Boggs, through
his seat on the Ways and Means
Committee, could wheel and deal
with one of the Committee’s powers,
that of assigning members to
committees.

“l had it figured wrong, all
wrong,” Udall told me, involuntarily
slapping his hand against. his thigh
at the pain of the remembered de- -
feat. He figured he had 90 to 100
first-ballot votes; -Boggs, around 70.
But Boggs finished first, with 95 to
Udall’s 69. Other candidates
dropped out, and by the second bal-
lot Boggs had won, 140 to 88. Udali
adds with a smile that about a hun-
dred congressmen later told him
privately, “We were with you to the
end, Mo.”

Looking back, Udall realizes that
he didn’t nail down his votes hard
enough. He was content with verbal

-assurances of support, rather than .

pressing for unequivocal com-
mitments. The episode left open the .
question, “How tough is Mo?” And
in a House of egos, how many ene-
mies has he made as he forced him- -
self forward? “Mo can be very
pushy. He wants to be Mr. Issue,”
says a senior congressman who likes
him. “He can tend to denigrate the
abilities of others whom he may see
as tilling the same vineyard. He has
a basketball player’s elbows.”

As he waged his political battles,
Udall’s first marriage, like so many
in Washington, dissolved ‘in 1966,
After three years of bachelorhood,
he ‘married Ella Royston, a forth-
right person. She had worked for
the House Post Office Committee
for eight years, and understands,
even if she does not always appreci-
ate, the demands of politics.

By now, four vears have passed .
since Udall's last leadership batile.
Some: of the congressmen urging
him to run now supported Boggs
then. Perhaps what one learns in
Congress is not how to count, but
how to remove knives gracefully

from one’s body. The common Q
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theme those backing Udall mention
is his character. “It’s not so much
what Mo has done or hasn’t done;
it's what he is,” says Bingham. “In
an emergency he is the man you

would choose to lead you,” -says

James Symington of Missouri.

To call on Udall is to realize the
advantage of running a campaign,
or non-campaign, from the Senate

just in terms of office space. The.

sign on the door of the small office
in the Longworth building says
UDALL LEGISLATIVE STAFF. Inside
the partitioned mini-space, the pul-
sating disorder appears more like
some frenetic TV director’s dream
of a campaign headquarters than an
actual functioning . organization:
piles of yet to be opened mail,
phones ringing too often for the
small staff to keep up with them,
calendars with three different speak-
ing engagements penciled in for the
same day and time, with question
marks after each.

This is as it should be, reports
Terry Bracy, a veteran of the
Muskie and McGovern campaigns.
“The staff should grow out of the
candidate, not the other way
around. You don’t want to get
trapped in an organization like
McGovern, where you can convince
yourself of anything.” Bracy, thirty-
two, a lean, intense man from St
Louis, refers to himself as “young
but seasoned.” Around Bracy swirl
four or five other members of
Udall’s staff (or of the staft’ of the
Environmental Subcommittee of the
House), working part-time on issues,
contacts, and speeches.

For a time, Udall was the con-

gressional leader in the fight to keep .

postal rate increases from doing
mortal damage to periodicals with
small and medium-sized circula-
tions. In the course of the fight he
became friendly with several pub-
lishers of such magazines. In New
York. Norman Cousins of Saturday
Review/ World is arranging for
groups of his friends to meet. Udall.
Fund raising, that dirty but neces-
sary chore. is handled by another
magazine publisher. Robert Myers
of the New Republic. Myers' effort
began in the second week- of July,
in California, Arizona, and New

York. He is certain he will have no.

trouble in raising the funds for
travel, research, and advance to
keep Udall going through the first
of the year. “when the major deci-
sion must be made.

The smalt size of the staff and .its
informality don’t seem to impair -ef-
ficiency on the road. On a two-day.

- three-night swing through Denver,

Salt Lake City. Phoenix. and White
Plains. New York, each visit. while

lacking the detailed advance work

and imposing entourage of the old.

Kennedy or Rockefeller campaigns.
proceeded with at least the order
one encounters in traveling with
Jackson or Mondale: local. political
leaders out at the airport: private
talks with other political powers in
a hotel room later; press confer-
ences and a radio or TV tlk show
at each stop: a list of the necessary
phone calls to make; phones and
hotel rooms ready.

“Jean, as you know I'm here in
Salt Lake and heard you were in
the hospital. How are you doing?”
he asks Jean Westwood, Democratic
National Committee chairwoman
during the McGovern campaign.
Earlier. there is breakfast with
Utah’s Senator Frank Moss. then a
speech to the Salt Luke County
Democratic Convention, lunch with
the state chairman. a TV show. a
radio show with telephoned ques-
tions, a talk with the governor. and
finally a hotel room meeting with
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the younger Democrats and sludcm
‘leaders. )

Not tull Udall arrives in White
Plains, where the details have been
left to the staff of former Congress-
man Dick Ottinger. who is trying a

_political comeback. does the routine

break down. No place for Udall to
change. no press conference, no TV
or radio coverage. no opportunity to
meet the political leaders: when he
finally wangles a room, Udall pours
himself a drink of Scotch from a
mouthwash bottle.

Earlier in the day. in his Salt -

Lake City hotel room.-a group of
younger Democratic leaders asked
him what he thought his major
handicaps were. Udall replied that.
first. he .was in wrong with orga-
nized labor. because he had voted
for the right-to-work law. The voters
of his district were for such a law
eight to one. and he felt on that is-
sue he had 1o represent them. He
also feh that campaign reform.
which he has pushed in the House.

had made him unpopular with some

of the party protessionals. He was
from a small state. He could be at-
tacked as being unfamiliar with ur-
ban problems. though-he felt ltand
use planning mduded urban prob-
lems. And the fact that he was a di-
vorced Mormon could hurt him.
too. : : o

Then why was he running?

“You have a sick apple tree. The
extreme liberal sees that tree and
says: ‘Let’s cut’it down and plant a
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new one.” The conservative vells.

‘Leave that fine old tree alone. |
guess the Udall position 1s. Let’s
prune away some of the dead
branches because the tree is basically

still strong and with help will grow.” ™

On the flight east—all serious polit--
ical questioning seems to be done on
airplanes these days—I sav: “Many of
your friends, and I mean réal friends.
think your problem may turn out to
be vour own toughness.”

I talked that over with Muskie.”
Udall answers. Along with the late

 Robert F. Kennedy. Muskie. be-

cause of his pioneer batties for the
environment, is one of Udall's
heroes. “We agree, it’s a question of
balance. One of the reasons 1 am
out here s to find out how much I
can take. And getting used to four

-or five hours’ sleep. . . .- 1 would

really like to return the presidency
to the people. To have a President

-who could stroll around Washing-
‘ton. Put on a backpack and walk

through the national parks. . ... 1~
think a man. who has roots doesn’t
have 10 act tough @il the time. . . "
For now. the. first constituency
Morris Udall will have to convince
that-he is “a viable presidential can-
didate™ is the Washington press.
Here he has a problem. The press is
profoundly traditionalist: it tends to
play tollow-the-leader. The press
has come to believe that Presidents
rise from- the Senate, or mavbe from
gubernatorial mansions. but House
members? Even though Gerald
Ford is before their eyes. it's hard
for correspondents to take congress-
men seriously: there are so many of
them. some not more than mediocre
bv any standard. and some less.
However, for Udall. the times
could be worse. The thoughtful
press is concerned that it missed the
strength  first of Gene McCarthy.

~ then four years later of McGovern:

wrote off Nixon after his California
defeat for governor: and was slow
to grasp-the dimensions of the Viet-
nam. war. Also, being human. the
press likes to be entertained as it
works. With his mix of issues and
wit. Udall makes good copy or a
lively TV show.

Its ten in the evening at \\ hite
Plains. Udull has been going since a
political breakfast in Phoenix at
6:15. Three hundred and fitty Dem-
ocrats. at a fund raiser for Oi-
tinger’s comebuck try. are on their
feet cheering. But there are a few
negatives: He shouldn’t have 1old so
many jokes. People gather round
him. telling him he looks like Lin-

' coln, giving him their cards. It vou
go. Mr. Udall, call me.” [

Arthur H‘.ldlc}’. a Washington )

- Iree-luncer, is covering the pre-
T convention campaigns ot all the

Demeoecratic candidates,



Udall solicits

auto workers’
votes In bar

By Joseph D. Rice
On payday the workers at the nearhy Ford
and Chevrolet plants sometimes stop at Klein's
Bar and Restaurant at 15275 Brookpark Rd..
Brook Park, to cash their checks and toss down
a shot and a beer.

Last night, after pavday the bar had an
unexpected visitor in Rep. Morris K. Udall, D-
Ariz., who is running for the Democratic nomi-
nation for president and is arduovsly purchasing
blue-collar votes in Ohio's June 8 presidential
primary. » v

Udall, accompanied by a number of news-
men and Secrel Service-agents, went through
the bar with Bill .J. Casstevens, Region 2 direc-
tor of the United Auto Workers, shaking haunds
and promising union members they would have
a friend in the White House if he wins.

Udall promised that he would lead the fight
to vepeal pighi-to-work iaws if he is elected-
“I've been against right-to-work all 9

ife,” Udall said.
Later. Udall told newsmen that he expects
to make Jiminy Carter’s stand on right-to-work

) . ) Rep. Morris K. Udall, D-Ariz., buys a round of
a key issue in Ohio. ) drinks for a crowd of auto workers at a Brook Park
The former Georgia governor and. also a ' tavern. He had a beer himseif. it cost him %3¢,
Democratic candidaie told the Ohio AFL-CIO
convention in Cincinnati yesterday he would
sign, as president, a bili repeaiing right-to-work
laws. However, Carter, has not indicated he
would actively seek repeal.
Udall himself voted against right-to-work
while in Congress. He has said he personally
tavors repeal bui promised Arizona voters he
wonld akide by their wishes. The voters there
in several elections. voted for right-to-work
laws.
Casstevens said his office already has mail-
ed out 170,000 pieces ol literaiure supporting
Udall. Casstevens and Joseph L. Tomasi. the
UAW director in Toledo. are running as Udall
delegates. Ray Ross, the UAW director in
Columbus, is a Carier delegale. Leonard Wood-
cock, national UAW president. has endorsed
Carter. )
Despite Woodcock's endorsement. Casste-
vens said local UAW leaders will be “working
their butts off” for Udaii.



REP. UDALL ON GUN CONTROL

The principal federal Gun Control law on the books is the

Gun Control Act of 1968, which had originated as House Bill 17735.
It was passed in its final form by the Senate on Oct. §, Xy 1968,
and by the House on Oct. 10, 1968,

Rep. Udall voted YES, supporting President Johnson's position.

In proceedings leading to final perfection of the bill as
passed, Rep. Udall had the following @ roll-call votes on record:

Udall votesd AGAINST an amendment exempting shotguns, rifles,
aml .22 calibre ammunition from restrictions on the sale of
ammunition. The amendment was adopted, contrary to Peesident
Johnson's position.

Udall voted FOR an amendment setting mandatory prison sentences
for persons using hand guns during the commission of a federal
fgelony. Amendment adopted. President Jihnson supported it.

Udall voted FOR an amendment permitting the National Board =R
for the Promotion of Rifle Practice to ship guns through the
mails to clubs participating in the civilian marksmanship
program. It passed, against President Johnson's position.

Rep. Udall voted for the passage of the main bill, as amended,
On Oct. 10, 1968, (Page 2886, Congressional Quarterly Weekly
Report, issue of October 18, 1968.)

Adoption of the final version, which was a conference report,

was by 160-129. (Reoublicans 63 to 62; Democrats 97 to 67.)

It banned most interstate shipments of firearms amd ammunition

to individuals ard g out offstate purchases by individuals,

providing stiff penalties for illegal possession or use of a

firearm during the commission of a federal felony, and prohibited

the sale of firearms or ammunition to certain classes of persons.
Commert by CQ.: "Although HR 17735 did not include pro-

vision for licensing of gun owners and registration of firearms,

which Presidast Johnson had requested, it was nonetheless g much

stronger measure than had been considered pos51ble at the begin-
imrgof the year."

Since the 1968 act there has beenAZﬁsignificant egislative

moves to change the federal regulations on flrearms, in 1975
there were efforts in the Benate +to amend it in varibus ways.Al-
though . the Benate passed a bill by Senator McClure (R-Idaho)

onfthe subject, when it reached the House it did not make the
calendar.

Perhaps the most current position of Rep. Udall that seems
available is attributed to a campaign statement by him by the

Congressional Quarterly of 4pril 3, 1976, page 792. Zerox copy
is attached, showing the position also of other candidates.

F R



___

PAGE 792—April 3, 1976

Polities® 13

Following are the views of major presidential can- -

didates on the kind of gun control legislation, if any, they
favor:

Gerald R. Ford

Ford summed up his position.on gun control in his Jan.
19 State of the Union address. “The way to cut down on the
criminal use of guns is not to take guns away from the law-
abiding citizen,” he said, “but to impose mandatory
sentences for crimes in which a gun is used, make it harder

to obtain cheap guns for criminal purposes, and concentrate :

gun control enforcement in big crime areas.’ :

Ford outlined specific gun control proposals several
months earlier, in his June 19, 1975, crime message. These
proposals subsequently were included July 22 in the ad-
ministration’s gun control bill.

Ford would ban the importation and domestic
manufacture, assembly and sale of Saturday night specials;
require a waiting period between purchase and acquisition
of a gun to allow the dealer to check ‘the buyer’s iden-
tification; require a buyer to purchase guns personally;
tighten requirements for obtaining a dealer’s license; and re-
quire mandatory sentences for first offenders convicted of
using a gun while committing a crime.

Ronald Reagan

“I am opposed to legislation which would make it dif-
ficult, if not impossible, for the law-abiding to own hand
guns or rifles,” Reagan said in a campaign statement: “I
don’t believe that such legislation is going to keep the
criminal from having a gun.”

Instead of favoring legislation banning guns, Reagan
points to a California law which adds five to 15 years to a
criminal sentence if the person convicted was found to have
had a gun in his possession. *Gun control legislation of this
sort is aimed at discouraging would-be criminals, not in-
fringing on the constrtutlonal rights of the law abiding to
keep and bear arms,” added Reagan.

Jimmy Carter

“I favor registration of handguns, a ban on the sale of
cheap handguns, reasonable licensing provisions including a
waiting period and prohibition of ownership by anyone con-
victed of a crime involving a gun and by those not mentally
competent,” said Carter in a campaign statement. He has
not endorsed any of the specific proposals before Congress.

Frank Church

“This is a field that should be reserved to regulation by
state and local governments,” said Church in a campaign
statement. ““‘Crime conditions vary greatly from state to
state. Therefore, each state should be free to deal with its
own crrme problem in its own way.’

...To tell the people of my state that the federal
government may step in and force them to be fmgerprmted
and examined by the police before they may own a gun is
simply to ask for open defiance,” added Church.

Church is opposed to all forms of federal control.

Fred R. Harris

“I support a ban on the private use of handguns—with -

a specral exemption for collectors and target clubs,” Harris
said in a campaign statement. “Over 10,000 Amencans a
year are killed by handguns,” he added. “Most violent

* say McCarthy sees severe constitutional problems in the-
* banning of private ownership of handguns.

icluding registration of all guns with re-registration when :
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crimes are committed with handguns, and statistics show
that the private citizen who buys a handgun for protection is
far more likely to use it on a friend or family member in a
moment of sudden anger than a criminal.”

Henry M. Jackson

“Persons who possess guns for legitimate purposes,
such as sportsmen and collectors, should not be un-
necessarily burdened with restrictions aimed at preventing .
criminal activity,” said Jackson in a campaign statement,

Jackson has voted -against banning the private -
ownership of handguns or requiring: registration of all
firearms. He has supported measures which prohibit the-
manufacture or sale of Saturday night specrals

Rather than ban the handgun, “we must improve ou
efforts in the area of criminal justice to get criminals off the-
streets and to deter the use of force and violence,” continued
Jackson. Accordingly, he has voted for requiring longer
prison terms for those convicted of committing felonies*
where firearms are involved. He has also supported: stricter.
licensing of firearms dealers and banning mail order shrp ’
ment of firearms across state lines.

Morris K. Udall

“With millions of handguns already in private hands :
there is cause to doubt whether mandatory registration and\
licensing measures would significantly affect the crime
rate,” said Udall in a campaign statement. ‘“But we should
outlaw the sale of Saturday night specials—guns with no’
purpose except killing people. We should close the loophole
in the 1968 Act (PL 90-351) that allows parts for cheap guns :
to be imported and assembled here.” )

“We should enforce the law which prohibits convrcted ‘
felons from owning guns by requiring a waiting period dur- -
ing which sellers check with the police before turning overa - -
weapon,” Udall added. “We should impose stiff penalties
for gun related crimes, and we should encourage the states
to experiment with measures to control criminal use of-
handguna wrthout denymg them to hunters and targe
shooters... :

George Wallace

“Gun control laws take the guns away from the law.
abiding citizens and the criminals have them anyway,”
Wallace in a campaign statement. He is opposed to gun con- :
trol laws. “I believe our citizens are entitled to retain thei
constitutional rights to keep and bear arms. I w111 advocate ;
such a policy as President,” he added.

Eugene McCarthy

“The Second Amendment provides that ‘the rrght of
the people to keep and bear arms shall not be infringed:” In
my judgment, this means that some gun-control proposals .
raise constitutional questions which should be resolved by
the courts,” said McCarthy in a campaign statement. Aides -

McCarthy advocates several gun control measures, in--

ownership changes; laws forbidding sale to persons under-
18, to the mentally unstable, and those with felony records
record-keeping requirements for those who sell heavy-am-
munition; and heavy penalties for carrymg a concealed?
weapon. )
—By Carol J: Ot
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o | ' . Where the Candidates ¢ tand on Israel

WASHINGTON (Special) — At a recent conference
sponsored here be the Union of American Hebrew Con-
gregatiuns, Democratic Presidential hopefuls all voiced -
unequivocal support for Israel, but showed ditferences
under gquestioning..

Former Governor Jimmy Carter believes “*Palestinian
people’ are a nation entitled to a separate state but predi-
cated on recognition of Israel.

Former Scnator Fred Harris emphasized opposition to
arms sales to the Arabi, He rged the Administration

with weak oppusl i ab movs at the UN.
elieves larael should

take rlsks tm‘ M er concessions on the

“Israel's caplml is mopportunn and should wait for an
overal} settlement.

3 Governor George Wallace helieves peace in the Mid-

G dle East can best be won through a balance of puu er with

: , the U.S. playing the role of moderator.

o T )._‘ ~ Senator Henry Jackson said Americans should de-

‘nounce PLO for its war against Lebanese Christians. He

hailed Israel as an outpost of freedom and said its conflict

with the Arabs was “another manifestation of the struggle

bctwetn America and the Soviet Union.
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Udall stresses
| "@@amm%@ﬂ«ﬁmg
y negotiation

By JOSEPH POLAKOFF

WASHINGTON— Rep. Morris K. Udall

(D. Ariz.) who has announced himself us a
liberal candidate for the Democratic nomina-
tion for president in 1976 said Sunday that he
would favor any Middle Eust agreement that
has secure borders for Israel and some
promise of stability and peace in that region.
Appearing on the ‘“lssues and Answers”

television program, Udall said “we arc poing .
to support Isracl,” when asked about (he

quaitity of conventional weapons the United
States is producing and Israel's requirements.
Udall also said that obviously the concern of
the Palestine Liberution Organization and the
refugees have got to be addressed and that he
was prepared to negotiate with anybody to
bring peace in the Middle Fast. )
Asked which way he would opt if he had to
decide between supporting Israel or oil
supplies, Udall replied: “The squeeze will be
on at sdme point undoubtedly. I hope

Secretary Kissinger's eifort bears fruit in the-

Middle East. We have got to grope tow:ird a
setclement there, but 1 don’t think che
American people, haviag brought Iscact into
being, having guaranteed its existence, are
gojng to stand by and in terms of our owa
+ sconomic well Being, let that little nation be

pushed into the seu. I am against it. [ think~

‘the American pecplc are against it. When it
comes to that, we ace going 1o make the right
choice.” .

Asked if he thought the U.S. should
pressure lIsrael to negatiate now with the

- < R
. ¥
-

PLO, Udall, replicd he was not going to |
second guess Kissinger. “These-are deiicate
negotiations and they are under way,” he -
added. ‘

“Udall said further that “any agreement
that has sccure borders, that has soine
promise of stabiiity and peace in that region, |
am for.” . .

..
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“‘Unnecessary pressure placed on Esme!l’

-
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Rep. Udall ready to see mﬁaﬁ: f

-—-—amﬁ do most of the mﬁkmg

By JUDY SIEGEL
Jerusalem Post Reporter

- Arizona Congressman Morris K.
Udall — the first of eight Democ-
rata to throw his hat into the
1978 presidential ring — is ready
to et terrorist chieftain Yasser
Aratat. Yet unlike most of his
colleagues who have done so, the
ﬁrO-Israel Jegislator. asserts that

e would do most of the talking.

“It would be an intellectual chai-
lenge for me to talk to him,” said
the two-metre-tall candidate, ‘“‘and
to try to find out what makes pco-
ple so impressed with him. But I'd
tell him that he's wrong to sanction
terrorist attacks, which ave repre-
hensible in civilized nations.”

Mr. Udall was jnterviewed by

The Jerusalem Post this week on

his first visit to Israel. “I have a
fairly large and influentlal Jewish
community in my district (in Tuc-
son, Arizona), and they have been
urging me to go to Israel to learn
aboyt {t first-hand.” He added that
the Middle East problem would be
an important issue in the American
election campaign next year. (How-
ever, in all the 16 pages of cam-
paign material and press clippings
Congressman Udall handed me there
was no mention of Israel, either pro
© or gon.)

The Demagratic congressman said
that many of his colleagues in the
Senate and House of Representa.
tives were chafing under the some-
what ‘heavy-handed and autocra.
tic’ methods ‘of President Ford and
Secretary of State Kissinger. “Henry
is superb at negotiating In a shut.
tle situation and bringing people

“Israel should take

Morris Udall..
risks.”

¢

together, but he has a passion for
secrecy and holding all the cards,
and that doesn’t work well in a de-
mocratic country where one party
controls the presidency and one the
legislature.” Udall concurred with
the notion of Kissinger as ‘‘someone
who bends over backwards towards
the Arahs because he is a Jew and
who considers himself a grand ar-
chitect of a new world order.”
The 53-year-old congressman
doubted ‘“that Kissinger will be
the Sccretary of State in a second
Ford Administration,” adding, with
the determination of a hard-running
candidate, *if there is a second
Ford Administration." :

Udail asserted that unnecessary
pressure had been placed on Israel
to make concessions in the last fow
months. “What ‘to do i3 your deci-

sion to make, and Amerlca ahould
support Israel's position.” Still, he
thought Israel should take riska in
an intérim settlement in Sinai he-

cause “there are risks also in Mot -
reaching an agreement. I think an .

accord is possible, but all this offi-
cial aptimism sometimes gets me
nervous."

Asked why he would like to be
U.S. president, the seclf-styleq *li-
beral or progressive” . said that
America was 8ceing the "“near si-
multaneous end of severat’'eras —
of Vietnam, the Cold War meata-
lity, U.S. over-extension of military

- power, and an imperial presidency.”

Since the potential for change was
Bo great, he would like ta take a
part in it

President Ford “has not” written

off the Jewish vote in the next elec- .

tion,” said Udall. He discounted the
fear among some Jewish Jeaders
that the post-Watergate reforms on
campaign spending (which he him-
self worked hard to push through
the House) would dilute Jewish fi-
nancial and voting influence in
1976. “It will reduce larger single
contributions and put mota empha-
sis on the press, -success in otgani-
zation and amount of volunteering
on bchalf of the candidates. But the
reforms will cut both waya; it will
also reduce the influence of Repub-
lican big businessmen.”

“Mo"” Udall and his wife fecl
comrortable in Israel on their first
visit. ‘“After all,”” he explained,
“Arizona is at the same ldtitude as
Israel; has roughly the same cli.
mate, land and water shortage prob.
lems. 1t even has the same kipd of
olive treea.”




’¢ £1t1ed to a separate state but predicated on recognition aof Israel,
;fﬂe fhdvged ‘the, Administracion~wiel) weak opposition to Arab moves at the UN,
 .1ay,gz} her conrp§519ns qgﬁphﬁ “table, He thinks U. S, recagnitian naw of Jarusalem .
: 8§ IsgeQE;or Lloyd Bentsen opted for an "evenhanded" policy and criticized ;ha N
. %L, t

;througb a Balaug; of power with the U, S. playing the role of moderator, .

“Lebaqeﬁa Chrlgtians. He ha11ed Israel as ap outpost of freedom and said its eep-

to begin the negotiating ‘process in whatever forum can be arranged,"

_ Ferspesiive

1HH Pnhhshed by the Zionist Organization of - Amenca

“Washington, D. C. - February 1976

EAcAanDATES STAND: At Uniop of American Hebrew Cangregation aponanrad"ﬂ
'cq fgri pee, January 21 and 22, Democratic Presidential hopefula all voiced Hn-

1vo #l support for Israel, but showed differepces under queationing, . -
‘Pormer Governor Jimmy Carter believes "Palestinian people" are a nat*gn'anv

Eb[ger Senator Fred Harris emph351zed apposition to arms sales ta Fhﬂ Agﬂhg,.

Representative M5rris: Gdal eljeves Israel should take visks far peace and'

ael's capi@ﬂf‘?ﬁ"fﬁopportune and should wait for an overall settlement,. -

ﬁe n;;wzioniat resolution and recognizing '"terrorists" (he did nat mention ELQ)
_gyernoraGeorge Wallace believes peace in the Middle East can best be wan -

Seviator Henry. Jackson said Americans should denounce PLO for jts war againa: ‘":Wcif}f

fliet with the érabs was "another manifestation of the struggle between Ameriga
and the Soviet Unlon "

PENNSYLVANIA,AVENUE POLITICS: 1In a presidential election year, White Houae watehers - qf"}c
are speculating that budget cut of % billion in 1977 aid for Israel] was deliberately

~disclosed in advance ‘of Rabin visit. (HA'ARETZ reported it .on January 15,) 8enate

Fareign Relations Committee, however, cancelled the cut when Senators Case and .
Humphrey added $556.25 million in milltary ¢375) and economic (§181.23) aid ¢o 1976
bill to cover trapsitional FY quarter.

Pressure on ]srael to make dramatic peace concession, possibly with Jordan, is
not unlikely. On January 14, referrlng to planned veto of UN resolution an PLQ,
Seeretayy Kissinger said U, S. would "make efforts, when this debate is conqluded

QANGR@§§IONAL INITIATIVES: Provisions ta control and reduce U. §, role aakwqud'a
chief salesman of arms, especially to nations denying human rights, drafted hy
Senatora Humphrey and Case, arc included in current Senate foreign military aid

- bilL:/ In the House,Representative Pierre S. dubont, of Delaware, recommended can-

.tro]l ‘'of arms sale to Persian Culf states.

/8, Rea. 351, introduced by conservative Sepnator Dewey Bartlett of Oklahama,
with.coaponsors Bellmon, Fannin, Laxalt, Thurmond, Eastland and Daomenici, pravides
for curbs to halt "international terrorist activities. It alsa calls far sancs

: ¢Lona against nations that provide asylum and aid to terrorlsts,‘

i THE CASH BOMB: Huge Arab petrodollar deposits in U. S. banks and the pOtential
" catastrophe 1f they were suddenly to be withdrawn or otherwise used as an ecanomie

ueapon to svay American foreign policy are causing Congress serjous concern, Kuwait

- ZIONISM IS A BADGE OF HONOR IR
WEARIT WITH Pnlnr-'l

el I R IR




Morris K. Udalli(l; Ariz.).Voting__Record~1970-74 UPﬂLL FILE

- This material is taken from the ansressional Quarterly Almé%ggg
for the period. 1973 and 1974 (the 93rd Congress) were examined
very closely; 1970 and 1971 less so, 1972 did not turn up anything
of interest., The 1975 Almanac is not.yet published, /€ wissed mos7 ‘7§
: Note: CQ‘poll’ ‘for or against -- CQ sendSquestionnaires to all ¥¢77s.
Members at the time of each recess so that fiay missing votes can
be recorded,  There is therefore ampde time to adjust or change
a position according to how the political winds are blowing,

% X
1970 -- District of Columbia Court Reform and Crime Bill., A very
controversial bill requested by the Nixon Administration. Provisions
included elimination of jury trials for juveniles, no-knock search .
arrest and entry, eéxtended wiretapping; and most controversial --
judges were given preventive detention powers for up to 60 days.
House pmpe passage farch 19: Udall yes; liberals (most of the members
of the Democratic Study Group) voted no. Conference report, passage
July 15 Udall yes; liberals (Lowenstein, Ottinger, Culver, Thompson (N,J.)
against, In the Senate debate Sam Ervln had led a fight to drop
the no-knock ptOVlslons; they stayed in the bill however,

Organized Crime Control Act of 1970 -- S 30 was the McClellan blll

" strongly supported by the Nixon Administration. It provided for 36-

month grand juries in high crime areas; detention of recalcitrant

, witnesses for up to 18 months; changes in perjury and evidence rules

Emanuel Cellar called the bill "represslvaﬂ'the ABA said S 30 contained -

"the seeds of official repression." 1t was thought that the bill was

~ rushed through in an election year, House passage Oct, 7 Udall yesss
Lowenstein, Bingham, Chisholm Phil Burton, Eckhardt, Gonzalez, Carl

E Stokes against, o

Gun Control. 1970 Amendments which exempted «22 caliber ammo from the
record-keeping provisions of the 1968 Gun Control Act, Sen. Kennedy
strongly opposed, Rep. Jonatham Bingham of N.Y, called the amendment
“the first weakening of the 1968 law,” Judiciary Chairman Cellar
opposed the amendment, Udall yess liberals opposed, Qce . 21

97; Sugar Act Extension -- An amendment taking away South Africa's
quota (June 10) because of its apartheid policies, Udall voted "
for the amendment with the rest of the liberals, It was refected, .
. House passage of Sugar bill; Udall voted yes; Chisholm, Abzug, Badlllo

- voted against,

Nuclear testlns -= Public Works and AEC Approprlations for FY 1972,
Patsy Mink amendment barring underground nuclear test planned for
Amchitka Island, Alaska on grounds that there was environmental danger
and the test would jeopardize the current arms talks, Vote July 29
Udall nos liberals yes . S

;273 -=- Abortion: Legal'Servlces Corp. bill to transfer Oeo legal
services to an independent agency. Two nearly identical amendments
prohibiting poverty lawyers from aiding women to get abortions or to
from forcing a hospital or doctor to participate in an abortion if

it was against their policy or convictions. Abzug in debate said this
‘had the effect of making it harder for poor women to get abortlons.
Udall voted June 21 for both amendments,’ Liberals against,



2 - Udall voting record

Internal Secury Committee Funding (formerly House Unamerican Acttvities
Committee) A bill to authorize $475,000 in expenses for lst session
Udall March 22 voted yes; Liberals (Culver, Abzug, Holtzman) against
(SEE also 1974) :

Wage Price Conttols -- A group of nine amendments to a bill authorizing
Nixon to move into Phase 111 of his control plan . The House. leadership
put up a substitute bill aimed at showing no confidence in Nixon's
economic policy., The amendments reflected the leadership position
and were concerned with various means of rolling back price increases
and rent hikes to dates earlier in the year, The bill was heavily
lobbied by labor and other interests, Udall voted no to all the
anti-Nixon amendments except for one which ordered the Cost of Living -
Council to hold hearings before issuing an order reducing wages,

-The liberals voted yes. Udall also voted for the final weak bill

and for the conference report. April te.

- Handica ged -- Transportation Appropriations June 20 -- amendment

to add g mil, to the bills for research and development to -
alleviate problems of the handicapped on mass transit systems, Udall

voted nos liberals (Sarbannes, Cuerr,N.Y. group) voted yes, :

Nuclear underground explosions (Project Plowshare) Public wbtks and
AEC appropriati --' Teno Roncalio Amendment to delete $3,.8 mil, for
"Plowshare -~ sdagggram of underground nuclear losions to release
natural gas. ll voted noj; liberals yes,June 28,

Nuclear emissions -~ AEC Authorization FY 1974 Podell (N.Y.) amendment

, allowing states to establish standards for nuclear plant emissions
stronger than the standards of the federal government, June 25

- Udall noj liberals (N.Y. and California groups) yes., ,

Cotton - Farm Program Extension. July 16 Bergland (minn, ) amendment
to strike c neﬁfgvéiions (these included a $20,000 limit per farm
on subsidie iﬁimo e effect of restoring the standards of the 1958
bill which were nore favorable to‘big cotton;aegdall‘voted yes;
liberals no.

* July 19 -- Conte (mass,) amendment to restore the cotton provisions
above except for $3 mil to Cotton .Inc, a promotional. and reasearch .
group run by the industry, Udall voted no; liberals yess, -

Sept, 13 -- Agricultural Amemgmmmti Appropriations - Conte amend-
ment again -- limiting subsidies to $20,000 and to bar payment for
cotton acreage allotments after Dec, 21. Udall nos liberals yes

o Troop Cuts -- Defense procurement authorization July 13 Dellums (Cal.)
amendment to "reduce troops abroad" by 322,000 and set a cfldling of
300,000 after FY 1974 Udall voted noj liberals (NY group, Sarbannes)

voted es .

Y on $‘7‘f billeom. appropriatn
Defense Appropriations -- acceptance of conference report, Talcott
motion to recommit (and kill) the bill after several attenpts during
floor debate on passage had falled to cut the dollar amounts in the
"bill, Udall No on recommital; liberals yes, On acceptance of the
conference report (completing Consressional action) Udall yes; libs no.

Dee 20,1973

-
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3 - Udall VOtins Record)

Coal -- National Energy Emergency Act - amendment to exclude the
coal industry from the provisions in the bill restricting windfall
profite. Dec, 13 Udall yes; libs (N.Y. and Calif,. groups) no.

Alaskan Pipeline, -- A bill authorizing work to begin and waiving
certain rules relating to the pipe passing across federal land,
Passage Udall yes, Hardcore liberals, - Who ‘had been fighting the bill
down to the wire voted no. u,usf 2.

. Public Broadcasting (fair employment practices issue) -- Amendment to
withold grants for construction of new facilities until recipient :
~is found in compliance with FEPC rules, Rejected 189-190 (July 20)

Udall nos libs _yes, Note one vote margin.,

8an Carlos Mineral Strip (compensation for grazing rights) Sept.lr
Attempt to pass a bill requiring the federal government to purchase

‘private property on tye San Carlos strip in Arizona; bill included

a vision, strongly criticized, compensating ranchers for loss
of grazing rights on 200,000 acres of the strip., Because of controversy
bill failed to pass. Udall voted for; liberals against,. Later the

compensation provision was dropped and the bill. passed.cw“ 197¢
X 1974 X

Internal Security Committee Funding -- April 1 vote on authorization of |
$475,000 for expenses of the Committee (formerly HUAC) for FY 1975 :
Udall yess liberals no -- a classic liberal issue.

Pollution -- Passage (May 1) of a bill authnrizing the- nmm-mmnn

relaxation of several air pollution standard regulations and to require
the Federal Energy Administration to collect information on the natiorls

" Energy resources, Udall yes; libs no. Udall had voted with the lib-

erals on ecarlier amendments to drop or weaken auto emission controls

-except in certain heavy jollution areas. -

4

Rent assistance -~ Housing anlLCommunity Development (June 20)
Amendment to exclude increases in Social Security benefits after June
1974 in computing income. eligibility for public and federally

. subsidized housing and the amount of required rent for.such housing.

(Had the effect of ensuring that o0ld people wouldn't be thrown out on
the street if their social security checks increased on the gost of
living escalator) Udall voted no; liberals yes.

Cotton -- Agricultural Appropriations -- Conte (Mass,) amendment to
delete $3 mil in subsidies for Cotton, Inc -- a promotional and
research group. Uda11 recorded in CQ poll No: liberala.voted yes
June 21. 1974

Freedom of Govt, information - Asricultural Appropriations (June 21)
Eckhardt (Tex.) amendment to delete provisions requiring the

FIC to use data acquired -in the line of business for atatistical pur-
poses only and to prohibit public disclosure of data other th in
aggregate form, Udall recorded in CQ poll No; liberals (inclu

Moss of California) yes, _

¢



-4 Udall Voting Record -

CIA Funds -- Continutng Appropriations FY 1975 (Sept. 24 )
Holtzman (N.Y.) amendment to prohibit any fumds in the bill from being

- th used by the CIA to undermine or destabilize any. foreign government.
Udall Nos Liberals yes. : .

Broadcast ‘Licenses - May 1 A bill. extending the term of a broadcast
license from 3 to 5 years and requiring broadcasters to follow certain
rules to- determine the interests of their audiences / . Udall voted

yes on the bill and on an earlier amendment inserting the 3-5 year
increase provision in the bill. Liberals voted no both cases.
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In Pittsburgh on April 7,Udall accused Carter of practicing "the
politics of racial division" and of making "thlnly veiled hlnts of
racial division" :

. In'Philadelphia on April 9, he said Carter's "comments and choice
of words® are revealing of basic attitudes". S - '

In an interview with the editors of The Washington Post published

on April 17, Udall said of Carter's "ethnic purity"’statement,

"It says to me that when the chips are down, if I'm a black person
or a Jew, I would wonder where he was really going to be". (This

was elght days after Carter retracted the statement)

" On May 14, udall's ‘campaign manager Paul Tully said of the Michigan
campaign, "We'll get most of the Jewish vote. Jews know what Carter
meant by ethnic purity"

On April 5, Udall said he was "concerned by the arrogance as well

as the harshness" of Carter's remarks, calling them’unflttlng
someone who preaches love and Chrlstlanlty"-

Uhoeepid oo Sr€/7¢



SO | It £ no more Nx._ﬁiqg guy fgt Hg Ud;n nm: with .Hmy (:atterwon the Tun and the
»:cmcial !)hio prim.ary lnmius 1eae than tm Heeks atray o T S L

. In a tsctical--s‘\ift that hmr evnlved sim:e hia supriaingly clmte secrmd plac& R
- f ish in Wichigan: nine days ago, Udall ie going on’ the offensive i attacking ‘Certer head—m: i
(in’s new media campaign aimed at capitalizing? oni: voter. unemiﬂess sver tb,e frontrmmcr 8

: fuzsinees" on. tbe ismuu.:‘ Sl ) S Ce o :

) " No 1onger 'uill th-o Adma nmxat conceatmte pt:ﬁmu’ilav:on"explaining his own
‘-poaitions ‘on issves to the. ‘votera.  ‘The setbacks Cartes has ‘suffared in the leéat two weaks have
z::ennvinned Uda.ll that__h t? ;11‘52 tG capitsnm ofi his ;eppmi@t' :gzwing wlmability-

: U&all's cmp&.igu ataEf in Hashingtm scheduled & pxess-_- conference tqdqy to \mveil :
868 tougb new radic spote that will be put on: tha sirf’;mnw :l:;;om-a = the jme of tlu:
"Atims Demm:rat a laat maja shmeﬂavn _agains '4_the forse Gaotaia gavemor.__ : S
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Obviously Ca.rter does contnve to give a ht
2 tle to each side on most ma]or controversies
"He.does fuzz-up the issues. To the .exten
' they:can’ get away ‘with it, so do almost-al!
lpohtxc1ans But ‘the campalgn process wil

?

R --port a constxtutxonal amendment outlawmg 1t.. !
sen. Henry M Jackson rummatmg on hlSﬂ;‘He sipports’ the nght of evéry' ‘American—.

ldmstrous loss to-Jimmy Carter in the Penn: ““black, . white “or, purplé-to- Hive where *he :

N sylvmatgnlyma?, told nglv;smeen that it'sa ad chooses. But ‘his adrninistration would not:try’
‘| commen a candidate can ‘win. the 4, presl up the "ethnic character" of neigh-** fores him to become more and more specific
i Democratic presidential nox'r'unatxon by fuzz-. borhoodsasa deliberate govemment policy " The *question is whether hxs populan{);c;f/'il
|ing:the 1ssrlres b_{’ bemg the _oné thh the b‘g' “If elected, the  Georglan promises in- his . hold up as this happens.’. *
gest sm‘]e‘ s e o rlchest Southern drawl to name at’ Yeast one’ S T regam ‘the ‘White House for the Demo
1 The Washmgton Democrat was rel’lectmg black American to his, cablnet and others to 3 ’erats a candidate must win back ‘the disaf-
‘| the’ pohtxcal cliche .of the primary season— the federal courts.” : i
that Carter is a Dixie snake-oil salesman whq'.' He supports- common-srte plckehng legrsla-‘
' ‘steadfastly avoids takmg a stand on the im-- ,tlon—strongly favored by organized “labor;
‘portant Issues facing the cormtry but vetoed by President Ford. He wouild sxgn

i+ Carter would prpbably be the first to adrmt_ *a bill ‘repealing state "right-to-work" laws;,
B that he is not primarily running an issues-or- which ‘prohibit ‘making union thembership 2 ““without dnvmg away the partys afﬂuenl
jented campaign. He ‘talks less about specific ;- condition of ‘employment, but W°‘ﬂfi not’ le?u ", liberals and intellectuals.
{ programs: than “about .honor, . integrity and,’3 crusade for its enactment,’; SN That is"a tall order: But. in the pnmanec
love—and ;the . place . they~ sshould -have in Carter promises’ trghter defense budget—
government. It i is ‘probably | true tll;at n}riost of = — -
the people. who voted for him in New Hamp-
: lshrre, Florida, Mllinois and Pennsylvania had
only the foggiest of notions as.to- what he from people who consider themselves conser-
would do if elected President. : | . spec1f1cally, he would kill the B project—' . "vative-and from people who cons:der them
But close study of his’ rémarks reveals that but gives no aid and comfort to those who ~ : selves liberal or moderate. -
ames Earl Carter Jr. has been taking some- imagine’that savings Would ‘be large ‘enough = ° His' broad-based support could fall apart, of
thing of a bum rap. He has talked a lot more.. to ‘finance - otherwrée unaffordable socxal course, as his views on'the issues become bét-
about the: ‘issties than his critics allege. And spendmg programs. " RN . ter known, or if he fails to live down the re-
jon most “issues,’ mterestmgly) enough, he- -+ On foreign affairs, he agrees w1th practxcal-‘ putatxon of being a man who is on both sides
comes through as, pretty much your standard ly everybody else that "detente must be more - of every issue. There is the further questlo'l
Democrat. - ‘reciprocal,” but rejects the "strident and belli. f whether the ‘American people, who proved
1 elected, the 51_ ear-ol d Georglan <avs he--- “cose voices of those Whd would have. therr,' n 1960 that a Catholic could be elected Pres-
uld take awa taJ;r breaks that make {t At ‘country retirn‘to the days of the cold war."’ -ident, are ready for a Southern. Baptist wh-
:"0 tive £ ul)t tional fiors to Jo..- He says the: United ‘States must treat Third, " ‘talks unabashedly about getting 6n his knee
c‘:t: “lgntgragd ‘{)‘;33&1 demt)hgo{l?u‘t%?lssmte:h “World- countries ‘with respeci-~but; that any o Jesus Christ. .~ -
I o bl i s i e e, 1 b ol ser L of ngv, v, G g 0 ok
ngs i -
l:;?; uﬁ;“g’:“;‘nsgeOé:mgg::‘;g‘;seurﬁg‘&ﬁﬁcg‘f “with accordingly. #2255 858 - v S 2 cent Gallup Poll indicated that he would de-
h L ble . of - working, but “£:-On"taxes,! Carter would end the double tax- . feat President Ford by 6%. And the name. of
5 E?uldv 1?1 zll‘feecrtotelcla%ge srgall mmo rgrty of tion' é)f corpobr;ate -profits ‘and’ drvxdends—a i the game, after all; mwctorymNovember‘
: ‘goal  dearly - beloved: \by busmessmen—but
.o | chiselers to geta 1°b or starve ’.j would tax<cdpital gains.more heavily ‘and !
T 'f'i Carter’ ;favors ut"ederal revenuei;hanng, but- gertllerally crack down' on tax shelters for the
#1would" bypass the states and distiibute the - _ric EREAS SR T
money only to. local governments He sup- - "The’ Georglan would ° worry more about* un- :
ports ‘degriminalization of marijuaria and pas- employment than inflation—but would' rely
g sage o{ the equal nghts amendment for wom- ‘more on stimulation of jobs in the private sec- ;
en.! ;. 2 .- Z.i'tor than upon using government as the ern-'.
v The -fm'rner nuclear submarme ofﬁcer ' ployer of last resort. . . d
lwould ‘not “grant amneésty to. Vietnam draft.fé' Finally,as a central plank-in lus platform, 3
|evaders, but would go along :with ‘pardons— . Carter promiises not "smaller government but :
| the distinction being that the country should”.: more-efficient govemment ‘He 'vows to con-
< forgive the’ transgressors. but not. pretend " solidate "more than’ 1,900 overlapping; ‘un-..
,'they did nothing wrong. - . coordinated' and - ‘wasteful ‘federal - agenmes"
L. L Carter - ‘condemns rabortlon ak "morally'- into ‘about 200 more-efflment ones. He prom-
I lqung“ but.would not’ support a constitution- rsgs ‘to promote a zero-base budgetmg system'
‘lal amendment: “to -overturn :'court. ruhngs,;_ ‘under which. the worth of government pro-;
! which leave the-decision up to the individual ;,; grams would be. regularly and systematxc’ally_._p
',' involved Srrmlarly,l he: opposes mandatory .‘reevaluated. [

| J l,"-.".

-,'plam ‘middle Amencans who voted for Rich
ard'M, .eron or George C. Wallace in the las!
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""Udall Dropping 'Nice Guy' Image in Battling Carter
Martha Angle
Washington Star Staff Writer

Its no more Mr. Nice Guy for Udall not with Jimmy Carter on
the run and the crucial Ohio primary looming less than two weeks™
away.

In a tactical shift that has evolved since his surprising close
finish in Michigan nine days ago Udall is going on the offensive
attacking Carter head on in a new Media campaign aimed at
capitalising on voter uneasiness over the frontrunners "fuzziness"
on the issues. No longer will the Ariz. Democrat concentrate on
primarily explaining his own .positions on .issues to the voters.

The setback Carter has suffered in the last two weeks have convinced
Udall that it's time to capltallze on his opponents gruelling vul-
nerability. Udall's campaign staff in Washington scheduled a

press conference today to unveil some new tough radio spots

that will put on the air in Ohio tomorrow, the scene of the Arizona's
Democrat last major showdown against the former Geargia Governor.

An equally new television spot is in the works and Udall himself
took to the tube last night for a five minute speech directly
attacking Carter which was broadcast nationwide on CBS. "Who

is Jimmy Carter". Udall asked at last nights, address, "What

does he believe?  You have a right to ask those questions just as
you have the right to ask them of me, that is what this campalgn

is all about and that is why this campaign is not over.'

Udall's strategists are convinced that Carter's close squeak in Mich-
igan and losses to Frank Church and Brown's Nebraska, Maryland,
Idaho, and Nevada demonstrate the shine off the Georgia peach.
Voters are increasingly aware of and disturbed by Carters evasive-
ness on some issues and outright shifts on others, Udall's managers
beleive. In Michigan Udall for the first time used an "attack"

Ads on television an animated cartoon portraying an alternatively
smiling and serious Carter while an announcers voiee counted the ev-
asiveness of the Georgian's statements on a series issues. This
commercial proved extremely effective and will be used again in
Ohio. Along with a new spot with a similar theme. According to
John Gabrisi, director of the Udall campaign a poll taken in Ohio

a week end before the Michigan primary shows support for Carter in
the Toledo area, where voters had been seeing Detroit TV. programming
including the "two face" commercial was running twenty points below
Carter's strength statewide. The Udall campaign is budgeted at
100,000 dollars for radio and television advertising, and there is
room for expansion, with Udall making only a "very miminal" effort
in New Jersey and California which will also be holding primaries

on June 8, The Ohio primary offers the Arizonia Congressman his last
51gn1f1cant chance to prove he can come in number 1. Udall is also
compamgnlng in S. Dakota but the state is too small to carry any
welght The radio spots played for reporters at this mornings press



were produced by Joseph White and associates, a small Washington

firm, that had previously worked for Udall in Congressjional

campaigns. Two of the three do not even mention Carter by name.

Both open with noisy Calliope music; one evokes the o0ld Carnival -
"shell game" while the other talks of the "circus bandwagon" of
yesteryear and the political "bandwagon" of today. A third spot

opens by asking "Do you know where Jimmy Carter stands on the issues

of oil company monopolies? Are you sure Jimmy Carter knews:-where

he stands?" All three are so-called "voice over" spots. Where the
candidate himself is not heard but the only voice of an announcer
speaking above the background music. The "shell ame" and "band-
‘'wagon" spots are specially pointed "unmistakebly negative" or

"attack" ads as they are known in the trade. White defended the

spots saying "Michigan showed that Carter's one real weakness is his
fuzziness on the issues. Wefe past trying to hammer that end.""

By noting that Carter is not even mentioned in the spgts, White 'said,
"If the voters react by thinking, "Jimmy Carter", when they hear these
spots it indicates the impression already in their minds. So if Carter
comptains-atschis prdblemchot ours." Gabrisi said, "Udall has the new
spots, just cleared as he approved the "two-faces" TV commeraial

which proved so effective in Michigan.®"The candidate, Gabrisi admitted
was initially "hesitant" about the method of attacking Carter for

his evaseiveness about issues but not about the theme itself.

We made sure the ads contain nothing he hasn't said before himself,
during the campaign, and nothing that hasn't been thoroughly documented,
Gabrisi said, The Udall campaign director conceded the new advertising
is unlikely to sit well with Carter saying "We know he is kind of

upst with us." ' '
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It is better to be underestimated
than to be overestimated.

David King Udall
1851-1938

By BEN MacNITT
Star Political Writer

Morris Udall stayed at campaign
headquarters long after the result
was known — until 3 a.m. ““Until the
last soldier fell,” Tom Chandler
recalled.

That was September of 1954 and
the 32-year-old lawyer had just lost,
been trounced is more like it, in the
Democratic primary for Superior

Court judge. The lanky 6’5" young

man, who was serving his last few
months as county attorney, got up
and with his wife Pat, 28, went to the
car to drive home.

Neither of them said much. On
the way Udall saw a city garbage
loader parked off the side of the
road. He turned to Pat. ““Shall we?”
he asked. She nodded.

In the car’s trunk were packets of
“Udall for Superior Court” leaflets.
The leaflets hit the bottom of the
empty bin with a hollow metal
thump.

Udall does not take losing easily.
He certainly had not expected to lose
that particular election. His whole
life has been based on competing, on

being right, on excelling, on winning.

If he had won that election he proba-

bly would not be running for the
Presidency of the United States to-.
day.

St. Johns, Anzona — “The land
that God forgot.” It’s like Plymouth
without the ocean. Rocks grow from
the ground, pushed up a little more

joined in signing a petition to Presi-
dent Cleveland asking for a pardon.
Additional evidence, which was not
allowed in the courtroom, proved
Udall told the truth when testifying

for a friend in a land homesteading

case.

He was convicted and began serv-
ing his sentence on Aug. 10, 1885.

On Dec. 2 he was transferred to
Detroit. “While in prison I have been
reading Shakespeare and reading the

newspapers and studying geogra-.

phy,” he wrote. ;
On Dec. 12 Cleveland signed the

pardon which admitted a miscar-

riage of justice in Udall’s conviction.

For most of her married life Ida
Udall, David Udall’s other wife, lived
in exile from her husband to avoid
prosecution.

“My grandfather went to Arizona,
was persecuted because of his reli-
gion, went to jail because of his reli-
gion, was denied opportunities. I
deeply understand these things,”
Morris King Udall says. ,

David Udall returned to St. Johns |

— *I was fired with carrying out the

‘work of redeeming the desert.” Life.
was difficult but the community

persisted. The irrigation dam was

built and” washed out, rebuilt and
washed out again, rebuilt once more, -

washed away again and rebuilt.

David Udall fathered 18 children,
including Morris’ father Levi.

David became president of the St. '

John'’s stake, later a Patriarch of the
church, president of the Arizona
Temple in Mesa and served one term
in the Arizona Territorial Legisia-
ture. Lorenzo Hubbell, one of those
who signed the petition in 1880 telling
the Mormons to keep their wagons
packed, became a life long friend.
Udall admonished his kin, “Be good
to the ground. It is holy. It is origin,

possession, sustenance and destiny.” -

‘naments - basketball,

knife that he’d gotten for Christ-
mas,” Overson said, “and he said
he’d hold the string up and I'd cut it.
So I was cutting, and naturally the
wrong direction, up instead of down,
and it cut through the string and
went up and hit him 1n the corner of
the eye.”

Treated with hot compresses the
wound became infected and the
child, after several days, was taken
to a doctor in Phoenix. Within hours
Morris’ right eye was removed.

If he was a one-eyed lanky kid he
was also fun to be around, had a
good sense of humor, an early gift

, for organizing things and was a kid

who was always busy doing some-
thing. That’s how friends remember

. him.

There were muskrats to trap in
the tall grass in the swampy portion
of the farm behind the Udall house.
You could send off to get the fixings

for root beer and one time Morris -

and Charlie Anderson mixed up a
batch of the stuff in an earthen

crock. “I put it under my bed and it

blew up, 'bout blew me out of bed,”
Udall said.

Then there were the rodeos and
the plays and the trails and the tour-
football,
track, baseball, even golf on a.course
where pebbles served for a green.

The rodeos were something to do
and also helped keep the kids in
pocket - change. During the summer
the kids rounded up an assortment of
calves and horses and the Udall cor-
ral became a rodeo grounds. Morris
was ring announcer and rode the not-
so-wild calves. To enter an event you
had to pay a few cents to make up
the purse for the winners. Lemonade
was sold for one cent a glass and the
admission price for the parents was
one or two cents.

Louise Lee helped the kids put.on

plays in the converted Udall play- -

house garage. She provided cos-

tumes and made a curtain for the

count and divided it evenly. He nev-
er did short anybody.”

Whether it was pocket change
from a rodeo, or later in life helping
to form a bank and a savings and
loan association, Udall has consis-
tently shown an acute sense of keep-
ing himself solvent. Not rich, but

“solvent.

" The trait has more to it than
pecuniary interest. It goes to the

teachings of the church and to the -

life in St. Johns in the late ’30s.

Richard Greer grew up with the
Udalls and is now a Superior Court
Judge in Apache County. He de-
scribed it: “We all feel that way. We
don’t waste. We don’t waste food, we
don’t waste clothing, we don’t waste
anything. The land, as it was devel-
oped by our grandfathers, was a dif-
ficult land to subdue. We had to dam
off the Little Colorado River above
town. We had to build roads with
teams and scrapers. We built the
early houses out of logs and mud.

Everything we did was difficult. The

people worked 12 hours a day, six
days a week. As [ say, it was a harsh
land. When we were growing up we

had only one pair of shoes, maybe if

you were lucky you’d get some Sun-
day shoes. People would raise gar-

- dens and they would put fruit and

vegetables in cans and can them for
the winter. Kill a beef and make
jerky out of it because you couldn’t
preserve it. It was just a difficult
land. I think it creates in people a
desire for thrift. I think Mo and
Stewart are stingy as hell. I've never
been able to understand, ‘Well,

. they’re wild eyed liberals.” They are

fiscal conservatives. Go downtown
(in 36 or '38) and you saw 150 men:
standing up against the post office.”

“One learned in that environ-
ment,” Udall said in a recent conver-
sation, “that nature had first laws,
that nature was bountiful and gener-
ous if you handled it right. If you
planted your trees and harvested

ball.” Hoops nailed to garage doors
or tree trunks are just about as stap-
dard as mail boxes.

The best season the Redskms had
up to that time was in 1938-39 when
Fenton and Morris were co-captains
and kept up a nip and tuck competi-
tion for high scoring honors:

The team took 15 straight games~

(Morris fouling out of the Holbrook
.contest) and won a spot in the cham-
pionship played in Tucson.

The Redskins dropped the first

playoff game to Wickenburg, 33 to
26, and the St. Johns Independent
News noted “Udall and Overson, the
St. Johns’ scoring threats, were way

" off form, and scored only eight and

iseven points respectively.” Overson
‘recalled that the team, used to play-
ing in barn sized courts, was a bit
‘awed by the huge University of Ari-
zona gym. One player remarked with
some wonder in his voice, ‘Just
think how much hay you could store
in here.” As it was the team had a 21

.and 1 season. .
On the football team Udall, listed -

at 165 pounds, was quarterback,
Overson was fullback, Charlie An-
derson played right guard and Char-
lie Patterson was right end. “For the
first time in the history of the
school,” the newspaper reported in
*39, the Redskins were undefeated in
conference play and took the title.

Athletics are part of Udall’s life.

Using hoops nailed to two trees out- -

side the Udall home the boys played
fullcourt games. During the fall
there were pickup games of football

in the field behind the house. In the

spring the same field was used for
baseball.

In later years, after the war,
Morris was on the University of Ari-
zona varsity basketball team, cap-
tain of the 194647 squad and starting
center of the '47-48 team. The team-
was Border Conference champion. In

1949, while finishing law school at the

University of Denver “he travelled

sunday
‘a.m.
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‘when I went off to the university and
“then_off to World War Two [ began’

to read widely, philosophy and histo-
ry, and my mind expanded. I lost a

good deal of interest in the church

and really haven’t been active since
I went off to World War I1.”

Speaking about Levi and Louise
Lee, Morris continued, “I think they
were disappointed that I married
someone who was not a Mormon. But
they were — you know — there is a
sense of sorrow, but they are aiways

optimists. They thought I would -

always come back . . .”

In 1949 when he told Levi he was
going to marry Patricia Emery of
Denver, Levi asked to perform the

ceremony. As Pat recalls, Morris-

said no to the idea and a c1v11 cere-
mony was performed.

Some youthful rebellion — “He

‘had a lot of the Old Nick in him,” a
high school teacher said — intelli-

gence looking for outlet and a strong

dose of mirth combined to place the -
‘son of the judge in front of the judge

on three occasions.
One occured when. the circus

came tg town. with a big pipe organ -

blilt into a wagon which traveled the
streets drawing attention. The pipe
organ drew the attention of Udall
and some of his buddies. Down the
pipes went some rotten eggs. Morris
was caught. Overson remembered
there was a fine of $50 or $60 and a
number of the boys pitched in to pay
off the debt, at about $1.50 per day
doing farm work.

Then there was the watermelon
incident. Swiping watermelons is
nothing new, but as one friend re-
membered “we probably over did it
a little.” Morris appeared before
Levi and according to Charlie Pat-
terson was fined $5 per watermelon.
He had worked much of that summer
knocking mortar off bricks so they
could be reused and he had $30 com-
ing to him in wages. He signed the
check over to the court to pay the
fine, Patterson said.

changed greatly over the last 50

years although change is in the air.
‘The house Levi built still stands, but
a different family lives there. Udalls
still live in the big house built by
David King, directly across the
street from the high school next to
the church.

Levi's second farm, about a mile
and a half outside town, has been

sold to a subdivider who plans to.

build homes there for the influx of
people which is.just beginning with
the construction of a power relay
plant.

The elementary school the Udall

- children attended was segregated,

primarily on religious grounds which
were co ncincidently ethnic. That
ended about 23 years ago when
Judge Greer led the movement to
pass an initiative to integrate the
schools. The measure passed about
eight to one in the Mormon portion of

the town, about four to one in the

Catholic community.
Greer said part of the reason he

i 7)) 5
Mo and tlla -1972
decided to organize the initiative
sprang from conversations he and
Morris had. The two discussed the
inequity of the situation and the fact
that many Mexican-American chil-
dren dropped out of high school and

few went to college.

At the age of 18, in the fall of 1940,

Lt T T voe v on -
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_your crops and recycled vour ma-  with his hooks.” as a friend recalled

The final incident involved Broth-
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1nt attempt 1o case the legxslanve

pb F\ader s Crmgres\ Study

» _qun in 192 in the Arlzonﬂamlu of
St. _]ohn s. 2 Mormon settlement founded by his

i

gra d ither. Morris King Udall alsé learncd that
tbe bencﬁts of fronticr-type life without ciec.
tnc:t) and indoor plumbing x were ahu accom-
panied. with i mcomemence even ( mq: dy

the age of six, whlle phw g ‘near his
home he m]ured an eye. Because-oi the remote- -
pess. fthe area, proper mc.dlcal tre atment was not

he

'rote,

“existence

ation of

Ydé"t{ dd nmhmg was wnthout value.”

i e of- Anzona s pioneer families, the

fdz!lls have contributed heavily in the service
State ap,

&1 Mo's fatbe:. Levi S Udall, was Chief ]us-
ce of the Arizona Supreme Court. Following

is deﬂth in 1960, he was succeeded on the high
ure

Anzona civic affairs with an espccm)l)
ep and abldmg interest in Indian life and cul-
re Her book, Miue and Me. published in 1970.

hennedv and Lvndon Johnson.

~. Mo Udall has said rhat the force that has
motna(cd his efforts to reform campaign laws.
“lobbying regulations. and mmp.ngp financing is
a direct product of his father’s strong opinion

. that '-(\]mc< and money don't mixy Althouph

o Arizona’s most infivenuia! public servant- fos
decades. Judge Udall left his wifc u smali pon-
sion :md thc f;xmil)' home at his death.

_He gradumed fron: the I."niversi(y of Arizona
I.m Schioo] ir 1949,

= Three vears after law schoo! graduation.
he was elected Pimu County {Tucson? Attorney
As prosecutor. Udall was instrumental in haiting
_organized crime from making further inroads
mio the operatm'x of Anznm race tracks.

: After reaurning to private faw practice.
he quickly gained recognition as une of the
state’s outstanding trial lawyers. During this
period he wrote the first of three books, Arizona
Lau’ of Evidence. now a standard legal reference
wotk. He also led the successful reform effort
thgt.modernized the Arizona court svstem

Although he succeeded his brother in the
Congress in a 1961 special election. his margin
was slim and Arizona was in the midst of a.con-
- servative political turn. Even so. Mo Udall be-
came identified as a liberal in the House and
‘played an increasingly important role in prod-
dmg the Kennedy Administration’s legislarive
pr0gram through the 8 th and 88th Corngresses:

,_ Never one to ducl\ a controversial isstic.
Udall introduced the House's first legislation
relating to the emotionally-charged pupulation

~Civil Rights Act, the Elementary and Secondary.

2;5-;56(1'(:&‘3!')' of The lnterior to Presidents j'ohn F.

22 . Though these actions led to bitter attack

tive records of all time.’

gress, he served as the Demwocranie Mtudy Group's
floor whip on such historic sociai measures as the

Education Act, Medicare, and the open housing
legulatlun

by the John Birch Society and other conservative -
organizations. he nonetheless widened his iargins
of victory in each succeeding clection.

His record of lesislatine ai hievement in
i3 vears in the U8 House ¢f Represenmaiives has
draven high praise, iooluding o recent comment

by Speaker Carl Alberc who said, "Morris Lidall :
has written one of the most rcm.arkable legisla-

His years in the House of Representative
have produced wwo books. The Jab of the Con-
gressman (1966 is considered the principal
“texthook™ for new ¢ongressmen. A compilal™™
rion of his newsletter. Education of u Congress-
Cmran (1972 was recently called 7. L s')lcndld
book. the best in years from a nohuuun by
columnist George F. Will.

As an indication of the high esteem hel
for his ability. integrity. and political acumen, a
group representing some 20 percent of all Dem
cratic House members have sought him out anc
asked him to enter the race for his party’s nom
nation for President.

Mo Udall—A Record of
Accomplishment. A Record <~

of Reform

Thou"h the time-consuming demands 1'
the House of Representatives usually aﬂ'ord,- licele
opportuniry to work in areas outside a membér"s;'_:
committee assignments. Mo Udall's broad inte{.‘? ,
ests in P()]][]cs and governmenr are reflected j in 7"
n.cord nf .u.wmp'nhmuu

his wide-rangin;

- S L
ilighiights of that record include™

CAMPAIGN REFORM—Mo Udall pe
sonally led a bipartisan coalition that se- _
cured passage of the historic Campaiga.
Reform Act of 1971, the law that is dxrectly
responsible for many of the Watergate:

related prosecutions. He also helped lead
the fight for public financing of Presiden-
tial cumpaigns and the imposition of new
limitations on the amount 1o be collected
and spenton Congressionel campaigns.”

CONGRESSIONAL REFORMS—A
student of the Congress und its procedurgs,;
Mo Udall has been at the forefront of évery
reform and modernization cffort i the past
decade. As onc of the first members of the
House 1o regularly disclose his personal and:
campaign finances to the public, he hdped
lead in the formation of the House Echics
Committee. He personally contributed
the era of reform in the House when he
challenged Speaker John McCormack in
1969, one of the few such challenges of a sit:
ting Speaker of the House in this century
Though largely sy mbohc, the bold mm
helped gulvanize House reformers 1nd difFs
rectly led to the successful adoption of suchy;
key changes as the erosion of the previ-
ously unassailable seniority system. opegih
of secret committee sessions. partial reorg
nization of commirtees, and a rightenigg
the franking privilege. '

THE ENVIRONMENT —As chairma
of the House's principal environmental
policy unit, Mo Udall has been able to
reinforce his commitment ro the preserva
tion of the environment while protecting
jobs and stressing the conservation and...
efticient use of existing energy-producing
resources. His Subcommirttee on the Envi-
roament has prod.xced an 1mpressxve aonnt.

L




o pa.ncant legislation including bills on-%
land use and strip mining that have national™”
lﬁxpllcatioris. His Subcommittee has also
considered and approved such innovarive
legislation as a non-nuclear energy research
and development bill and a measure calling. - -
for conservation and reuse of present energy -
resources as the principal means of reducing
this nation’s dependency on foreign oi! im-
pors, Udall's singular role in foreseeing rhe
lhter-relzntionship of energy and the cnviron.
ment has heen recognized within an 1.

éf 8overnment. The Niitional Wiid -+

eration awarded hin: it highcst foaar in

faming him Legislator of rhe Yeur of 1975

és‘a‘membel" of the House Interine ¢ om-

Mittee since coming to the Cong:ress. he has

lhlfgn a leadership role in efforts expand

(1}.64 nation's wilderness areas and 1o crea te

_‘PQ_{C national parks that are accassitie to

Persons living in urban areas.

ECONOAUCS—Prcsidem Joha F.
Ken_llédy called Mo Udall's newsletters
BbOQQ__ccoqomics the best of their kind.
;nf{oyghoui the 1960's, Mo became one of
the most vocal and articulate advocates of a
'iew economics and of shifting nucional
Ptiorities to che problems of peuple. He was
le of the early and outspoken adyucates of
i and welfare reform, and he has actively
!P“Bht better enforcement of the anti-trust
:,ngis, most recently by personally interven-
08 on behalf of consumers to delay a major
280k merger in Arizona.

E
P

-+ Before most economic observers had |

taken nore of the new energy-economics.

Mo had wricten and spoken widely of the

Qi_nful traasition thar would accompany

W ige of scarcity.” He has proposed a

ange program to ease America out .
; ?flt_‘rg)"—economic-environmental crisis,

And has’ ¢ranslaced thar proposal into

.e8i513f£\'e initiatives on land use. sirip

"'“ﬂing. a major program underwriting new

“energy.research and development. Snd the:
establishment of 4 national goal to reduce
the growth of cnergy use to 297 a vear, He
has major legislacive responsibilities in the
energy area and is considered an expert on

the subject. '

Mo is also advocating a-short-term
eLonemic recovery program which has the -
Jual focus of energy conservation and strong
measuics to stimalate the S, economy.,

Hc wis @ member of the ten-man task force
iof

at mroduced the 1973 econamic

prowram
v the Democratic Congress,

FOREIGN POLICY —1¢ is unusual for
i member of the House o have gained
recognition on foreign policy issues. Mo L
Udall is an exception. At the heighr of the
Vietnam controversy in 1967, he wenr to
then-hawkish Arizona ro tel! his constituents
that LS. involvement in Southeast Asia
was wrong and should be e¢nded. He did so
1n opposition to the policies of Democratic
President Lyndona Johnson and despite the
tact chat his brother was u member of »
lohason’s cabiner. His §peech abourt the war ~

was widely noted. and later included in the
prestigious volume Representatire L
American Speeches. '

Mo Udall’s legislative program to ~
end U.S. involvement in Vietnam was -
ignored by the administration. and vet six -
years later, a similar policy was used to
bring U.S. troops home. Since 1964, his o
record shows that he supported foreign aid -
biils. voted against spending cuts that would _
have reduced the chances of an equitable -
foreign policy and urged US-USSR arms i
control initiatives. He has sought to check
chemical and biological warfare. voted for.
reductions in the bloated defense budget,
voted against proposals for cuts in the Peace
Corps and repeatedly advocated creation of °
an Atlantic Union to promote peace and
trade. Nearly a decade ago. he was publicly

%1 T

advocating US. initiatives to normalise
relations with »Cdmm‘unist China.
Mo's record reflects his commitment
1o world peace and cooperartion. In June of
- 1974, he became the first member of .
Congress to cipress reservations about
President Nixon’s nuclear test han formula.
He urged in its place a reduction of tests
leuding to a final and toral end of all
nuclear explosions. '

Hhat's Being Said ...
O .

.. heisanew face at a time when some Demo-
cruts think that a new face might be saleable, and
he has a reputation for candor and integrity,
which are counted as important political assets
in the Watergate era” -

" _ .. = - R.W.Apple. Jr.
~ . New York Times

“Morris Udall. the gentleman from Arizona,
would make not just a grear candidare for any
party—he'd make a pick’em-up-and-run-with-
the-ball kind of president. If a poll were taken on
Capirtol Hill among reporters who work the beat,
Morris Udall would probably sweep the
balloting.”™ . "= - s v s
- -~ Joseph McCaffrey

"Morris Udall of Arizona is the most interesting
of the ‘new faces.’ His wjotiqg record in the House
is on the whole admirable. So far as we know
he is the agent of no faction within the Demo-
cratic party and no special economic interest in .
the country—nor oil or the banks or the defense
industries or big agriculture or big labor. He is
thoughtful. He writes his own speeches, which
sets him apart. He has presence.” . - - .0 "
nek T The New Republic

Paid For By Udall ‘76 Comm.. .
-~ Stanley Kurz, Treasurer

WMAL-TV, Washington, D.C. ~
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cluswe if the guy wnth say,
have,the money to go on to Massachusetts Twe

' " or three guys who fmlsh out’ of the money may
' qult ' - - '

“Are you saylng that the lmportant thing in

New 'Hampshire is not so much to win as to-

survive?” :
“Exactly," Udall said. "‘New Hampshlre has
‘ rarely given anyone the nomination, and it has
been the graveyard of dozens of candidates.
Among six or seven candidates, the last two or
three could very well get hurt.” L

AT THlS stage Udall is runnlng more
against fellow liberals than the Democratic

. candidates of the center and right. Those

struggles will come later, after each factlon has
chosen a survivor. - - :
But the problem for Udall is not the electlon
it’s getting the Demodcratic nomination. .
-~ Why hasn’t his campalgn caught on? It’'s a

" difficult question.

During his 13 years in the House Udall has

* - made a record as a: doctrmalre liberal on the

issues, ‘a maverick reformer who has never

- hesitated to challenge the House estabhshment

" and a popular polmcran who wins ln a conser- -

vatlvearea/ T ST

AMONG THE active‘candidates, he can lay
claim to a constituency of his own. Environ-
mentalists owe him for._his sponsorship of a bill
(subsequently vetoed by Presndent Ford) to
regulate strip mmmg T ~

On paper, Udall’s weakest lmk is with labor

- which has never quite forgiven him for voting’10

years ago against repeal of a sectlon of the
Taft-Hartley law. = * :

-, ~ AS a national candidate, Udall appears to

;. “have a lot going for him. One-eyed (because of a

fot. But this |nconclusxve result could be con--
’13 per cent doesn’t ]

Doynhood acciden),. o-100t-0 and.lanky, nhis:4

“1and his slightly-¥iaggy hair-fit-his Westeml‘ R
" image, but he comes up consnderably shor- of

the oowboy sterenype i

Udall’s answe:to questlons about his lacof -
p rogress is that’ iberals are reluctant to mat.a
"choice lest they vind up. again with a cand»ale
who can't win thepresidency.

““Even the will-informed, liberal acn"‘lq
are not ready to choose,’”” he said. ‘“Therc 3
great passion to wm Everywhere I go, pet le
say, 'For God’ ssake let’s don’t divide s
time. Let’s pxcl\ someone who can win. *wnd

they’re waiting.’ ) ¢
On the issues, (dall is gulded — like mo< 0

- the other candidies — by the political moraity .
~ of the post-Wsatergate era that places a

premium on canior. Evasion of- ‘tough quest?0S
is no ‘longer ‘acczptable. The new tactic = t0

 meet them head-m..

. Standing before the senior class of" he
Ronnn Catholic #igh school in Nashua, soltit:

" ing votes and tryng to recruit volunteers, Lﬂ?“ )
came down hardan two controversial issues tHe

said he opposes ary attempt to outlaw aborton.
because ‘‘abortim: laws don’t stop abortiois "
and that he believes birth; control, by whatver
means, is a marer ‘for mdxvrdual decision ‘Hl-
‘side the scope of religious doctrine.

- This could cost him .dearly in New H&#p-
shlre where the Democratic vote is largelv Hue
collar, Catholic and conservative. All the litaral -
candidates have a problem here becais€
Sargent Shriver, 1he only Catholic in the.racé. is
expected to get em)ugh votes to make hlm\\elf
look like more of a contender than he really iS.

ON OTHER issues, Udall favors the so-catled
“full employment act” to create federal obs
“and subsidize pnvate employers who train Un-
'employed workers. He concedes that the bill
probably would be, inflationary. He'd cor.J)at
inflation with price contrpls, .

Udall contends that lack of com petmon is the
principal factor in continued inflation. In addi-
tion to imposing price controls on concent: «,\ted
industries, he also would sponsor leglslatml\ t0
break up the.oil companies. :

He favors national health lnsurance oppx\*es :

any compromise on environmental leglslalmn
and says he would cut Defense Departn\enl
spending by 10 to 15 per cent.
~ At this time, Udall isn’t looking past the New
York primary. If he-still is a viable candidate at -
that time, he will go.into Mlchxgan “I'd love to
take on George Wallace there,” he said. *'Heat-

ing Wallace in Michigan (the only northern

state ever carried by the Alabama goverllm')
would be a very long stnde toward gettmg the
namination.”” | " . 3 -

Whether he could do it or not is: debatdhle
While busing appears to be a‘dormant issue in
Michigan now, a Wallace-Udall campaign could
revive it. Udall would leave the decisiofi .on
pmviding quality education to each commu#ity,
but he makes his position clear when he sa8y6:

“I'believe in an integrated ‘society. I believe |

than when court orders are made, they ought t0
be obeyed.” .

'




.:-rThe Journal Washington Bureau on the person-

dlities and_politics. of. those candidates who

-.probably wrll run- in’ M:ch:gans pres:denha[

pnmary !

B

"By RAY STEPHENS

NASHUA N.H. = .During the first cf his.
Democrat Adlar_
Stevenson was exhortmg a crowd of party:_

‘presxdennal campargns

workers to redouble thetr efforts when one of

~them crled out, “‘Don’t. worry, Adlal you 've got
the thinking man’s vote!” .. . - - S
" *“That’s right,”” Stevenson. sald “but what_

. we need is a majority.” -

Morris K. Udall likes to tell that story 1o

: workers in his campaign, but it seldom gets

' -quest
' ngmination. i 2

Here.in New Hampshlre as in other states '
where national conve_ntlon delegates will- ‘be

Rt

. more than a nervous titter. That s because his

workers realize that as of now ‘‘Mo’* Udall

would settle for a lot less than a majority in his.
presndennal

for . the Democratic

- chosen early, the Arizona congressman will

joyfully take a plurality, of any size, over Sen.
“Birch"Bayh'of Indiana and former Sen. Fred

Harris of Oklahoma, hlS chief rivals for the
support.of Democratic liberals. '

. New Hampshlre is the second stop in Udall's ’

campaign strategy, which is to hang tight in the
lowa district:caucuses-Jan..
prnimary here Feb. 24, thereby gaining strength
for the Massachusetts and Wlsconsm prlmanes
that follow.

Orlglnally, he hoped that Iowa or New‘\‘:

Thrs arhcle conhnues & series of reporfs by- E

19. and in the.

Lty ‘L""’F‘!]};ﬂ

""crmcal momentum for the leader even rf
| ‘gets no more than 15 to 17. per cent f the vote
: There’s a dlfference between c ucuses ar
prrmanes,” Udall sald “The prrmary is &
“apparatus of the state It mvolves all the votez
A lot of people who vote regularly never 'go ne:
-a party caucus, so I think’ a prlmary has
stature and a dlgmty tﬁat no caucus system ce

RS More to the pomt he sald “New Hampshu
1s going 'to test ~something that hasn 't bee
_ tsted which is money."’ ’
s “The. congressman said he had rarsed almo:
;_800,000 “more than Bayh, Harris and Sa
' 'ht Shriver combined”” — and added:
) Now assuming the head honcho has oniy 1
A i"'ognt of the vote that doesn’t say: a hel}:of -

H

- Morris K. Udall . .-

Hopes to survive in- New Hampshlre

P PPN

e T PERRRY)

vivA

IR

Hampshire would begin the process of weeding "

out the liberal candidates. -Udall still thinks
Harris may fall in lowa, but ‘the late entries of

'Bayh and Sen. Frank Church of Idaho (Church:

won’t be on the New Hampshire ballot) have

radically changed the equation. Now Udall

doesn’t see Democratic liberals settling on a
smgle candidate until after the New York

prtmary in April.
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he sazm, to permlt “a strong
Udail presence” in the New
York primary on April 6 as
well. including television
and xewspaper advertising. -
But Miertilla said, “It’s a lit-
tle towm early to sav what
we're ®oing to do in New
York™

-Onr Saturday, Quinn had

reported  that any plans to |

conduet a full-scale cam-
paign in New York were h~-
ing subordinated to an all-

.out effort in Wisconsin.

Udall's prospects of scor-

‘ing his first primary - victory
in ‘Wisconsin are clouded by -

_expected competition from
-a full fleld..including Gov.
" George C. Wallace of Ala-
’oama, who ran well there in
. two previous Democratic
. primaries, . ..

Jim Hightower, campalgn .

manager for former Sen.

: Fred Harris of Oklahoma, .
“gaid last night that Harris

will run only in targeted dis-

tricts in the Illinois primary

on Aprd 18 and will compete

in Wisesnsin April 6, large-

ly bypaiwing New York on

the sams date;

Y

I

|
)
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By CHARLES SEABROOK
Journal-Conslltutlon Staff Writer
" PINEMOUNTAIN, Gi. —
-Four years ago in Congress,
“when legislation was identi-
‘fied as a conservation meas-
ure, passage was virtually as-
-~ But not anymore, says U. S:
-Rep. Morris K. Udall of
. Arizona, who is a candidate
for the Democratic nomina-
tion for President. -

" riow got their backs against
~..the wall, and’ we areﬁndmg
that we must compromise and
ot be as. rigid as we were
four years ago,”' Udall said
Saturday in an address at the
Georgia Nature Conservancy

 brother is former secretary of
the interior Stuart Udall, him-
self is a staunch environmen-

A

- Udall said the main reason
the environment movement is
* losing ground is the energy-
- shortage. For - example he
-sald, strict environmental
}. standards passed a few years
© ago are now being reconsid-
~ ered and-‘may be relaxed to
" cope with the problem. Critics
- have also blamed environmen-

- time when work is scarce, be-
-cause of their stand on stnp
" mining and other i issues. .

““We. find the envu'omnental
movement with less clout in:
" -+ natienal policy councils than it

. hashadmadecade " he said.

It was born, of atxme when

Enwronmentahsts have,

meetmg here. Udall, whose ,--

both possnble and comfortable going to be necessary. !f ﬂn
to avold delvmg into the gut movement is to survwe; >0

. talists for loss of jobs, at a

Battle, Udall Beleves

* Staunch - Elmronmentahst the past, and that compron

controvers1al issues sueﬁ as
- racial harmony and Jobs” he
. added. “I say that day ls
gone 1

. Udall - accused the Ford
,admmxstrat:on of abandomng
the env1ronmenta1 movement.

He sa.ld the movement has:
‘not yet made the transmon
from a' negative effort fo a-

. positive one. “The problem is
_that once the monsters were.
~slain — and most of- tJhem
‘were—we do not know whatto R
domthourselva v oelna

) ‘He said envu'onmentahsts
now have to face up td.the -
[issues' they have: ‘avoided: -

on environmental issués. is




Survwal

Is Udall’

Iowa Goal !

By Jules Wltcover

Washington Post Statt writer

DUBUQUE, Iowa—Rep.
Morris K. Udall (D-Ariz.)
stood before a small group of
hardy Iowa Democrats who
got up early to have breakfast
withhim. "

The night before, Udall had
been at his witty best,
speaking ‘at a large fund-
raiser at the local fairgrounds,
holding his own or:better with
six , other: Democratxc
presidential hopefuls B

At one point, he had com-
pared the Barry Goldwater-
led Republican takeover in
Arizona with -Custer’s last
stand, and said proudly. that
he had been the only
Democratic survivor. That got
agoodlaugh. =

Now he was talkmg more
earnestly about. his- prospects
in next Monday’s Iowa
precinct caucuses, which will
start the party on its long
process of picking delegates to
the 1976 Democrahc Natlonal
Convention. .

1 think my campa:gn is
catching on and doing well in
other states ' Udall said,
‘‘and we expect to survive
here.”

Survive. More thana month
before the first presidential
primary in New Hampshire on
Feb. 24, Udall finds himself
talking about survival.

He told the breakfast group
that ‘‘because I'm a unifying
candidate, it’s hard in the:
early going to get intensified
support. I'm everybody's
second choice. If we can de
well here, we can go on and do
well in New Hampshire.”

In private, Udall is blunter.
He calls Iowa *“a dry run” for
his staff, some imported from
Washington and Wisconsin,

and for his media efforts in ' *
preparation for New-Ham- .

pshire and the Massachusetts

primary a week later, where,

he plans a major push.

His campaign in lowa will
spend about $30,000, one-third
of it on- TV spots. and. other
. advertising, he

" preparatory to spending some
$100,000 on media in New
Hampshire and

L YL P S

_ supposed to be.”

said,

onfirmed, is to survive, 't
“sfinish in the pack’’ of six~

candidates making a serious

‘national convention delegates
He takes hope from in-
dications that many of Jowa's

i Democrats—only 10 per cent

of them are expected to attend

- the precinct .
caucuses—haven't made their.

minds up on a candidate yet.

But his problem, he con-
ceded, is that he does seem to
be many people’s second

- choice.

“In the first rounds,” he
said, ‘.there’s an intensity
factor. (Former Georgia Gov.

Jimmy) Carter has an in- :
§- tensity of support. (Former

Oklahoma Sen. Fred.R.)
Harris has it. (Sen. Birch)
Bayh of Indiana has labor

_support. I’ve been kind of

playing the field. Now I'm

. trying to get a first-choice
. constituency
" through the early tests.”

Iowa, Udall said, may
clarify a eouple of .unknowns.

" 'One, he said, is ‘““whether this

Carter thing is as potent as it’s
" There are
some suggestions, he said

: . without amplifying, “that the

Carter thing may not be as
deep in Iowa™ as early straw

~ polls seemed to indicate.

- Another unknown, Udal'l
said, ‘‘is how deep this Harris
thing is.”” Everywhere, he

" said, one. can find- pockets of
Harris support, but the straw -
is not

polls suggest _it

' -w1despread

Precisely because Udall

| - sees himself as everybody's
second choice, how the other
- candidates fare is of extreme

importance to his future.
What he has todo, he said, is

L hang in until some of those

others with intensive but
perhaps not sufficiently broad

" support begin to slip. The
. weeding-out process, he said,
“will go slower than some .
think, mavbe not until New
York and Wisconsin (two’
primaries on April 6), but it

will happen.”

Some candidates, notably
Carter, have said, however,
that they will stay in the race

. to the bitter end. Is Udall

among them?”
“We're going to go as far as
we can go,” he replied; “‘and 1

feel pretty good about it. But -
. I'm no fool. We’ll reassess our.
. position as we go along."”’

My sewnan ol

G His obJectxve “here.“he. .

“gffort for a share.of lowa's 47,

to get me.

GOP Post

. (Mlch) and John G. Tower
(Tex.), chairman of the
: conference of GOP senators. -

Asked. whether he had made

" a deal to support either man

" for the top slot in return for

- backing for the -assistant
J. leader post, Stevens snorted -
- indignantly andsaid, “‘No, you
* don’t make those sort of deals

onour side.”

Griffin is considered the
favorite of moderates and
" liberals for the GOP top spot.



Survwal

Is Udall’

Iowa Goal|

By Jules Witcover S
Washington Post Sla!"Wrile'r

DUBUQUE,; Iowa—Rep.
Morris K. Udall (D-Ariz.)
stood before a small group of
hardy Iowa Democrats who
got up early to have breakfast
with him."

The night before, Udall had
been at his .witty . best,
speaking ‘at’ a large fund- )
raiser at the local fairgrounds,
holdmg his own or:better with

six . other . Democratlc

presidential hopefuls. =% .
At one point, he had com-
pared the Barry. Goldwater-
led Republican takeover -in
Arizona with Custer’s last
stand, and said proudly that
he had been the only
Democratic survivor. That got
a good laugh. :
Now he was talkmg more
earnestly about his: prospects
in next Monday’s lowa
precinct caucuses, which will
start the party on its long
process of picking delegates to

the 1976 Democratic Natlonal _f -

Convention. : -
“I- think my campaxgn is
catching on and doing well in
other states ** Udall said,
‘‘and we expect to survnve
here.”
Survive. More than a month

before the first presidential’

primary in New Hampshire on
Feb. 24, Udall finds himself
talking about survival. :
He told the breakfast group
that ‘“‘because I'm a unifying
candidate, it’s hard in the
early going to get intensified
support. I'm everybody’s
second choice. If we -can do
well here, we can go on and do
wellin New Hampshire.”
- In private, Udall is blunter.
He calls Iowa *‘a dry run” for
his staff, some imported from

Washington and Wisconsin,* | .
and for his media efforts in | -
preparation- for New. Ham- ;.
pshire and the Massachuselts
primary a week:later, where: .

he plans a major push.

His campaign in Towa will
.spend about $30,000, one-third
.of it on TV spots and other

- advertising, he said, .

" preparatory to spending some
$100,000 on media in New
Hampshire and

andidates making a serious
affort for a share of Iowa's 47

*“national convention delegates.

He takes hope from in-

AR dxcanons that many of Iowa’s
-, Democrats—only 10 per cent
.13 . of them are expected toattend
~".the - precinet -

caucuses—haven’t. made their.
‘minds up on a candidate yet.

“But his problem he con-
ceded, is that he does seem to
be many people S second

_ choice.

*“In the first’ rounds " he
said, ‘‘there’s an mtensxty
factor. (Former Georgia Gov.

13 Jimmy) Carter has an in- .
- tensity of support.: (Former '

Oklahoma ‘Sen. ‘Fred.R.)
Harris has it. (Sen..Birch)
Bayh of Indiana has labor

_support. I've been kind of

playing the field. Now I'm

“+trying to get a first-choice
/ constituency - to get me.
1 through the early tests.” -

Iowa, Udall - said,. may

; clarify a eouple. of unknowns
. One, he said, is. *“‘whether this
. Carter thing is as potent as it’s
" supposed to.be.’” There are

- some suggestions, he said

. without amplifying, “that the
- Carter thing may not be as

deep in Iowa” as early straw

: polls seemed to indicate.

Another unknown, Udéll

. said, “‘is how deep this Harris

thing is.”’ Everywhere, he

" said, one can:find pockets.of.

’ Hams support; but the straw
. polls suggest 1t (s not i
- '»w1despread s :

~

Precisely because Udall

' - sees himself as everybody's

" second choice, how the other

- candidates fare-is of extreme
- importance to his future.

What he hastodo, he said, is

I hang in until some.of those

others with intensive but
perhaps not sufficiently broad

._support begin- to slip. The
.“weeding-out process, he said,
~ *will go slower, than some

*finish in the pack" of Six~

think, maybe not until New. - .. ..

York and Wisconsin (two
primaries on April 6) but it -

. will happen 7
' Some candidates, notably--

Carter, have said, however,
that they will stay in the race

' . to the bitter end. Is Udall
-among them?

“We're going to go as far as

-we can go,” he replied; ““and I .

feel pretty good about it. But -

“: Pm no fool. We’ll reassess our. -

posmon aswe go along.”

|GOP. Post

. (-Mich.)',mand John G. Towen
i (Tex.), chairman of the
+. conference of GOP senators.

. - Asked whether he had made
- a deal to support ejther man
or the top slot in return for
backmg for the .assistant

:"leader post, Stevens snorted
: indignantly and said, “No, you
* don’t make those sort of deals

" onourside.”

- Griffin is considered the
(avorite of moderates and
" liberals for the GOP top spot.
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CALL FOR HEARINGS ON NATURAL
- GAS SHORTAGE IN OHIO

HON. THOMAS L. ASHLEY

OF OHIO
IN THE HOUSE OP REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, January 23, 1975

Mr. ASHLEY. Mr. Speaker, I have
called upon Chairman STAGGERS to schied-
ule hearings in the Interstate and For-
eign Commerce Committee at the earliest
opportunity to investizcate severe cur-
-tailments of natural gas supplies in Ohio.

The situation has reached critical pro-
portions. Columbia Gas. the supplier of
60 percent of the natural gas consumed
in Ohio, has cut deliveries to 1,380 large
industries by 55 percent this month, pos-
ing a threat of layoffs and reduced pro-
duction at a time when the economy is
already in serious decline. In Toledo 189
industries are among those hit, and 1
of them has already announced that it
is considering moving to Iilinois, taking
150 jobs with it, because there is no nat-
ural gas shortage in that State.

Another 1,561 commercial customers,
including 105 in the Toledo area. were
notified of 40 percent reductions in nat-
ural gas deliveries for the balance of the
winter and 15 percent cuibacks there-
after.

The impact of these curtailments on
business activity could be devastating.
And an immediate emergency erupted
when Columbia Gas notified the public
schools of the Toledo area that they
would face the same 40 percent reduc-
tion in natural gas. posing the unpleasant
choice between shortening the school
week or running the risk to students and
teachers of unacceptably cold classrooms.

I have asked the Ohio Public Utilities
Commission to intercede in this maotter,
but clearly a solution must be found.

Mr. Speaker, at the same time that
Ohio and other Stiates are confronted
with this critical problem, most States
throughout the country have had no cur-
tajilment of natural gas supplies what-

. soever. I believe that it is manifestly un-

fair for Ohio—or any other State—to
bear the burden of growing unemnloy-
ment, loss of industrial output, and clos-
ing of schools while neighiboring States
are totally unaffected. The situation is
s0 serious in fact that a Federal Power
Commission just recently urged the
Governors of 12 States to declare natural
gas emergencies.

I am convinced that congressional
hearings must be convened as quitxly as
possible to explore thnis situation and
ascertain whether there is a true short-
age of natural gas and why some States
have been singled out for discriminatory
treatment. Representatives of the natu-
ral gas producers and distributors. State
public utility commissioners, consumers
and natural gas customers, and oicials
of the FPC and other Government agzen-
cies should be called to testify and enable
us to get at the facts. If new legislation
is needed, or if a change in the FPC's

~authority appears advisable, these and

other alternatives need to be explored.

I hope that my colleagues from other
States hit by this sudden crisis will join
e in this call for hearings. I urge the
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Interstate and Foreign Commerce Com-
mittee to expedite consideration of this
emergency which threatens severe eco-
nomic hardships in my congressional
district and throughout Ohio,

VIEWS ON THE ENERGY CRISIS
HON. WILLIAM R. COTTER

OF CONNECTICUT
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, January 23, 1975

Mr. COTTER. Mr. Speaker, in early
January the President of WTIC Radio,
Leonard Patricelli, gave two editorials on
the energy crisis.

Pat's editorials received an enthusias-
tic and warm response, and I want to
share them with my colleagues and the
readers of the ReEcorb.

[WTIC edltorial, Hartford, Conn. Jan. 3,
1975) :

The year 1975 could very well bhecome the
most crucial year in America’s history. For
the first time since we achleved independ-
ence the domestic policy of these United
States s belng dictated by external forces,
maunipulated by mnations apparently bent
upon bankrupting the Western World.

Since the close of World War, II. we have
lived with the thireat of “the bomb” ... the
wltimate weapcn thas could destroy us in
& nuclear holocaust. Well, a different bomb
has already been dropped, its inner workings
consisting of oil that powers our cars and
trucks, our homes and our industry. And it
is resuliing in economic holocaust,

In ihe Jast four years, wlhile export prices
have risen 55 percent, the income of O.P.EC.,
the Organization of Petroleum Exporting
Countries, on each barrel of ol has gone up
055 percent. Translated into dollars, In just
the last vear alone these unfriendly O.P.E.C.
nations have built up a monetary reserve of
more than 25 Dbillion dollars. If this con-
tinues, O.P.E.C. could buyr out all com-
pantes on the New York Stock Exchanege in
nire years and all U.S. direct investments
abroad in less than two years. The Western
World's financial reserves will be entirely
spent within—at the most—five years.

The oil-producing natlons, particularly the
Arab countries. are gripping our economic
Jugular vein and we must break that hold. At
stake is not only our need for oil,"but our
very survival, Secretary of State Klissinger
lias already begun preparing the nation and
the world for the possibilivy of armed con-
frontatoin 1f the O.P.E.C. nations are un-
willing to relent {n their price-gouging
policies. .

Other than to sink or to fizht, what are
the alternatives? On Monday, we'il consider
themn.

LeoNARD J. PATRICELLY,
Presidcnt, the Ten Eighty Corp.

| WTIC editorlal, Hartford, Conn,,
Jan. 6, 1975} . _
When last we spoke to you of the grave
consequences facing this country and the
Vestern World as a result of the Arab eil
crisis. we Iindicated we would explore al-
ternatives to our economic devastatlon by

the O.PE.C., the Organization of Petroleum

Exporting Couutries.

We must beziz with immediate decisive
government leadership to conserve the use
of oil in this country. It won't solve the
prohlem, but it il buy time.

Let’'s stop talklng about I[t—iet’s do. it!
Let us embark on 8 crash program, by
mobilizing all of the technology at our dls-
posal, to find new sources of oil. Let us
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encourage off-shore drilling, finance mnns
tranzit, and make mandatory its wuse wherever
possible and impose heavy taxes on gas
guzz!ing automobiles.

Again, this might well buy the tin:e neaded
to harness forces of the oceans aund the
sun that would make us truly energy free.

Let us stro:ngly support the s.atement of
Secretary of State Kissinger in which he put
the oil-rich nations of the world on notice
that we will not permit economic stranguia-
tion of the industrialized worid without tak-
ing drasiic action.

One thing can be learned from our present
crisis. No nation can ever be truly inde-
pendent again. No ore, not even the United
States. has a monopoly on the world's re-
sources, whether it be oil or oti:er natural
resources essential to our economin survival—
or the very air we breathe.

We must tead the way in this fizht {or our
very survival, and we must win. During
World War II, as Hitler's stormtroopers
marched across Europe, England and France
were our buffers and we were their backsiop.
Today. there arc no more buffers and thero
13 no backstop for the United :3tates. The
Arab natlons have the Soviet Union for s
backstop. We have only ourselves. It ls you
and I—the people of America—who are the
backbone and the backstop for democracy
and a reasonable peace in this piratical
power-hungry world.

LEoNARD J. PATRICELLL
President, the Ten Elghty Corp.

POWER TO THE PEOPLE
HON. STEVEN D. SYMMS

OF IDAHO
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursdey, January 23, 1975

Mr. SYMMS. Mr. Speaker, the Presi-
dent of the Idaho State AFL-CIO, Eob
McFarland, made a recent statement on
the energy and economic sitation facing
our Nation. His statement needs little
introduction as it speaks for itsell.

I commend the following :'tatement to
my colleagues in the Congress and urge
their utmost attention to its message:

POWER TO THE PEOFLE

herell come s day when the people of
inis favored tand will curse the Sierra Ciub
and :he Friends of the Eartn and all those
other ecclogy extremists.

t will te the daF when you f!p the switch
and there iIs no light. A day wien you ad-
just the thermostat but there 13 no heat or
air conditioning. A day when you go to the
plant or the ofice but there i3 no work
because there is 0o power to turn the wheel
or run the lathe.

This country is. indeed. facing a power
shortace. 1t Is not oo far away.

Eve: if e starzed today o consiiuct th.e
needed facilities, 14 would be nip and tuck
with disasier. It takes time '» build a powe!
plant; time to explore and dril for oil: time
to develop new sources of ensrgy and powver.

Yet in the face of this thrrat, the posey-
pluciers persist in battling every proposal
for power plants, every efTort w outld an ol
line from Alaska. every attempt to expioreé
and drill for oil ofIshore.

They talk, these extreme eneronmenmll:
ists, of exctic sources of eneryy. They trik
througit their beanies. Gewtiiermal pPow«:
fully developed would provize, at mo-:, 10
percent of our needs. Solar energy. “! the
present state of the art, would require 3
battery the size of Arizona !0 supply power
to the city of Los Angeles.

The back-to-nature folks $alk about chare-
ing more for light and gas. this to cut de-
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strive to spread the burdens of recovery
< equitably, among all our people. I te-
lieve the propesals I have just out!.:.-:ed
will do this. and I respectfully submit
them for the consideration of the Con-

gress and the country.

™~

YOUNG INTRODUCES CONSTITU-
TIONAL AMENDMENT TO CEECK
CONGRESSIONAL ABSENTEEISM

HON. C. W. BILL YCUNG

OF FLORIDA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, January 23, 1975

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I
have introduced a constitutional amend-
ment, House Joint Resolution 91. de-
signed to check absenteeism in the Con-
gress by requiring the expulsion by the
Congress of any Member not present
and voting on at least 60 percent of the
rollcall votes taken during a session. The
only exception would be when a Mem-
ber was absent due to hospitalization be-
cause of illness or accident.

1t is generally recognized that the peo-
ple's faith in their governmental institu-
tions, including the Congress. is at an all-
time low. Many things are necessary to
restore the public’s faith in Government
and an excellent place for the 94th Con-
gress to begin is through the passage of
House Joint Resolution 91,

Senators and Representatives are
elected by the people to represent their
interests on the national level. The elec-
tion process amounts to a job contract
executed by the voters. With that con-
tract comes the responsibility of each
Senator and Representative to fulfill the
terms of the contract: to vote on the is-
sues before each body, each day sessions

- are held. Thus, the physical presence of
each Member of Congress—voting in
each House's deliberations—is the only
way to assure the voters that the em-
ployment contract will be fulfilled.

Voting participation statistics have not
always been kept—but since 1933, Con-

gressional Quarterly has compiled such.

statistics. From 1952 through 1972, the
voting participation of Members of Con-
gress has averaged between 79 and 90
percent. In 1973, the average was about
89 percent, while the average for 1974—
a campaign year—was about 86 percent,
or an absenteeism rate of 14 percent for
the year. i

Mr. Speaker, most private employers
would not tolerate an absenteeism rate of
14 percent, except for extenuating cir-

4 cumstances. Yet, the voters who have
elected eacl of us to the job of represent-
ing them often have to put ug with an in-
tolerabte rate of truancy. The conscience
of each Member of Congre:s should wince
at unnscessary absences—absences
which slow down the deliberaticns of
both the House and the Senate—in com-
mittee work and on the {loor.

These days of economic and cnergy
crisis demand the full attention of each
Representative and each Senator——more
than the 60 percent requirement of my

f proposed constitutional amendment—a
figure chosen because it usually connotes
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a2 minimum passing erade. Mr. Speaker,
I urge prompt consideration of House
Joint Resolution 91 by the Committee on
Judiciary as another example of the will-
ingness of the 5ith Congress to fuily rep-
resent the interests of the people.

A SALARY OF $82,500 FOR RTA HEAD
“UNCONSCIONABLE"

HON. GEORGE M. O'BRIEN

OF ILLINOIS
IN THE HOTUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, January 23, 1975

Mr. O'BRIEN. Mr. Speaker, last spring
voters in six northeastern Illinois coun-
ties voted to establish a regional trans-
portation authority. Despite overwwhelm-
ing voter opposition in five of the coun-
ties, making up the suburban area
around Chicago, a heavy favorable vote
in Cook County—Chicago——provided the
needed majority and the RTA was estab-
lished. Voters in my own county of Will
voted against RTA by an 8 to 1 margin.

.They seem to have had good reason.
The recently created RTA board has
started out spending money as if it were
going out of style. The board fixed the
salary of its chairman. Milton Pikarsky,
$82.500 a vear. which according to the
following editorial in the January 23
issue of the Chicazo Tribune. makes him
the highest paid public official in the
country next to President Ford. Even if
the country were enjoying the best, of
times economically, the action of the
RTA board would be unduly extravaganty
In these times, frauzht with anxiety over
still climbing prices and growing unem-
ployment. the notion that any public
body would approve such a salary level
for its top official Is incredible and un-
conscionable. i

The editorial follows: .

$82,.500—Is It ONLY A BeEGIvwING?

The Regional Trarsportation Authority
board hai agreed to pay its chalrman-elect,
Milton Pixarsky, $32.500 a year, making him
the hizghest paid public official in the country
next to President Ford. .

Unfortunately for taxpayers in the six-
couaty RTA region, Mr. Pixarsky's new salary
looks like only the beginning. The RTA board
also created a three-member committee

headed br Ernest S. Marsh, the retired chair-

man of Santa Fe Industries, to determine
what kind of fringe benefits should be given
the new chairmian and other members of the
RTA sta. These fringes are likely to include
heaith and life tnsurance and probably re-
tirement Zenofits,

It is ounly reasonable to expect that when
the RTA s2:tles in to permanent quarters, the
chairman’s suite of offices will be lavish
enough to be commmensurate with a salary
of $3253) a year. And of course there will
hare to be a chauflfeured limousine, After
all, who would expect the chalrman of the
RTA to use public transportation?

All this does little to assuage the fear of
suburhan taxpagers that the RTA under Mr,
Pikarsky will be a big spender. That fear was
aggravated, in fact, by the report that Mr.
Plkarsky went before the RTA bhaard and
suggested that hls salary should be between
$80,000 and $100,000 a year.

As chairman of the CTA, Mr. Pikarsky was
paid 350,020 a year. Even with inflation aad
the additional respoansibilities at RTA, it i3
hard to justity a 65 per cent increase in pay.
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And hi3 pay =il be reviewed by the RTA
brard every Jan. 1.

There 5 one waT, howxerter, for the tax-
payers—at leasy of Chicago—tn recoup somes-
thing from the topheavy administrative pay
burden. With RTA funarioning. the next head
of the CTA will nn® have a5 mu~th responsi-
biiity a3 before and, as a n;sult. shouldn't
need the salary that was paii to dMr. Fikar-
sky. In additlon, RTA eliminates the =eed
to have an cxpensive board governing the
CTA. By cutting the CTA cha:rman’s salary
and dropping the board. the saving would at
least help to offset the cost of a well-pald
RTA stad.

We hope Mr. Pikarsky will prove he 1s worth
882,500 a year, but he should have proved it
before being paid it. :

of Remarks

CONTINUING QUR COMMITMENT TO
INEXPENSIVE I STAMPS

ON. MORRIS K.

OF ARIZONA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, Janugry 23, 1973

Mr. UDALL. Mr. Speaker, in this pe-
riod of rising costs and unemployment,
all Americans face financial difficulties.
But none of us has to deal with problems
as severe as those of the or who are
trying to live from day to day on a sub-
sistence income. Surely, this is not the
time to abandon our conumitment to the
underprivileged by charging them more
for food stamps, but that is what the
President would have us do. .

The President’'s defense of added food
stamp costs dd¢s not reflect any decree of
sensitivity to the necds of the elderly and
the poor of this Nation. For many of these

eople. food stamps sre an essential sup-
plenient to their meager incomes. So, I
strongly urge the Congress to pass the
bill I 2m cosponsoring to blonk the Presi-
dent's automatic increase of food stamp
prices to 30 percent of each recipient’s
income on March 1.

As an added incentive for the working
poor and those receiving unemployment
benefits, this bill also reduces the maxi-
mum charge for the stamps to 25 per-
cent.

Equally important is the provision to
permanently atlow all social security
recipients to participate in the food stamp
program. Ounly 10 percent of all social
security recipients have incomes higher
than that normally allowed to qualify for
food stamps so the time and effort re-
quired to remove these people from the
roils would be miore costly than simply
extending the prozram to them.

At a time when the Congress and the
administration are looking for ways to
stimulate the economy and return funds
to the peopie and the marketplace, we
ought not forzet those Ameticans who
have an ever-present need. those Ameri-
cans who, becanse of inflation and ram-
pant unemploynient, are hungry-and
who, if the President's proposal is al-
lowed to stand. will be forced out of the -
food stamp program because of higher
prices.

This legislation will give them a remedy
and will show that there remain a few
who are sensitive to their plight. Imme-
diate enactment of this bill is impera-
tive.
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. “Rep. Morris K. Udall yester-, sidize that kind of trading’ in
d‘fyt accuied trmgfsi;g h:hnée,OP' the economics of misery,” he.
erators of “trading in eco- AL VR
nb?iiic*s‘- of misery” and told a told the American A's'soclatlon

* group representing nonprofit of Homes for the Aging.

nursing homes he supported a| “The transition from oyr
gradual transition to nonprofit current industry, in which gg
nursing homes for the elderly, | per cent of nursing homes are
:“The operator of a proprie- proprietary, to a‘nonprofit sys.
tary nursing home has a con.|tem will regire time and care.
stant incentive to effect|ful planning, but it is a goal”
‘efficiencies’ in order to pro-{which we must set and begin
tect his profit- margin, which ? {
in the end mean reductions in|the Arizona Democrat, a can
service to the institution’s resj-. : i

. N R o
REP. _MORRIS__ K. UDALL
) '+ - - Seeks transition

moving to implement” said didate for’
presidentiall nomination.

dens,” Udall said. -
Y9It s intolerable for the
government to continue to.sub.,
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Page 5-A _ :

Morris Udall Takes A1m

(Cont!nued From Page 1-A) .

guclear deterrent.” He suggested a 10
w 13 billion cut in the defense budget -

and said the money should be used to
areate ]obs, schools and other domestic

grogramming. :
Udall, who like hls brother was a

professmnal basketball player,is54. He

Yas served in the House for 13 years..
His El Paso visit was sponsored.by El
Paso Progressive Democrats.

Udall .criticized President Ford’ .

program to lift the ceiling off domestic
qil prices. He said big inflation is the

result of drastic increases in oil prices
and that Ford's programs would'only -

contribute to inflation.

" On the’subject of the Arab oil cartel, :

Udall said the United States can best
deal with the situation by setting quotas

on imports and using the leverage of:
reduced dependence on foreign oil to

compel the cartel to lower prices.

Udall ‘admitted he doesn't have a’

solution to the illegal alien problem
along the border. He said the bracero
program is not a feasible solution and
that requiring - Mexican mnationals
crossing the United States to. carry

identification cards is “offensive to
large numbers of American’ elﬂzens of

Laun backgroun e

- and 1972, Udall said, “the Republicans :

* . Party.

" A partial solution, said Udall, would -
‘be to separate the illegals who've/*‘been
. here for some time" from the Mexican
nationals who have not yet entered the
" United States. . i

He said he would “close the door on
- the practices of the past,” regarding
“illegals, but also would find a way to
stem the tide of new illegals. -
~“Seeming to recogmze the fact that his . ?
. candtdacy is given at best an outside ™
~chance of bringifig him to the White
~ - House, Udall drew comparisons with %,
"~ John F., Kennedy's 1960 campalgn in
" -which he wasapartictpant.

““That time we did it nght In 1968

.
R

didn’t beat us —,we best ourselves. I
-want a nomination that can pull this =
country back together again,” he said, %
pledging to work with all the sometimes ~3 :
disunited elements of the Democratic :

He did, however. draw the lme with

" George Wallace and said he would not .
support any t!cket on which Wallace xs

" acandidate,
He is reported by the Associated
Press as, ﬂeithhm Georgia Gov.
} r in place among

4 ﬁeﬁmd-rasxers
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Democratle presidential candidate “Teddy"’ 1{ it was the legacy of S

Morris Udall ealled up the ghosts of life and” “#develt that he brought to r¢

"' Franklin Roosevelt and John Kennedy busmess 4veby took aim at the H

before a crowd of supporters here + Econonmiopolies of the 1970s. . 1

. : AR nation’s ¥ concentration of the et
* “threatens’¢ industries,. Udall said, m. ;

terprise ir.:he survival of free en- M
-he is intr4merica,” and he disclosed |- B
compel taseing legislation that will | = .

steel, auto’ >yeaking up of large oil, | R
~“I'm notif drug industries.” .~ - | - m
natnona Tking about socialism or | -
congressnfuon ** the Arizona th
150 gatherd fold an audience of about | of
Hilton Inn.f o receive him at the - re

Teddy Rog: {am talking about good old L} oW

Udall salip/élt competition.” - . - !
the turn of  the antitrust legislation at
business gihé century did not hamper
trust-busgf f’ﬂh Instead, he said, the

Theodore' '/ (6gislation championed by
brand of 0( oosevelt's progressive
corporaté'lljes increased the value of
produchv} 8tock. and. increased
, Dbusiriess. 61 ind was an aid to small .
_ . He sald :
- c°nglomery “.underhxsleglslauon. the 1
) " would be ﬁ monopolies .of the 70s |
‘dévise a p& they have three years to-- .. .
into numerd\ll for their disintegration

a year afte‘ \! smaller companies, and
effect. 'M:\jat the plan would go into
~There ha; !
titrust legx.ﬁ been. no slgmncant an-
and Clayton Mon since the Sherman
day, Udall cts. back in Roosevelt’s
legislation i} said and. that was the
33 compeun,i‘\h\ broke Standard Oil into :
- Udall, brotz\ﬂ companies. - . .-
was secretanther of Stewart Udall who
F. Kennedy *Vof the interior in the John
cited the pr\ hdministration, earlier
Franklin D, \ grams of Kennedy and
Democratu; oosevelt as examples of.
Applause wa; Party - accomplishments.
points, and s@s'especially warm at these
rust.-bustm W It was when he spoke of
style. g‘\ in the Teddy Roosevelt
-Udall also @
routh, mmon vb\edged ‘an effort to umte
vith more codrity and liberal activists
Jemocratic potservative elements of the I
vig-city mayo:, barty such as labor and
‘He said he stors.. . .- N E
mnda reduchqcmnds for “jobs. clean atr | g
. means ofidnin the defense budget as
omestic prog-®f. providing - lncreased.
Udall sajid N ams 1.
e reduced tnnilitary spendlng should i
oldiers home fi y bringing- Amencan N E
“We don't’ mabroad. R &
‘ ermany, nor.t “need 300,000 troops mp. :
MORRISUDALL We.Deed e wm&;g;};‘:;ﬁ
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Morris K. Udali

" Udall said he has ‘raised ‘nearly |

 primaries, ‘-

WASHINGTON [UPT]—Rep_ Morris K. |

."Udall [D., Ariz.] announced Wednesday |

he has’ qualified for federal matching |

- -funds in the 1976 primaries. He called it

-@ “significant - milestone” in his cam- :

-paign for the Democratic ‘Presidential .

_Domination.. - :

"$300,000 since the start of the year, in- |
- cluding at " least $5,000 in donations of °
- $250 or :less in .each. of mstatw—-me“"
--Tequirement - for matching - funds ‘in:

2y 54

- :Udall became the fourth Demgerar:

-raise. the “required threshold money to’!
- qualify for matching taxpayer. funds. All 4
the claims are still subject to-Veriﬁc,aa';?-é
tion by the. Federal Elections Commis." :
sion. - R Vil !
- ‘OTHERS WHO HAVE raised ‘the re- "}
quired money are.Alabama Gov. George : .
Wallace, who thas not formally-‘declared £
his candidacy, and Sens. Henry Jackson
of Washington and ‘Lloyd Bentsen .of |
-Texas, both announced candidates. - i

‘Announced candidates who have not |

yet raised enough money. include-former i

Sen. Fred Harris of Oklahoma, former

Georgia Gov. Jimmy Carter and former
North Carolina Gov. Terry Sanford, . ‘
The government matches each contri- )
bution of $250 or less up.to a maximum :
willion  for., each_qualified candi. |




By REID BEVERIDGE
of 'l‘he State' Journal Stall'

rlmary campalgn in earnest,

Tﬂ,‘gunday by { proposing the -
breakmg up of the ma]or oil "

2tition and lower prices. -

Udall, 52; also announced Ihls" ;
isconsin campaign organiza- -

B tlon and .predicted the state's

imary would be crucial in’
crdmg 'who will be the .

¥ Democratic presidential nommee

The congressman. who»is thié
younger brother of /former
Secretary of the Interior Stewa
Udall, made campaign stops in
Milwaukee, Green Bay, Stevens

i Point and Madison durmg the

day. 'His" appearances here

:included a. speech to- about' 450

. ai the University of Wis- -
.consm \lemonal Umon andata .
' . ‘covered that four oil_.companies.

. sored ‘by the Dane County Cowi 30 per cent of the coal'

i Democmts at the home of Mr

Udall said he would like to en-

-f"courage greater competltlon in

major industries like auto and oi

" by breaking: up the. large [

. panies.

““And we won't do it with a long:
“anti-trust suit that takes 20 .

© years,”’ Udall said.

C o “We'll do it by passlng a law-
through Congress That‘sthe

‘quick way.’

Udall proposed sphttlng up the
four basic areas of the oil in
dustry: production, renmn

sportation, and sales. :
This way mdependents w1ll be

said. *“This-is as. Amencan a

_Udall aiso sald he recently dis

reserves in the Unlteq

would. prohibit oil companles*v :
rom being i in the eoal or uramum :
: busmess

considerable time in Wiscon-

_sin because he considers.the .

state’s primary crucial: .

presidency. ' "

i “But the voters in Wlsconsm_

saw something in him.' They sa
the sincerity and the gyalities:

leadershlp that we, alll came to.

“The Wisconsin primary made
. Jack Kennedy,” Udall said.:
“‘Before Wisconsin, Jack.Ken- .-
nedy/ was considered to be a*
+# young man who neglected. his
: duties in Congress and whose ..
"father wanted to buy him:the

., sin pohtlclans who have endorsed

Udall are five: Congressmen7
ps. Robert Kastenmeler of Sun:

Pralrle Henry Reuss of \1ll‘i‘

Baldus of Menominee. Also ¢

. dorsing Udall and introducing

him at the UW speech was As-

. -sembly Speaker Norman Ande
" son of Madison.’

-Udall said he" hopes the

"Republicans make an issue of the-
. Vietnam situation in next vear's

election. “I'm proud of what the

Longress has done on Vletnam

he said:

The candldate also sald
however, that he favors evdcua-
ion of refugees from Vietnam
despite the high unemployment

'the, United States. He said this:
is. the. least dow after ericourag-

port the- United: States for. 10

years. He said he has had Viet-;

impending death of t_he relat (5
- at the hands of the Corrimunisfs:*;

S lorelgn pollcy obJectwes
straight: That our lnterestslare in
the \«llddle East Etu'o and WIth

e e
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day accused’ nursmg ome op-

erators of “trading in the eco-

* nomics=-of misery” and told a

group representing nonprofit
‘nufsing homes he supported. a

‘gradual transition to:nonprofit

. - nursing homes for the elderly.
4The gperator of a proprie-
tary nursing home has a con-
stant incentive to effect]
. ‘efficiencies’ in. order  to pro-
tect his profit margin, which
in the end mean reductions in
ervice to the institution’s resi-
ens ” Udall said.

r-

sxdlze that kmd of tradmg in
the economics of misery,” he
told the American Association
of Homes for the Aging. i »
“The transition from our
current industry, in which 86
per.cent of nursing homes are
proprietary, to a nonprofit sys-
tem will regire time and care-
ful planning; but it is a goal
which we must set and begm
moving to 1mplement ?" said didate Ior his partys 197
the. Anzona Democrat, a:"can- pre51dent1al nommatxon -

REP. MORRIS K. UDALL
.an seeks transmon




would you do about all these Vietnam-
. ese refugees?” someone. asked Rep-
© resentative Morris Udall just after he'd

finished a brief talk to the. Prince
‘ Georges County (Md) Democratxc Wo-
’ men’s Club,

i pwered without hesitation," “except’ to
i take them in and do the best we can.”

quickly rose from the attentive wo-
men—some of whom may have been’
aware that & job counselor in this
area is giving a one-word answer—
wridiculous”—to high school seniors
.who_ are lookmg for post-graduate
" jabs.. :
“Gladys and 1 may have a dxfferent
view,” Mr. Udall said, ‘smoothly taking

. 'gpellman of Prince- Georges County,
ioff the hook with her constituents.’

. 400,000 people - immigrating to this
country every year. Two million.of our
young people reach working age every.
,year sO 70,000 to 80000 more is not
“much.”
(This was the day before the ofﬁc:al

: @\-emment estimate of the number of -

{ncoming Vietnamese refugees rose to
110.000, with the possibility that there
P could be 159,000.)

13 swe're talking about one-tenth of

kids. It isn't a horde. It can be assim-
ilated. This country took in 800,000

t\umamtarlan country. We got in the
war in Vietnam trying to do the right
thing but it was a mistake. We defoli-
ated,"bombed, made refugees—700,000
orphaned - and. abandoned kids, We

and now we have to take these peo-
in. I may have a mmonty view but
that's m¥ vxew

The Four1

WASHINGTON May , 3—“What'

“We have ‘1o choxce,'? ‘Mo Udall an-

Choruses of “why" ‘and “what for” -

his hostess, . Representative Gladys-

. ¥But here’s the way I -see it. We get

ane per cent of our work force,” Mr. . -
‘Wdall went on, “and half of them are

(ubans, 35,000 Hungarians. We're a -

caused great misery and . dislocation .

-agrees on,

h LaW of Pohtlcs

By Tom chker

“This evoked scattered applause: bet

two other things about the exchange.
interested an observer. The obvious

hostility to the refugees of many of
the women lunching in a private room

of the Sam Rayburn House Office .

Building, as well as the practiced an-

swer Mr. Udall had ready, suggested .

how quickly the refugees have become

" an emotional political issue~—not least,

surely, because of fears aroused by

unemployment that. reached 8.9 per

cent in April. -
Mr. Udall's performance, moreover,

: was. confident and professional—pro~
tecting: Representative Spellman, ad- -

dressing the issue, suggesting a will-

. ingness to buck the tide. That ought

to be a by-product of the kind of in-

tensive Presidential campaigning Mr.

Udall has been doing—he has been in
35 states in six months, he told the

-Maryland- women—but some candi- -
‘dates never do get the knack of han-
dling tough questions without bobbmg

and weaving and ducking.

Mr. Udall remains a low-keyed cam-
palgner in -an- almost invisible ‘race.
When  Representative Spellman intro-
duced him to the Prince Georges group

s “Stu Udall . he rephed amxably

IN THE NATION

‘Udall’s law:

If you can fzﬁd
somethmg that
everyone

e
it's wrong.

'

L€

. “That’s my brot.her I taught h1m every-

thing he knows.” And he likes to joke

that when he told a-group of New: -
Hampshiremen that he had just an-:
" nounced for President, one of them re- -

plied: :“We know. ‘We were. laughing -

about it last night.”

. Right now, the Arizona Congress-:

.man and brother of the former Secrs-

tary of the Interior in the Kennedy and '_
Johnson Administrations is buoyed by

what he -believes is a “big score”

among political leadersin- Wisconsin, -
which holds an important primary, and. .,

by a poll in the weekly New Hamp-

shire Times that he said put him “two-

to-one ahead of the next Democrat.”

Nevertheless, Mr. Udall still con- '
" fronts—and is constantly trying to dis-

pel—a major obstacle in what he calls
the “conventional wisdom™ that none

of the numerous Democratic candidates. -

maries, and that the national conven-

tion will have to turn to others for a._:

“brokered ticket.”

“Udall's Fourth Law of Politics,” he
told the Maryland women, is that if -

you can find something everyone

agrees on, it’s wrong. And the convens
.tional wisdom is just as wrong this

year as it was in 1972, when nobody
believed George McGovern could be

-can- win. the nomination in the pri--

nominated and everybody thought

. Richard Nixon could be beaten.” _
Mr. Udall believes that by the time
the primaries begin next year, the lead-

. Ing candidates will be generally ac-..-

: knowledge_d: Governor George Wallace, :
Senator Henry M. Jackson and himself, -

All other prospects, he thinks, are
moaving tco late or offering too little,
. “The brokered convention
myth,” he insists. “They aren’t going

Franklin Delano Jones. The candidate

. .+ will not emerge from a cloud but from. - -
" .. the primaries.” Mo Udall well knows,

of course, that the Fifth Law of Politics

the Fo

\

-is that i ux‘.'i hard to convince people of

is a

" to find anybody named John Fitzgerald -

B T S N T




- ment in these. columns on the focus of ' :
.environmentalism was thoughtful —

g -

Respo’ns)lbl

Ecologists

Dr. Marion Clawson’s recent’ com-

! but quite possibly misleading.

_ industry (which has been considerably -

.- His five-fold method of analyzing en- "
" .vironmental and related facets of gov-.
. ernment action is a sound 'and practi. -

cal formulation. Environmentalists and

The. writer is @ Democratic. con- - .

Morris K. Udall o

QOur

!
-

. N . . , ..
. gressman. from Arizona and an an-

A IR

‘nounced presidential candidate.

policy in a way that recognizes the

“inextricable interdependence. of the

‘critical three E’s-—energy, .the envi-

" ronment ‘and: the economy. .

I fear that Dr. Clawson’s artlcle may

# 'mislead some as to the level of sophisti-
- cation already achieved by most -envi-

a straw man by characterizing the

.broad range of concerned . beople

known ‘as “environmentahsts” as nar.

- there are some “environmentalists”

«.who simplistically view only the physi-

slower in responding) must view public. .

- ronmentalists, He sets up something of '

" ‘row-minded' obstructionists. Of course -

- cal impacts of any issue as confrolling. -
. Butitis a myth to brand the most sig- °

Taking ,Echepti(v)ﬂ

nificant environmental concepts being

advanced at. a- national level, or the
. people who advanced them, as being

wed to ‘a stand-still philosophy in
which human needs are ignored. I
would hope that Dr. Clawson’s obser-
vations do not lead less informed ob-
servers to -accept the unfair stereotyp-

ing issuing from the most reactionary '
- elements of industry and governmgnt

The heavy fire Dr. Clawson directs
at the’ Natu_)nal Environmental Policy
‘Act -of 1969 seems to me to overlook

. the context in which that law was en-
. acted — a -history of public actions
- which- persistently” ignored environ-

mental degradation - except as an

“unavoidable side effect” " acknowl-

edged once a course of action was set.

NEPA dictates no particular action.
As interpreted by the courts, it merely
insists -that government consider in
good faith the impacts of its -actions,
and the means available to mitigate
those impacts. To the extent that it is
“single-tracked,” it is so only hecause
it deals with the one major factor
'which had heen largely ignored.

P TO0 SR .-

"“’squarely to the fact that half our coal
!is currently being strip mided and that"
‘"we have an enormous. capital invest
¢'ment in_this technology. The regula-

s energy policy also addresses other so-
- cial realities, especially the benefits to
+’-our ‘nation of preserving the tradi- .
" tional economic bases of both eastern
- and western coal lands. Unlike spme of

- legislation, the environmentalists dem- '
"-onstrated particular concern for the. -
“human impact of suddenly shifting en- =7
“‘ergy production, and . with it industrial
-activity, from the East to the West.

BN

- much more sophisticated concerns .
. than the simple question of preserving .}

; posed by Dr. Clawson

“errs in his analytical framework, but §

that he is wrong in identifying envi-’ E
" ronmentalists -as the villains in our
_current problems. These problems can "

. environmentalists encourages those i
i who would reject’our maturing’ abllity
. to consider the consequences of our”
“acts —.an error whose .magnitude
o, owould become clear only gradually, ™
| and perhaps too late. R

i President Ford vetoed the pmduc

- need to develop energy sources, (2) the
I’ "need to achieve such production at rea-

~ productivity — certainly a major eco--
* logical consideration, and one  within

.| mentalism” embodied in this notion is

i such development. Yes, it would halt’

. tion patte1 ns and dying inner cities.

" avoided, if we recognize that an -
) “environmental orlentation” is nothmg

“"sis of the true costs — the complete :
‘" costs—of any such actlons A

_were painfully careful to. craft‘ a bill
- which reflects social and. economijc re

mental” concerns.

.process. . is.. rational development’s”
" “greatest. alIy Far from halting. eco-

-the full force of human ingenuity to

- r.xample ot the. mum-pnase thln
ing Dr. Clawson advocates may . be. ,.‘.
found in two major legislative efforts .
with which I'am currently involved —.
strip mining and land use planning. i,
At the end 'of.the: 93d, Congress

two years of precisely the kind of in-.
terdisciplinary consideration Dr. C]aw-.n
son propounds, We in the Congress

alities .as. well :as physmal “envu'on

In so doing, we addressed ourselve

tory bill which" resulted strikes, a‘sens
sible balance among (1) the very real

sonable dollar cost, and (3) the need to-
leave affected Iands and waters in a
condition that would permlt future

the bounds of Dr. Clawson’s definition, :
This attempt to promote a rational

R

the groups involved in ‘developing this

T T T

Land use planning ‘also embodies
unspoiled areas. Yet here, too, a myth |
has been fostered that the “environ- |
a panicky ‘“no growth” philosophy.
- In"faet, a sound land use planm’n’g,'
nomic advancement, it brings to bear
assure maximum social productivity in
some projects —the kind of highly, .
speculative, shortrange enterprises
which have brought us leap-frog hous-
ing development, wasteful transporta-’’ ,

It is, in'short, the very apprach pro- *

My point is not’ thét Dr. Clawson

PR TR O

be corrected, and future problems .' e
more than a. tough and resolute analy-'.

Mislnterpreting the nature of today’s:’ :

v
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= C'onttnued F’rom F’lrst Page 27
m’the lmportance ot the how, these
rvers say., - .
hat’s ‘more, they sald Rep Udall ha.s
ed his Interior Committee - -assignment
seyond’ bird ‘sanctuaries into ofl fields;
nines and nuclear generating plants,
nd frills and into fundamental problems
onomic growth and its Umits, ~ 97
We heed to. adopt'a new ethic,*®: Re
l:wrote last year, ‘‘an ethic of. céhser-
n; of gaving, of using everything ‘to the
mum.  We -must realize that the re-
es of our tiny planet are finite.. -We
-make every bit count. This will mean
d to the ethic of waste, the ‘throwaway
omy,’ that we have had for so many
3 'when we thought our resources were
r-ending.”” :
hile many. America.ns don’t s.gree wlth
Solutions—small cars, small . homes,
- familles—tew would  deny that these
asic issues and ones that Mo Udau rec-
ed ‘ahead ot ‘most of his colleague's ;
d tmllke nany of them. Rep. Udall
t" been to restrict his focus to
reas- of ' expertise. Instead, through
etters to his constituents, he has tried
100! himself and the voters in such sub-
the Vietnam_war, the. AImS race;
are, civil rights and économics. -
fo tan't a dilettante, he’ 8 a generalist,”
Rep. Frank Thompson, a New Jersey
crat.. - LR
e newsletters, which he writes hlmself
| several things about the author. One
t he isn’t ashamed to admit error. -
Jime 1965, Rep. Udall wrote that Pres-
Johmson . deserved ‘“‘our loyalty and
rt”’ for his Vietnam-war policy. In Oc-
3981, the Arizonan told an audience in'
stri __('a.nd later his. newsletter rcs.d-
hsve come here tonight to say as
asstmplyaslca.nthatlwas
tWo years ago, and I firmly believe
lsnt Johnson 8. advisers are wrong

e

'has a wsy:ot cutttng through to ths ‘

of the matter, his advocates say.

he says the basic problem of the envt- .

nt’ lsn't controlllng strip mining or

8¢ 'but - “How ¢an- we—humanely and|

1:Arlzona _Become' Pre51dent7

{ Speaker because he never offended anyone.

oA “Symbollc" Challenge

translates neatly into presldentla.l success
A whiz as ‘Senate majority leader, President

i1 Johnson couldn’t bring himself to face up to

reality in Vietham. Harry Truman is ac-
counted a mediocre Senator by many who
also give hlm hlgh marks for ‘his presl-
dency. ...

o In the House, success seems to come to
|two. types. Carl- Albert of Oklahoma is

Phillip Burton of California is cha.irman of

rized precinct maps, learned the strengthsi
and ‘weaknesses of 290 colleagues, squir-|

worked at it 23 hours a day. :

- It isn't that Mo Udall is lazy. But the
Burton style just fsn’t his. “I think maybe
- jwe'd be better off to have Presidents who

year. ‘“Anyone who works ths.t hard wtll;
lose his perspective.” ' ‘

Nor can he be accused ot overcaution.
When Rep. Udall broke with President John-

son on the war, Stewart Udall was a mem-||

ber of the Johnson Cabinet. Mo Udall won
the enmity of many senior House members
in 1968 for mounting a “symbollc" challengo

-] Quincy, Ma.ss he said: *“The American Pe

g

the Democratic Caucus because he memo-|

reled away tiny bits of information, am'lI .

“{aren’t so interise and who don't work 24 -
‘hours a day and so on,” Rep. Udall said last

jo Jolin McCormitk's reélection 'as Speaker:

»|He steered a politically unpopular congres-

sional pay rise through the House because
he belleved that underpaid Congressmen
| are likely to be influenced by overrich inter-
est. groups. He told his fellow envlronmen1

- | talists last year that ‘““we have been too neg:

stlve, too elitist, too self-centered.’” Al1I
though he himself has six children, he was
the first House member to sponsor birth]
control legislation. And in 10668, an electlon
year, he ca.lled tor a tax increase to tlght in-
flation. : x"{‘

- Some would call it courage others M- L 4
3 vptes. But it failed, just the same:

., marriage
‘a.fter bl g yea.rs. (H as. gince ma.rrled.)
Desplte the sorrows - am efeats,
Udall remains, at.53,.an. optlmlst -abaxag:
‘| other men.. At s. campalgn lunch recently ia

ple are res.dy for a new surge of -creative|
actlvity like Franklln Roosevelt a.nd ho
New Deal.” -~

It he is. rlght about the people then Mo
Uda.ll mlght e just the man in the White

House after 1976, If he is wrong—if the peo. |- . L

ple have tumed pesslmlstlc and grown tireq
of Washlngton-lnsp!red ~fgtivity—then g
Udall preslden might flo :

R R L

Rep Uda.lls newsletters and ‘
also demonstrate g streak of eloque:’s'.
k in House members. In urging the
1year to override ‘President. Ford’s
.~ |the strip-mine . bill, he appealed to'
- {leagues to “do the rlght thlng for o
- |try, for the land. :
i one“vAvltltll bt.hen,bl" he oontlnued " “g0;
. e able to drive into
. |ginia; like we have done, ?hd mt:v
- |chia, and'they will be able to loo
;. |mountains and’ the streams, and
“either be’ s.ble

i
N

“fwill’ be s.ble to see ‘the land

] they doin’ 'Pennsylvania, - ‘put M

“: “Mr. - Speaker, thisg bill ought to

; passed. A nation that does not love and
Bpeet its land does not respect itself.”
g . e override attempt failed by only

: ‘f_'hved by His Defeats”

‘regard for basic human righta—stabl | . o

e .world"s population.’”.

ues, ‘they also indicate ' "that night
isn’t as good as going to school full:

3ecause he hasn’t been involved in tllé '

construction. of bills dlrectly

affectir ’ 25
1 pollcy, ‘the - economy, and 'the 4 hif %

ers siy, his grasp of these suhjo_cﬁr _
e than hls'gras “of energy"eni

nment. - v : ‘“ u
help smooth out the. huslné%s évc!‘s, j
in: 1969, Oongress might permlt 1

erit to- propoee changes i income-ts
up or down. Cangress would blndl-;

vote on the proposal in, sa.y. 60 ds.ys.
1ptlon. Trustbusting

his other duties haven’t lett hlm tlme .

elop intriguing ideas like this. And
‘at he is running hard for President,

o P 7. -
ile Rep.. Udall’s newsletters lndlca.te al
rying .to educate himself in a varlety|

2scription for the economy comes

:'f ;| Wil be & poor President? *
‘ .ﬁm ‘He

. ‘Indeed, it is Rep. Udall's fate to to '
-~ 88 many as he has won-strip -
~|use planning, the race for r majority leter §
‘{public financing of congressional epy ¥ -
Paigns.” One  House ' ‘Democrat who boges
that Rép. Udall makes it to the White pz "3
Says, nevertheless, “My image of his a3
tles is flawed by his defeats.” . -
It a Congressman isn't good at'g

‘[ is ideas into laws, does it follow- '

etting his. bills thro
Y3 of Ohlo says. =
othe




ﬁ//t)mf%estdem?
/m it Belm; ‘So,
/&Dd Bs L Best-Faanced
/pmeng Liberal Desoerats |

‘quu&emw :

$ dlassic Ameriean Walt, Bt

source of moch ‘B

Wels the pessimist

, 8 six-;oot, five-inch for o
whose shirts
. ’ﬂ uwﬁ pertectly t tnnoredl

pubey gf the House~—people often
2 107 fils brother, Stewart, Wi ’
or Beuretary under- Presidents
leapfrog both the!

ow s manaton, WoATe[: -

N easily, and ‘1and scaaek .}
: ﬁ 'omm'mh*

‘Oturnthetrlckwnsm
).

|place ‘on . the - Intertor: Committes,. from|
'which he would be able to. promotera. water; - -

Rep. Udall's candldacy. serious

.[of only five: Democrats:who, apparen 8 oL
~raised enough monay; in imnllgdomﬂiu ok
froma.tleastzostatea-toqimnytwmatch- e
=" |ing federal funds’under: theenew ‘cam! SRR

“' 1law. Rep. Udall is. therbestﬂnanced and; B

'l best-organized’ of * those- libersls ‘who ‘have| .-

announced forthenominn.ﬂonotapa.rty L

whose center of gravity rema.lns left otf e
: a1 -

" Thus, while other- r X
have allowed - them : {0 "becom. expert in

.

“heavy’” subjects llka foreign. affdirs, arms|

a3,

policy, taxes and welfare Re Udall hasf. .

had to rest content with national parks, bird|

sanctuaries, postal rates and: ﬂlevaalaﬂes of ..
federal -bureaucrats. This. relaﬂvely l.nsub- AL

stantial fare hasled ~som 3hls?colle

[to write oft Rep, Udall ‘as"
‘la dabbler. /" Ve -VH :

"retorm * election: ‘retorm, ederal “pay]
"retorm » senlnrity.zf




REP MORRIS "UDALL,. D-
an a candidate for. the’
.Democratlc ‘presidénﬂal
nomination, claims 3
party must meet what he:
calls the “George Wallace ls-
gue’’ head-on and cmtxcxzeda
- reporters for letting the Al
bama governor get
with the same old d show1
wherever he goes

BRI e
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By Stephen Curwood v
Globe Staff 1

an interview.

52

Udal] plans
Bay State -

-prlmary run

Massachusetts voters in {37

the April 1976 presidential
primary- can expect to see
US "Rep. Morris Udall's
name on the Democratic
ballot, the Arizona con-
gressman said yesterday in

“Yes, Massachuseits’ is
high on my list of priori-
ties,” Udall said as he

rested his lanky frame on |

a Parker House couch, but -
he hedged against making
a formal announcement,
“I'm puliting together an
embryo of- the organiza-
tion that would work in

the primary. The fina] de-

cision will be made this ‘iz

fall.”

Udall had just come :

from a briefing session

with Massachusetts black -
lcaders and was on his ;

way to a fund raiser and

later dinner at the home |
of MIT President Jerome '

Wiesner.

Today’s part of his two
day swing through the

state has him scheduled to | b

meet with Citizens for Par-
ticipation in Political” Ac-
tion (CCPAX), a women’s
political group, student
leaders, labor leaders and
state Democrats including
Mayor Kevin H. White,
Secretary of State Paul
Guzzi and Senate Majority
Leader Joseph DiCarlo-

Udall is élearly running .
hard for ‘the Democratic

presidential - nomination. |

He's raised $50,000 so far
and expects to have about
$100,000 in his campaign
chest later this spring and
thus qualify for matching
Federal public campaign
finances derived from the

inzome tax check-off. Why |

is he running?
. %If Democrats want to
wm in.1976, they need 2

new face,” he said; pulling |

off his black-framed
glasses. “I'm in this race
becausé some 20 - other
congressman said I am
{hat new face and asked

me to run, They had asked |
why are just senators, and |

not governors or congress-

men, mentioned as prem-» i

dential aspirants.”

Udall is chairman-of .the
House Interior Commit-
tee's Energy and Environ-

ment  subcommittee. and ¢

. his campaign.

_ for good.”

“Economy, energy nnd s
the environment, these are :'.’?‘i
.-the" issues,” he said “We |

néed jobs, and, the days of ia%
$2-a-barre1 oﬂ .

and- expects ‘to have a
$100,000 in his- campaign
chest later this spring and
thus qualify for matching
Fcderal public campaign
finances derived from the
in~eme tax check-off. Why
is he running? i
“if Democrats want to
win in 1976, they nced a
new fare.” he said, pulling
his black-framed !
,..mcx' “I'm in this race |
ecause some 20 other ;
congressman said I am
that new face and asked
me-to run, They had asked |
by are just senators, and
dential aspirants.” :
Udall is chairman-of the ;-
House Interior Commit-
tee’s Energy and Environ-
ment subcommitiee, and
his work there is basic to

“Economy, energy and
the environment, these are
the issues,” he said “We
need jobs, and the days of
$2-a-barrel oil are gone

What would Udall do if }
he becomes the first rep- -
resentative ' to be elected |
President since James A. |
Garfield in 18807 :

“Allocation and/or ra- .7
tioning: of gas,” he said |
tapping his glasses against | &
the palm of his hand,” and |;
a clear message to Detroit |3
to stop its paralysis. We ..
ought to have no tax for a %
car that gets 22 miles to i}
the gallon, a slight tax for |
one: that gets 18 and a
whopper for one that gets ! i
only 10.” i

Udall then went on that ®
he sponsored a $20 billion :
measure that was recently :
signed into law to conduct
research into nonnuclear-
methods of getting energy.

“Solar, wind, geother=
mal — we got to study
these, he said, *“At the
same time we need na-
tional debate over the wis-
dom of nuclear power —
is it safe enough Lo use?”

Udall would also seek a
10 to 15 percent cut in de-
fense spending.

Asked ‘about the $300
million that South Viet-
nam's President Thieu is
seeking right now, Udall
has {wo words: “No wav.”




MANCHESTER, N.. H Nov

Udall” became - today ‘the- 'flrst
Democrat to’ open his Pr
tial” oandldacy offlcxally

what self—effacx n
the 52-year- -old . Arizona

ocratic p
s “under . sharp chal

‘oF: HISTORIC INTEREST TO
EW YORK JEWISH CO! UNITY.
SEE MAGAZINE SECTION’

'3 fused than usual. LA
23— Represéntative ,Morms ‘Ki|ers are saying that the new

dofferhun unite the .

tate delega ons : '.

rules might result: in no candi-

den- date toming to the’ convention, . '
w1th the votes to win the nom-
‘matlon, “with a’ “brokered"
slate emerging, vl S T
Assertmg that . he hoped .to
Democrats, -Mr 2
'Udall said,’ ,;‘,‘There’s a ‘name.
e for a political - party thaﬁ
. ) o

ﬁ?‘

Continued From\ Page l Col. 8

_ “ﬂu'ee F's — environment,
nomy, energy.” These, he
will " “dominate” .. his
pangn and will be the most|
. ‘i;nporbant issues for the rest
pf the decade. - -3l

i “The test for America._ is}
‘whether - we_ can adapt and
change from an era of abun-
'»dance, cheap natural resources,
to an era.of scarcity which is
eausmg this worldwide infla-
tlon," he-said, “I'think that the
. ¢entral job of t.he next Presi-|
""'dent is to get us t.hrough that |
economlc transition.” e J
reople ,Ready to Work 1
“Frankly, I-was alittle bit;
: leluctan ” he said in makmgr
: " his announcement, but added
;~ﬂ1at he had dohe so 'because
~-there are people here who are!

Representative : * “gald |
‘- that he :had raised ‘between
§20000 and "$25,000 ‘thug*far. {
a Congressman, ‘Mr,. Udall ;
ims been noted- as ‘a‘conservar|:
":tionist wHo has ‘worked: at ‘ex-
e -and " protecting; nation-|
al and wilderness”areas. %
He once challen .Cone|
ssional leadership of his'par:{
, but lost his bi tobecome-

.eye as the result of.?‘i childhood’
accident, ‘is..a: former:'collegel’
- basketbali star.who ‘flles ] lns

. aifp
osmphy says ‘that. he
5 inches tall. H’e

the Dohuca.l watemheds

g smelmg canipaign. “Mr. Udall
Nas. aske‘tli today " if g

" 'who has been. known ﬁo mdlate

“rubber_chicken” tyice today

he:felt a

- However, he ap .

the gusto of such pohtlcians as
former Republican Gov. Nelson
A. Rockefeller of. New York,

f“, o
 Mr. Udall used the _phrase







hicago Tribune, -Monday:-dly P

. WASHINGTON—After six monthis ‘of
campaxgnng, Rep.” Moms Udall [D.,
Ariz.] has tentatively established him-

slef as the leadingliberal candidate for

the Democratlc Presxdentla} nommatlon.
Still a year-away from’ the onverition,

Udall 's a plishemnt_is not only ten-_

tative, bul

so far he has outdistanced former Sen,

- quickly
:perch on the. catblrd seat if Sargent
-Shniver or - Senators Bu'ch Ba
B‘mk Churcb entered the race,

‘overn was. gettmg a
about thxs tlme in 1971,




fomgn pohcy be masde fm' us.
we have lost somethmg crucnal
in the way we talk
way ' we  act
peoples -of the. world.. When
our ‘President '
of 'State speak to 7the world
wnthout the undersbmdlng ‘or|’

3 and ‘should not t.ryfto{mterVene
“|militarily. in the internal affairs
of other: count.nes unless our
own nanon is dhectly ‘endan-

red.”

‘He endotsed Ythe objecuve
of ' detente” ~with " th j
Communist .powers,’ ‘but! he ar-
gued 'that ; Mr. Kissin
strabeglc negotations
Russians, - was “giving . u

State, Henry A.. Klssmgerr% much and asking for,too

irection’ in:the Nxxon and Ford |;

By CHRISTOPHER LYDON
Bpednlto'rheNewYork'mnu X _:" :
CHICAGO, March ls—-Jxran
Carter devoted his. first ,imor-
tant outlme of forelgn ‘policy
eas- today to the theme -that
e American ‘course.in world
affairs should be charted with
more ' open ;consultation - with
)Ngress and the . public : ithan
has been under  Secreta

Congress- and th.e ?resndentlal
t ;the: United
Statea must pa ‘more attention
than Mr. Kiss nger has to-its
allies in" Europe, it3 nelghbors
in the Western HemisPhere and
developmg nations aronnd the

‘CUIe’OfMI' ;,Carter’s
speech was the vaguély popu-
"llist. nation .,that openness}: at

, ti.ch

;poward other

v;ously hollow vo;ce' g ;

' foreign’ ventune
that has fanled—whether it was
k| vietnam,- Cambodia,. Chile,’ Pa-
. klstan "Angola or in'the exces-

ses of - th CIA. —oru:rGovem
ment ; forged _“ahead ' thhout
‘the.

people, mdid.: thlngs‘_ihat
were contrary to dur

rax:ter ¥ ; .
M X alrtet’s \ approt
oreign’ policy; questnons resem-
.| bled - his; position. on. cbomestlc
.|issues . in - the, sense; thats he
was trying 0 §how &’ a.l
grasp_ of comple:uty

the sama itime to av: oid wsh
\or speclfxc cont:roversy

,. UDALl:fﬂND JACKSON:
' Jom..:gmmANA RACE

f‘the chicago Councll on
elationsiwas designed|M
his own familia-
ticmal ‘politics

b Jackson:vo ,rWashington
medetnhtlal. rival—

the‘ days of, ;ho co d
op,

& odemonstrate
nty‘ with’ interna
‘and i then’ to : posttio

INDIANAPOLIS,  ;; May
(UPI) — Represenoatlve Morris||i
K. Udall: of , Arizona .and Sen-|.

n {-toda'y.,‘becamerth

ﬁi"}éadership" in g?ople butgg stantly ¢ondul
-but; declared, /T We|f "exclusi\igly' per-|:

il havaggéqx!ed ‘that- we cannot

I T =~

former“Gov’

Georgia’ and’ Ellén McCor_chk
the. anti-abortion candidate,] . -
* Former Gov.:Ronald Reagan(
of  California ~jand President’
5\Fofd have filed on ‘the Rep b~

' LINCOLN ¢ Neb.; Mar
vTh names  of, Senator Egmu'd
edy’ 6 /Massaclm_q_qtts
B #H.7 Humph
.|Minnesota .will “appear &he
;|May ", 11 emooratlc prmary, -

,electionv,ba.llot An. . Nebma.
v Secreta.ry “of,, State : All Jo

0 ruled today
L nﬁ/lr
Humphrey earher had

~|with Mr. Béermann’ formi dlS- :

-

i-|claimers :of Presidential candi-
 |dacy. But last Friday, the two
:|Senators ‘were placed ‘on the
|May 25 Oregon pnmary elec-
|tion ticket. - ;
That action,”: Mr Bee:mann :
-|said, invokes a’ feature of Ne
braskas primary _election law:
3 requmng names of persoms of
PreSIdential _camg:lates .else-t

TR BLALw




Environmental Subcom-|
ittee on . ‘the. Interior and Ini

_¢losely associated with 'the’

ndidétes'- ‘might’ {have!'-cap-

"dldn't 20, to work now. L

11’ Those other candtdates all
of whom' have “been to New
gampshu‘e recently, include
en.’ Henry M. Jackson (D-
Wash.), Georgla :Gov. Jimmy
(Carter, former Oklahoma Sen.
Fred Hams,‘ Sen. , Lloyd M.
g{entsen (D- Tex.) and Boston
ayor Kevm Whlte .

fhw

[Tt

g
nee.. 1961 He is, the chau-man '

prine

l:lfl‘ Affan‘s\Commlttee and|:
Iy 1| n

tured the support ki s id he's | gen
galned in, [the state’ 1£ he

that:I'have those qualities, I'n
frankly in doubt: about 'it, but

.| I'm offering mysel#ias a_possi: i

blecandidate - who, could 'put
this’ back together\ggaln "

to ', the! “worklngj
woman in Amenc

pe a feellng o :participatlon
.tlﬁs country, nd’

- find  ways. of et

,'l_‘he Amencan ‘peo e,-_ want
clean. envlronment -ayde

Y| Tendets”

mce&

Carrler, exedutive du'ector of
the New - Hampshlren Démo-
cratic. Party and a "national
commltteewoman who headed
Sen Edmund Muskie's' 1972
campaign will work on Udall’s
prellmmary orgamzmg effort.
Merv, Weston, an advertising

. executlve in, Manchester who
headed Sen

George« McG
) 3P

1g":the
needs of ordmarqumenican '\

: ecant|,
‘ life and, the kmd of economic
Y

C lgrlookmg o ﬂthe Democratlc

' qtegw '
-has.a hmited.( -aim;]

thls country try

is. In ith
demonstrate that I have ’5]:5

pa;gn a*“‘pohtic_ 2
He said’ hetthinks the.coun !

Party fot “a new generation of
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Strauss 'quizzed
on impeach ment i
|

By Godn-ey SperlingJr.
Staff correspondent of .
The Chrlstia.n Sclence Monitor

< Wa.shlngton

“I get around the country a. lot

and I am hearing a great deal

more sentiment for impeachment
[of the Presldent] tlm.n there Was ~1

10daysago.” - - (:} T
© So said Democratic Na.tion.s.l J',_.» "

Chairman Robert Strauss in con.
versations with reporters over

y A
breakfast. . .- !f" 3 &)
Mr. Strauss said he was also, R L/ff? -
ga.lnlng this - information trom f\“).:, v
private public-opinton polls- to-|
gether with talks he has had with:
a number of congressmen ln the
lastfewdays. . - N
Mr. Strauss called the Presl-
dent’s apperance in Chicago “cos-
metic” but admitted that Mr.
Nixon “probably has gained a few
points” as a result of that a.ppea.r
once. O ]
2#*The Presldent wﬂl never re-'
: gnln his credibility,” Mr. Strauss.
'sald. “He will bob up about four’
points and then he. ‘will drop about
four points. That is the waj
wlll be with him from now, on.”’;
, Asked, “Would the. Democratd
run, s.ga.lnst Nixon.if Ford were*
in,”:Mr. Strauss ‘quipped: “We&
ran a.ga.lnst Herbert Hoover for a;
longtlme "o i
< MIF, Stra.nss.sa.ld ‘ad not
think. the big issue in the colmtrii
today Was so much Watergate as’
it was “presldenﬁa.lleadershlp.""
He said he is finding that people |
are talking-about.‘‘the failure on;
the part of. leon go ,\provide|
leadershlp -—s moral, oconomlc,I
and in a number of other areas.’’




: surrounded by edltors and re-

and observe. His manner was
3-ldirect and good-natured, his
flanswers generally short and-to

- |watched” the” ‘
< throughaglass wall. -l

teqid ppel:l with microphiones and

porters. who “came" to . listen

the point. Secret Service' agent.s :
stationed outsnde the room|
proceedmgs

- A major proposal, he said, ‘

" ltaking over the. welfare system,

iproblém and ‘a national obliga-
{tion.”~ Mr.- Udal] said that" he
lfavored a standardlzatlon of

iwas the Federal Government's

which - he ‘called “‘a. Dational

welfare criteria and’ payments

et qE EPOMETS| U onve were

& ad]usted onty for cost of liv-
ing’ drfferenoes m dxfferent

areas. M
He smd ‘he beheved hat

New « York City sriteria~ and
“bretty close

3:3‘33'5@ during |, = vhat- ought to be-a national

. 'standard.” "l'hey're ‘ot overly
- |generous,” he said. “It’s the
standards. m other . states‘ that

of B
e r=mree- tabled Continuedonl’agcﬂ. Column 8

are far from generom." The drs-

migration of poor people that
had overtaxed the clty’s fiscal
abilities. = - .
Mr. Udall did " not” offer i
price-tag for-his program. How.-.
éver, in response to questions,
George Sternlieb, director of
the Center for Urban Policy
Research and -professor of ur-
ban planning at Ruigers Uni-
versity, put the cost at §16 bil-
lien a year.-Richard Nathan. a
senior fellow at the Brook-
ings Institution, desmbed Mr.
Udall's proposal as “a very
expensive program” and - esti-
mated .the annual cost at 317‘
billion to $20 billion. -  -.
. Mr. Udall acknowledged that'
Senator Henry M. Jackson of-
Waslhington, a rival candidate
for the. Democratic Presidential
nomination, -also had cam-
paigned in Congress for Federal
aid to New: York City, as had,
all the Democratic Presidential ;
candidates in Congress. .. . -.,l
“Jackson’s got a pretty_good-
record. on- voting,” Mr. Udall-
said. “My. quarrel with. Jackson
is that vou can’t have it both.
ways:. You cannot be for the
‘Pentagon and .be for the cities..
:We simply- don't have the re-,
sources; -and all” the good ins.
tentrons ‘on earth won't’ help

3 Carter. Crldclzed' i ;,-f. a

On the other hand. however,
Mr. Udall noted that in Novem--
ber Jimmy Carter, the former
Governor of Georgia:and an-/
other Democratic ® rival, “said’
that- he didn’t want to -see-a:
precedent of bailouts for the
nation’s cities; he said it might~
be good for the-city’s financial
management to Be turned over
to Federal courts for austere

Ihandhng

]

Mr. Udall, asked what ‘the

‘Federal - response should be:if
‘New . York City - is unable to

adhere to its three-year ﬁnan—
cial ‘plan, said that he did not’
think the $2.3 billion in short-
term Féderal dans should- bé

iwithheld - if this: failure were:

caused by external factorst such:
as the economy, unemployment:
or a:shrinking tax base. Fed-*
eral funds should be withheld; -
he mdlcatedﬂf%he—falhxre was '
a ‘result’ of such

factors .as*‘manhgeden

parity, he added, has:led to a '

i

not as loudly or as often, per-
|haps.” :

Sifflilarly, - ‘Mr."” Uﬂall ‘urged-

1Federal generosxty in’the: event '

that' the city's fiscal ‘réstraints’:
deprived it of. adequate . funds ;
for matching: grants in_Fedeéral !
‘programs that requlred mamte- j
-pance -of effort. - 3
“I wouldn’t .make a blanket
icommitment .~ to exemptmg
‘them. from the ‘matching funds,

i

‘but I' would be Very ‘generous {

«while they're:trying to work: |
l’thevr way out of this diffi-
culty,”

Udall -+ said.. “It
makes you cry when. you go:
up to thé South Bronx and see:
buildings being-. - abandoned,;-
hospitals: being closed -and this:
sort of thing,( solely because :
the- city is* strapped in thelr

matching money:” ... 3

Sympathy for Northeas

He- expressed sympathy’ for
the ‘Northeast. “The Northeast,;
has taken a beating at the hands
of the Federal Government and_
the good old Sunbelt has profit-
ed " he said. “I fthink we ought '

to try to redress that balance.” :
. “T'would say the same thing
in. Arizona,” he added, “though"

: Mr Udall also proposed‘a"

Inational health insurance pro-:

gram, ' noting:. “If we had. . it,"
you wouldn’t be  closing hos--
pitals and a billion ‘dollars or:
more’ would be provided: fm"
New. York City’s budget.” -He:
also urged a full’ employment‘

act, saying: “So-many of the:

icity’s problems are compoundedf
by~
itaxes,. lugher welfare

_lower_employment; “less;

re«

lated causes."
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(ddall States He

3\ 30 (1

Would Accept

Role as C arter’s R unnmg M a
: By CHARLES MOHR e o
Representatlve Morns K. tually . "honest, . 1f somebody I

Udall said yesterday that he
would - not refuse a request to
run for Vice President with
Jimmy Carter if -the former
Georgia Governor won the. De-

. Mr Udall alsosald that he
was “dead serious”. about his
own campaign for the Presiden-
tial nomination, believed " he
could win and was.not seeking
the second spot. He ‘added that
many Vice Presidents had gone
onto to-become President.
" The Arizona - Congressman
made his comments on- the
WNBC “Sunday Show" yester-
day morning.” -

Mr. Udall had exprssed hlS

willingness to take the.. Vice
Presidency in some circumstan-
ces in previous interviews.
- Mr. Udall also said that if
he won the Presidential nomin-
ation he might consider asking
an "elder statesman” such as
Senator Mike: Mansfield to run
with him. for Vice President
as “a gray-haired co-pilot."

In an intervier later, Mr.
Udall said he: usually tried to
avoid questions:about the Vice
Presidency - because = discussion
ofit-led to-unfounded specula-
tion that he ‘was not seriously
seeking'the. top position.

““I'm-dead serious,” said the
politician, “but as -one who
tnes to be candld and intellec-

mocramc Presxdentlal nomma-‘

respected and the conventxon,.

my party, asked me to serve,
I would -serve. But I. am not
lookmg for that.” .. ‘- ¢

Mr.. Carter himself said ear-'
lier. in.the campaign that he
also would accept: the Vice-
Presidential nomination if *hq.:
failed to win the Presxdennall
nomination. .. . .

In his. other remarks on the»
possibility of choosing an older.
running’ mate,” Mr. "Udall .sug-’

-|gested a way to achieve harmo--

ny between the President nd-
Vice President “would ‘be-to.
pick an older person,’ a:mature
person, a unifying - person. "o
“Just -as an example,” Mr."
Udall ‘said, “I. have .said Mike
Mansfield. I say Mike -sit - be-
hind. me for four.years—you are’
an. old -gray-haired - ‘co-pilot, .
know all about it, and have been ’
through the -storms. If.I-go
down- for: any . reason,.you can
land" this. shlp and take lt;
through.™ . - S
Mr. Udall w'ho arfived in
New York this -morning 'from
Wisconsin, -where -he has-also
been campaxgmng. said.he-had

\not discussed such an idea with -

Mr. Mansfield, who -is -retiring :
from .the . Senate and " his- post :
as Senate majority leader next :
year. He:said he had picked ;

the Montanan’s. name only for

purposes of 1llustratlon :
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Udall gears np for

with sup]
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1) ﬁmn"vaum Nu‘!ru
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gk st whille

_ parkedun @ plding.

In New York, where the
Morris Udall candidacy

will be tested April 8 for'

the first time in tive
weeks, a series of endorse=- .

' ments and organizational |

- guccesses has prompted his

state manager to predict

.“that he wlll run ahead of

Jimmy Carier and & solid
second to Henry Jackson.

Additional .impetus 1is
expected {hls

nouncement that some 30 *

- to 40 J‘;—ickson’ delegates

e

ERsahh Froma

may lose. their, ‘Jackson
identification on:the bal<
lot. - T :

natiéhal manager predicts,
wins Wisconsin the same
day, he ‘clearly, will be
back on the main line. i
If, however, Udall does
poorly in ‘these primaries, '
Carter and Jackson may
be the only ones left i_nl_the'

Democratic race.: .

[

. _ morning '’
_'with the anticipated ‘an-

e Lo . (R T I
. %We have to do very, very:

AT JE A

W

a New York 1

Newy

s

R

bl di ABRE Wl
hhﬁ‘vu ‘-‘m ulu\im
WHR renebisad e HUHLVH
mente of  tha pabinne
hosrd  of  Amedoang  far

|,
Vbt

. Demoeratic Action and the

New pDemocretlc Coalition,
iberal group.
But Tully is more en-

", couraged by the organiza~’

.. up delegates,
* whom  were

" Sargent Shriver or others. -

REP. UDALL®
v+ o challonges Jackson

well, - and we probably’

have to win something on

' The New York staff has
‘expressed no lopes

manager. . ‘
*! But Tully said he thinks
Udall will beat Carter.
“Yes, we think we’ll do
well - against Carter. But

) S, itsa tough race,” he said.

. iUdall’s*. national " cam="-

baign, mMmanager, /. Tom

|Kiley.H put it  this! ‘way:
T ,' PR Lt I . . ': ,

. Udall has run second in’
the two primaries he has
contested’; — New :Hamp-

e vemp o e e mnin et A

- April 6. At this point Wis--"
; T . consin looks more likely.”

- If ‘Udall does run-second .

in New York and, as his * of .

" catching :iJackson. “He's
~very, very strong ‘here,” |
said Paul Tully, the state’

tion’s success in rounding
‘many of

" pledged . to Birch Bayh, .

¢ number of delegates each:
' candidate wins in each of
the state’s 39 congressional -

Since there is no direct

. yote for the candidates in .

New York, the outcome:
will be determined by the

districts. '

New York Wiﬁhhﬁé‘ﬁ'?i ‘

delegates ‘at the ‘national *
convention-in July. B
Udall expects to have.

" originally '

AN

Ok Fate
1 of ADA, other lihern

I
WA
“ v \\ \ \\ \

W
\h‘lr\jtl UG IR \\\\'
vhifg T the wnbie zm m‘
willon - e T IR L
Hiute Murin Clusdiin any
Juve BO or 40 of thein

without identification as

Juckson delegates, mostly
. because of late ' filings.
Jackson has moved in Al-

bany Supreme Court to
put the identification on
the ballot..

Carter will have - full
glates in no more than 29
districts.

Udall has scheduled his
time evenly between New
York and Wisconsin. Tully
gaid the Udall campaign
will spend. between $250,-
000 and $300,000 in New
York — about one-third of

‘Keefe, said his New York -
» budget ~ will not exceed:
. delegate . slates idgntiﬁgd-;_ $500,000. S

—r—T T

"Jackson’s = budget, But’
Jackson’s national® cam- |
paign manager, Robert



:.vrules to help busmess. Do.
© you agree with this pohCy'-‘

A, "Well, I think we ought ¢ 1s an Qbhgatron

- to constantly  reviéw the aé-
.- tailed .implementation: n any
" area. We ought not to- be

unreasonable. - o
" Q. ‘What s’ you
: 'on the Concorde"
A Isa turkey,

" should ‘never land’ here. 1t's s! .Presrdent’s ‘block *grant- Pro+7

an energy disaster. It’s an

economic disaster. It’s. adrs~ :
.. aster- for  peopte: around air- 3.,

ports, and I'm opposed to the

“landing. here -and at; Dulles, :

- Atlanta; - Plains,- Ga., ‘6r at.
..Boeing.. erld in Washl.rngton
“or.any place else. 'It’s inter<.
esting to note that we- ‘made
a decision in.'71 about the .
~U.8. SST. and’ there were
. those, including . ::Senator '
Jackson who tried very:hard
‘to have ‘it built. through a
large Federal subsidy. That
.vote was . very very close,
and if the proponents Qf the
+-SST had had théir way, we
..woulld : probably *be landing

. large numbers of American.

L 88T's nght naw I thmk it's
Cegrong. ]
Q. How do you fee about
“offshore oil drilling?-
-....A. Three. things, ‘maybe I
think as we're running eut of
»0il " and “gas,” the American
peoplé are going to insist that

1f theres orl *out there and*
we can get it i safely. there

. You. sard you w_,
fav of mass transxt. :
A Very «strong}y

.Q. I'd ‘like. fo. ask YQu

about specifrc programs. Do

* you- have & response ta.«tshe_
C'grats;’ substituting” categori
cal grants and "w

. IWell Im ‘realsly tom on'
thrs ‘one- -because there. s
-some.merit. to | govemors and.

‘mayors . who talk."about 4,
rnultrphcity .of. 1,200 .Federal . ;

programs, .categorical' pr
grams. And so,.yes, the con-,
cept of .block  grants, is. an .

‘cnmmated .against.‘by . Con-

, the . form o‘t’. housmg as 1t

: relates to urban areas" s

= & Yes; T think thrs is prob-

;"'-.n ought to be éxteni ed The '
{crying, heed in Jxousmg today

J1s. to, do for: :the inner cities .
n a wmassivé kind, of way .

- what we. did. for. the .suburbs

: for 30 ears under the F.H'A' L
y - - Senators to give some emphas~

program. PR
Congressronal Formulas

Q. "Many . New . Yorkers:
think that New . York City-

: _-::!.w-»

gressronal formulas.

.Espe-
cially programs pe

ke

; na,root'rcs programs " where

New" York™ certainly has a
"latge ‘share of ‘the’ narcotics

- problem -ahd a small share of -
Federal “narcbtics’ 'funds. Is

‘appealing. one, On the.other .. there anything that you as™

hand, ,I.think I would. take 3
mrddle course,- 1. think there

"ls a. place- for some-. of the:,

. Federal programs, .4 . few. of ..
‘thém at least. They ou ht to
be’ constantly revrew

- President™ could 'do- to-hélp ;-
< equalize? First of all,"do you
agree with" thig* assessment"

T A."1 do ‘agree. The mnet
crttes have lost Congresgmen
L irf the ¢éoursé ‘of the last 20 -

. tal of the |

- yeaf's as popilation: shiftéd—=

,_ Housgng
HU.D. is. now. exercrs* 'big' gdiners: and “the niral -
mu rts d‘lscretronary powers ' peoplé have- lost Congressmen’
t.o guarantee: Mxtohell-La:ma; -i~>80 ‘that" theé ‘bafance : of -
mortgages. .. Do. you.  agree :.power has ‘shifted somewhat
with this. program? Do, you., : to' the suburbs. And. there ‘is-
think .it. should, be extended _a tendency and’ self-ihterest
«or have -any. other ideas m for the ‘suburban :people’ to

- cans: -
o : “suburbs have 'beef’: the' g

';be for. programs- that ¥

help thelr  own..constituents

" ‘and:-to be a little: less: gerM

ous with the cities, s

“Having’ said that, T thifkh
the President could overcoms

- this trend: if “the” Presideritd

. understood’ it” and ‘appealed
to’ the" compassion and’ faifi®
ness; decency, of the country
and -its’ ‘Congréssmen "ande

371 where the problems"-
‘.
B 4
Q New York Cxty,is cong
idered thg illegal alien capiz>
nited States.-How ¢
; would- -you deal’ wrth this,
. problem? - L ke
A. Well, we've got to con-sv

.‘: front it. World’ populatron is’e

.exploding and we're ‘an ¢is=q
" land in a sea of poverty, andaq

. desperate. people are:willingn

: to-do more and:more‘in order;2
" to get to this country. I guess?s
there are Several- estimatesst

" up’to seven or eight million~
. immigrants ' here, - most - -ofw:
. them are taking-jobs- that

ought to- belong: 'to: -Ameri-y
Congressman - Rodiney:
and-others have done a goods:
deal.ef work in this area-and«
-I:think 'maybe:the- best apy;
“proach would be to gramde.

. father in -most of -the ahens

- that~are. ‘here -now legally,:
"and: then -to. begin toa dly
enforce the-law. -~ -+ - sy




The followlng die excerpts
from ton ciitervlew: Tas The, ]
‘New- York T;mes wyl;h Rep--
resentatlve Mortis' K. I'Jdull

Q. Do’ &ou belleve that b

iNéw York City. fiscal. crisis |

ig.a harbmger of crises.in:
Other * citiés? "What specxﬁé‘
steps do you think Should bé '
itaken 'to avert them?
' A, Yes, it clearly. is
fhat’s 'why I tried to. step out
ifi front when Ford wanted to, -
FushNew York over the.cliff.
id, ‘Whenthe bell us
€6¢ New York City, in *
may toll. for, Topeka A.n;i.
)ﬁmamllo and St Louis and &, .
lot of othér places. ",Already,
tiie bells, dare about.to. (Ting
‘for Yonkérs and Biiffalo, justs,
indeed a,.

this, state« It is
g;ﬂ_ binger: - Gl

several directions; I thmk yo
first: have to-get.your- prior-i;
ities straight. <You: can't ‘be:"
for the Pentagon'dand be for .
the cities: “We:'don’t have
énough . for. guns. and . butter

have to make that fundamen

tal - choice, and- then : we'll -~}

__'. ;_, did those-thres p

ifi
i
|
l

| But, if Gue.did these threel
} ﬁ;ograms; relief yould:be on

; ahd-the:city-

y

%] passing”
any. more. ‘‘We're going .%0::" Federal Government::

heve some: ol’“lthe. h’esoume_s ke

wa need. s
EMy bver-all goal wﬁuld‘ ibe f
to give the tTitles'a’ &ham:é
jorcope and to° sutvive: amd
to‘solve their. ‘own problems. =
Ifﬁd I would do that thréugh ¢
thiree-point program.’ ‘'
;[‘he first is to- federallza
lt.he welfare system. T'wag for:| .
t very early. on. It oughrt
“be ' federaliz itsdl]
national problem amd 1t's a’
national® obligation.
~Second: s help 1h .some.
employment act. So-many. of
the -city’s problems are gom- :
pounded. by, lower .employ-
ment, less taxes,.higher. wel-_
fare and- related causes. .
»And. the thll'd is - mtlonal

. to.the city-would-be-a bot--

l‘!_ﬁ'ﬁ
E.‘a.

_; I the l-ederal Gwe;nment !

'4H£'a NEW YORK - TIMES; MONDAY, MARCH :29,. 1976

}

b

ORE w
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and..
did: them right,’ the . 'cltles,-:f
could: probably. cope - with .
their- tﬁroblems But 1 would,
give them.addjtional. help in .
tgansportation. 1've been. in.
the forefront -of - trying . {0,
break. up. the nghway Trust
Fund and give. aid to mass
transit, 1 would | give ‘them,
help .with. some . sensible
housing. programs - and . stop
the rot and decay.and.cancer.:
;| that's -spreading through the;
Sgd Bronx  and. ﬂBedford-‘
s

antandy other, ax'eas.'1

way and the: cities. oo;uld
-begin to cope. _iyuiie s
#a Mimiclpal Un]ogrs 7

’:Q The President has.taken:
the. position-that Federal aid;

tomless- pit in. that it woulds
_encourage ‘municipal -unionsts
"in; their bargaining with the:.
‘city, -inasmucht as-the Mayor «
pohtxcmns would ¢
then be+in.a positiort of :not:~
baving to pay-the bills but of
“them ‘over-to: the°

A.:Pm' not’ f:; }ujnhmxfed
d. The kinds of, things.I'
g,lkmg about; put th,e, obligas.

.on_the cxty‘. .The logn. :

a.nt,ee isn't a bottamless

- It sgys, we'll, guarantee
some loans . condltloned oh’: .
stffct management and, con-';

verly . eenerous
jons..
Q Do you feel pal
wions - have T grown
pQWerful in, ﬁlus city?., ...,
+A. I-haven't studied it to:
that extent: ‘Clearly they! have -
driven ‘a ‘hard - 'bargain; <and .

their members, and one dan't s
lmrle them: for that.-=r - ;
Q. Do you’ feel that there'

his been municipat ‘misman- "¢

health. insurance, If.we had._ agément - in New' York' City .

it,-you wouldn't bewclosx
hns;utals- and.a., bllbq dols;
lars qr.mare: bmnlti be.,‘xiro-

k)

‘and this has brought: about..
contributed to this process?:

E‘gﬂ “Cerdainly: T edn’t’ dbfemr
ﬁthe klnd bt‘ fmancral‘ i

ugh th 60'

-that - may or“may- not be:

credit matrket?

racts that. are fajr pu’q_rtllot "y

' their
‘‘matching funds for Federal

Q. The cnty's fmanclal plan
was based on certain assump- |
‘tions concermng the economy+,

ecout.. Jf -the, city-is
Eggble tokeep to its financial
plan because of thbse préb-i

I¥ins, ‘do you- think . the plan s
“would be revised?: :

‘A’ No, I think we ought to‘_‘
gif' the clfy afiy kind of a’
et assurancé that ‘%‘n y
do anythm “they . t’
¢ and get" rewsron And T
?*mk it's im ortant that' New'
ork not g ) ‘under and’ that
ag events’ develop we. take'
aook at how'the econom1c
s;ttxatlon goes and ‘be’ '
ed ‘to make
lnsrons o ‘
. Q Do you favor some fed- o
erglly - orgamzed mumc:pal

aA, Yes. I ‘th k' "

,,,,,

fbwe
that road. "F"have prged as:

i a part. of tax.,reform far exsy
N ample, that we have; that ;.the hig. .cities, Largely or in;
; ‘,.éltles“wuh an’ <;

dgmg

2. w i
Match;ng Eunds Cahg
Q. Should the city and state
~'be Keld harmtess -because of :
inability to provide

programs. that requu;e Tahing

’the financial plan’ requlred

¢ cutd in the budget?
they’ve been-looking: out for- 4' :

. 17 wouldn't make a
blanket egthmitiment to ex-
“empting = *; from the
““mafchin -_butl { would -
be very ile we're :
to%oroﬁu? way outv
s difficulty. -

of

ifaf .
"+ K. Yes. There oughttobe* ‘

:"s0

3

tendance. of effort’ because A .

e Waelfaro* 1 )
Q You mentioned’ earher

:'ﬂhat you favored :federaliza-
jition of elgi 0 you alsq-
favbr stands dlzatron of‘Wel- ;

criteria?

a.cost ofliving factor, In:
‘~areas where it doesn't cost }
fnuch as the large urban.
+ conglomerations; the :welfare .
.‘payment. ought to.be a. htt-le
hit lawer.l y i e il gy
A But the,re o, e &s-
.sen lglly oné national system
©'of bénefits'with'a ¢bstéo fuv 2
"ing "-factor® in:* thefe.’ "’I‘hls":'

P

it

o would"mo't ‘ronlys help the:

cmes but it -would. tend to
keep people in their own;
,, Tegionsy«and « bomes‘ 4néa
thelr 'fiends; ‘where 'oppor-s
tumtles might be better. . -
One of the key causes of
“tutban concentration ‘and ur-
| ban * poverty—city ‘problefms:

. ; hws been: the welfare-system,. -
: (whlch like: a ‘magnet, drew.
.- people off. the. farms in. Ap-

:palachia and other areas, into,

;part—of one. .of.. the .main
- causes—was .. the. . humane
level " of . welfare payments
here and the «utrageous level ,
. in- states like.mine and.Alas’
bama and Georgia. . Y
'Q: Would: the only. dlfferen-
'tlal in welfare costsabe
of Jiving? cs- -
$: Av Essenhally, yes

*A, I -don't" krow ’tha‘t
would telt:a state that" when
Jt's Supplemented that y0u

can’t “supplement’ it; ;but : i
thlhk thiere “ought ‘to be a-
~basic Federal allowance ‘ad-+
]uSted only for’ cosl: of hvlng
m dlfferent dreas,. -

"Q. Would' New! York i
be cut doWn? i

W gggg{;e

4y Just. where . a
f vo

"FCO“' | - think ‘the nnmber of public- °

; I, service, ]QbS_,V{OUJd be.much,

A T gon ldxow it the ©
, welfare’ ‘paymefite irf i N

they're pretty close” to” what
¢ m_ght ‘to 'be’a national stand:-

1 other states that are, far.

g gm"ﬁ,o TV

oney

. range of . urban

\ f;om; to:do all these things?
=A. No, '], the, LOsts now are

) 'very great The. costS, Tow’ of

eight . mi illion "_people -unem-.
G mployed. -are ;-
{ gguadrupled in five. years, The,

dtrect costs -for. wel

e relationships are
comple,x and. no one Enows :
e money-f-
comes., from i u have a '
\full emplqyment act and how'.
. much the multiplier. factor.is, -
" But 1. sald,.to illustrate, lets .
+take a hard. case ,of ﬁour mijl-
- lion" public-service jabs._at )’
. $10,000 a Job—thht’s $40"
- hillion., "
L don't a.dvocate that, I

‘k
don t th

L

i_t' essaryal

ew-’
‘ YorE would“be’ cut: ‘T think " in; increased

They’re not overly genera !
OUS. IS = the~5tam - p_ut out - the: -dlrect Federal
dards- m ‘costs of Welt e and’so on..

my

10: Vol have, menéom'&ia'?

rograms.:
here will the mogey come-

0 bllllon in’,
unemploymen costs, — it’s

1 these people‘_
lier' on
10,;billioh

YOlI

you ‘get 'your $40 bllhon ‘back.
' ' Cltles L

1

0. Have the ‘cities . been

doesn’t 'seem to. have come
up this time; Are you ques-
‘tioned on. it?

A::Yes. . Not as much as
;one:might think, but At’s re-

Icurl;mg The ecouormq issues

tion “Issues “are ! ‘paramount. .

‘are paramount-—jobs -Infla-

‘But they relate into the city

f. But
if you. spend $40 ‘billion you
‘ wolld immédiately*gef back
angther $10 billion inimum
.,taxes pald by..

- get another
nqt having. to

swould . :mmedxately get.
< back -anpther $10_billion min-
llmum in increased taxes by
‘these people, plus the multj-
gher -on it.. You ‘get another

10 ballron ot of the Penta-
'gon "and you‘get another $10.
bilon out of tax reform. So

demarcated in the campaign
'] so far? Four years ago we
7 were- all - tallﬂng
: ' crisis in. the cities but it
t@ke a 540 bnlllon;;

ust as an example '

about the

4

Issues and so have come up.

Envxromhent

Q, The quernors of New.'
York and'New Jeéfgey areitry- -

mg to ease anti-pollutxon




3, TUESDAY, MARCH 16, 1976

C .25

! Udall’s Hopes as a Progresswe Pmned on Wzsconsm :

By R. W. APPLE Jr.
- Special to The New York Times
MILWAUKEE, March 15—
Wisconsin may be' the last,
best hope of 1976 for the Demo-
" |cratic left and for its current
champion; Representative Mor-
ris K. Udall of Arizona.
. .Mr. Udall knows ijt. He and
‘|his supporters lobbied success-
fully for the Democratic Na-
tional Committee exemption
that will permit the state to
hold -a binding Presidential pri-
mary on April 6, even though
state law contravenes national
party rules, And the candidate
flew into-Milwaukee this morn-
ing to begin what he’' calls
“an al-out three-week cam-
paign” on which he hoped to
spend $300,000 to $350,000.
“‘Every four years,” Mr. Udall
said, “the progressive forces
contend with the conservative
forces within the Democratic
Party. Every year since 1924,
the progressive forces have
won. This year, that tradition
:seems very much in doubt.”

" Big Aid to McGovern -

Mr. Udall, who desperately
Eneed‘s a primary victory after
‘second-place finishes in New
Hampshire and Massachusetts,
,described his two main rivals,
Senator Henry M. Jackson of
Washington and former -Gov.
Jimmy Carter of Georgia, as
outside “the progressive main-
stream” on a number of issues
—including defense spending,
busing and the equal rights
dmendment in Mr. Jackson’s
case, and aid to New York
City, Federal health insurance
and the union shop in Mr.
Carter’s. :

- Wisconsin was the state that
gave Senator George McGovern
of South Dakota his most 1m-
- |portant - primary victory .
%72 Butp he won only 296

|run that' well.
‘Iconstituency . for him beyond

e then the Vletnam War has d,lS-

appeared from the polltxcal dla-
logue. -5

" Absent the war and the ex-
traordinary- “‘organization  “as-
sembled here for:Mr. McGovern
by Eugene Pokorny, many;De-
mocrats suspect that Mr,’ “Udall
may find:it- hard to carry Wi
consin. - : :
*It's .a. hlghly unpredlctable
situation,” commented Gov. Pa-
trick J. Lucey, who is publicly
neutral but. privately pro-Udall.

that " our : primary ‘was. going
to.count, and._ I .think: the race
is .wide. open.” I°told "Mo. that
he had a:chance, but he would
need "every break and‘a.lot
of hard work to win here ”
- “On . paper, I guess” Udall
looks like Wisconsin’s kind of
candidate,” .said :Mary Lou
Burg, _the vicé chairman of the
Democratic Natiomal Commit-
tee, who is. also--a- national
committeewoman from Wiscon-
sin. “But I-.dor’t think he'll
‘L. don’t see a

the intellectuals.” .
“I don’t think he can wm
either here or at the conven-
tion,” added Michael Bleicher,
a national committeeman who
is managing the local effort
of former Senator Fred R. Har-
ris...of. Oklahoma, who cam-
paigned heavily here last year.
" Staying With Harris

Mr. Bleicher was in a posi-
tion to help Mr. Udall when
Mr. Harris , confronting an
empty treasury, decided to
forgo a Wisconsin drive. But
at-a meeting in Madison yes-
terday, Mr. Bleicher and other
Harris backers decided not to
throw their support to - the
Arizonan.

“The general sentxment * Me
Bleicher reported, “was, ‘All

pen:ent of the vote and smce

.rlght, we have no candldate and

“We've only known for a week 11
'some of the-liberal community

'starting, largely because staff

no money, but we. still have
an organization, $0-we can at
least go to the plant gates
and tell them about Fred."

A poll by The  Milwaukee
Sentinel of 1,689 voters across
the state, taken between Fe.
25 and- March 4, showed Mr.
Udal] running fourth with -only
10 percent/of the vote, behind
Mr. Carter with 22, Mr. Jack-

son, with 13, and Gov. George
C.. Wallace of Alabama thh

Mr. Udall has managed topull

behind him, .including such fi-
gures as state Reprsentative
Midge Miller “of “Madison, a
leading feminist, and Jack rice
of the United Automobile

Workers “union. He. also. has|:’

the backmg of five "of .the
state’s seven Demom'auc repre-
sentatives.

Predlct Bl|tzes

HlS coordinator, ‘Robert’ Be- .

dard, -has' béen in Wisconsin
since August, and :hasopened
13 headquarters offices here.
But the canvassing is late in

and money were,monopolized
by New England months, And
there are signs, beyond the
action. of the Harris backers,
of liberal reluctance “to unite
behind Mr. Udall. The state’s
liberal labor coalition, for ex-
ample, failed to reach an en-|:
dorsement decxsxon at a. meet
ing last night. - -

The Udall, camp ls makmg
a major effort to convince local
and national reporters- that
both Mr. Carter and Mr. Jack-
son are planning .last-minute
blitzes here andthat Wiscon-
sin, rathér than New York,
which. votes on " April 6 .with
Mr. Jackson_ heavily - fayored,
is ‘the valid test among: the
three.

cated however that Mr.. Udall
would outspend and ‘outcam-
paign both of the others. Two

e esaid, for instance, that they
had received no advertising re-

or Mr. Carter so far.
peared in the state on Dec.
parts. of :.three daysb efore the

Hanson, the Milwaukee County
Democratic: chairman, . who
heads: the local Jackson effort.
Mr. Hanson said hehadbeen -

unable to.get -a. budget ap-
proved by - the: candldates
Washington headquarters. e
“About- all we can': hope
for is to- pick.up some -dele-
gates,” he said, “I.happen.to

.. ’|think Jackson could sweep this
.- i[state, but not -with the kind

of effort they seem to be plan-
Senator. Jackson’s main sup-
port' comes:from labor, includ-
ing the building trades, the
machinists-and the steel. work-
ers. John Schmitt, the influen-

federation, has endorsed him. |

As in . Massachusetts Mr
Carter will have to rely largely
on- momentum advertising, if
he- can..afford the money for
it, in Wisconsin. He has no
organization. Phil Wise, the 26-
year-old architect of Mr.. Car-

here . Friday to try to build
one, w1th only 25 days to do
S0.

Mr Carters plans call for
him to: visit Wisconsin "only.
on ‘March 24 and- 25. Asked
how. he planned to compensate -
for the lack of time and organi

Independent lnqumes indiz"

zation,” Mr:: Wise replled “I'nt
open to suggestlons '

tial president of the state labqr'

. No. Carter Orgamzatlon_ -

ter's Florida victory, arrived '

-Itelevision stations in Milwauk-

quests from either Mr. Jackson
‘Mr.. Jackson, who last ap- -
14, isscheduled to spend only

primary, according “to -Darryl

A s

Co




A Word for Udall 1 ('

Church Re]ects
Plea for Unlty

By Martha Angle

Washington Star Staff Writer
Sen. Frank Church, re-

jecting Morris K. Udall's

" pleas for unity among :

. Democratic liberals,
.. going forward with "his

- llth-hour entry into the
.. presidential primaries.

~ Church, who plans to an-
" nounce his candidacy for-
-* mally one week from today,
said he both likes and re-
spects Udall but sees no
~ reason to defer to the Arizo-

is . &

na congressman at this '

pomt

“I'm not really in hlS
way;

he knows that,” :

- Church said, -adding he has :
"~ decided to stay out of the

* April 6 Wisconsin primary *

where Udall will be going -

all-out for his first actual
vnctory of the season.

“l stayed out of Massa-
chusetts. ._He .. had " a - full.
© crack there. I've given him
‘every opportunity, but he
-himself knows he's got to
_produce a win,” Church

. said.
“You cant keep comrng :

in second and hope to pro-
vide a viable alternative to
(Jimmy) Carter and

(Henry) Jackson,” Church
said.

UDALL HAS' beseeched
-other liberals. to abandon

their own ambitions for the -

-nomination and rally
around. him in order to
avert a complete lockout of
the “progressive” wing of
the party by the time the
Democratic National Con-
. vention assembles in July.

 Udall maintains that the
New . Hampshire and
Massachusetts primaries,
where he finished second,
demonstrated he is the only
liberal -in the field with a
prayer of even. surviving
the grueling primary trail..

And he is acutely aware

<. that he might well . haw;
if

won those elections
candidates like Fred Har-
ris, Sargent Shriver; Birch
Bayh and Milton Shapp had
not fragmented the liberal

i VOte

" tion

" our leglslatnve recommen-

. worry about further frag-

"in the remalnmg prrmary

The last thing he
wants is another progres-:
. sive in the race.

iz Church conceded that he | point, saying “I.don’t have

(Al and Udall could wind up

‘competing for the same

slice of votes in some of the -

late prlmarles most of !

. them in the West, if a Wis-

5¢1; CONSIN:. .victory.:- generates:
- new momentum for Udall.

“We'll. cross that bridge -
- when we ~come to lt" he :

- said..
-‘a« Church sald ‘he has- not
- yet made a final decision as
- to which late primaries he
- will ‘enter, although he said
: the list probably will in-
- clude Nebraska,' Idaho,
: "~ Montana, Rhode Island,
- Oregon and California.
Ohio,  Connecticut and
- New Jersey are also possi-
bilities; he'said, ‘‘depending
. on what' resources we have
: avallable

IS !
__,._—’-'-"'
CHURCH PASSED up the |
‘early primaries on:grounds
that he could not campaign
while his ~Senate ; Intelli-
gence Committee was still
pursuing its investigation of
the CIA and other agencres
The committee ~has just
obtained a fresh extension
of its Senate mandate to
April 15, but Church said he
no longer feels compelled to
‘devote full time to its labors
since the. actual investiga-
is- concluded - and
“we're just wrapping up

. B
—_—— e ——

dations.”

Sen. George McGovem.
D-S.D., agreed with Church
‘that it. is _premature to

‘menting of the liberal vote .

contests. -

“Everythmg depends on
Wisconsin,”’, the_ 1972 Demo-
cratic nomin id. “If
Udall loses ther#; Fthink his |-
campargn is-virtually over. {

S S e e

Then we're .going .to need | \\

- another horse toride.”

© McGovern said he sees no
|, need to choose .between |.
Udall and Church at this

.to make that sort of judg-
ment untll after Wiscon-
sin.’

McGovern may be one of
the few liberals still active
and influential in Demo-
cratic presidential politics
who believes the need for a
choice mlght even arise.

ALTHOUGH CHURCH
insists that “it's-never too
late to try” and believes a
few good showings would
make him a candidate to
reckon with' at the conven-
tion,
anyone who shares his optx-
mism.

Several of his Senate col-
leagues yesterday merely
.grimaced when asked to
assess the Idaho Demo-
crat’s prospects, while law-
yer Joseph Rauh — a
prominent and respected
liberal adviser — bluntly |
suggested that Church. will
be “only a sporler m the
race.

Rauh, alon wnth a grow-
ing number o liberals, said
it is .becoming obvious the:
only hope for nominating
someone to the left of Jack-
son and Carter rests with a
deadlocked convention. "

‘Hubert Humphrey
waiting eagerly - in the
wings, and many of the
liberals who scorned. him in
. 1968 now believe he is their

last, best hope to keep the °
nommatlon away, ?r
Jackson or Carter. - . .
-1 never thought I'd see
the day when I was praying
for Hubert but he’ s the only
chance we've got,” said one
former McGovern aide.
*And unless Udall can stay
afloat and keep Carter-and
Jackson from running away
with this- thing, we -won't
even have: the Humphrey
optlon > he sard e

is

it is difficult to find |




Candidat

| Morris King Udall, 53, was 3

-ty prosecutor and private trial attor--

.v} ney before he was elected to succeed
. his brother Stewart in the US House
of Representatives, where "he has
- gerved since 1961. .- : o

A liberal activist from _a conserva-

".tive state, and a.frequent challenger
of the House leadership and its se-
niority system, Rep. Udall was solic-

. ited to run by several dozen liberal
House col-
-leagues. He
seeks the White
House as an ad-
vocate: of re:
structuring- the

-economy to re-

duce = depen-
_dence on ener-
gy  consump-

_tion, developing
.a  guaranteed = .
‘job program co-
“ordinated . with

_private business, and changmg for-

eign aid formulas to encourage recipi-
“ent nations toward population control
and agricultural self-sufficiency.
- He gave early support to civil
rights and campaign reform - he was
a principal author of the 1974 act —
and early opposition to the Vietnam
war. But labor leaders challenge him
because of his vote, early in his con-
gressional career, for right-to- work
legislation.
The changes Mr. Udall Would
make in our economic system are

‘among the most sweeping proposed ;
by Democratic candidates, and  he'

would use antitrust laws more than
any rival except Fred Harris. Rep.
Udall’ would dissolve 13 giant con-

"glomerate corporatlons and perhaps,-
"he suggested in one 1nterv1ew, Gener-

al Motors.

He would force oxl companies to.
limit themselves to only one phase of

production in place of their current
wellhead-to-service-station  control,
and he would exclude oil companies

from holding other energy resources. -

. Like every other Democrat, Mr.
Udall has endorsed the Humphrey-
Hawkins guaranteed jobs bill, but he

acknowledges the measure has not-

been studied carefully for its poten-
tial cost or its impact on employment
patterns in private business.

He favors “counter-cyclical” reve-

-wuessharing; which would concentrate
Federal aid in areas of high unem-_

in
Congress to continue the aid, in. con-
travention of the spirit and letter of

the law, even when unemployment ‘
“rates dropped. s

HlS overrldmg economlc theme 1s
the need for response to “scarcity”
of energy ‘and . other raw materlals,,

and. of potential _tax dollars " from ~
growth. He says we must plan future .

economic growth principally in ser-

‘vice industries requiring large num-
“ bers of workers, rather than in indus-
“tries like power generation requlrmg

large amounts of capltal.
Rep. Udall advocates one of the

‘most specific tax reform plans, in-
- cluding “stricter minimum tax laws
- ““for ‘the affluent, a-phase-out of the
_ capital gains preference, replacement
"“of exemptions with credits to benefit
-middle income. taxpayers, and reduc-
“tion of the Social Security tax burden
on low and modeérate income workers.

Although he is known as an envi- _

ronmentalist, Mr. Udall favors coal
under_stri_ct safeguards. He says he is

“very close to” seeking a moratorium
on future construction of nuclear
power plants. e

Gyment. But he warns that “the
“pressures - would - be - enormous”

‘ mining and offshore oil exploration, ,

‘Rep. Udall would allocate gasolme '

"by region, and ration it if necessary,

and would virtually halt. highway

construction in favor of 100 new mass-

transit units mcludmg a natmnal rail
system e LA

civil rights legislation and’ affirma-

tive action hiring plans, and has disa- -
-vowed “the position of his: Mormon
- Church that women and blacks must

have mherently inferior roles.: .. -
In foreign affairs he calls for a10

“to 15 percent cut in the defense bud-.

get through troop ' reductions,” and
cancelation of some weapons systems.
He would test detente by.renewed ef-
forts to make Russia take an: actlve
role in negotlatmg a Mldeast peace.

~ Mr. Udalls political advantages in--
clude an easy wit and a history-as.a
‘maverick.. His major risk is his theme .
-of scareity, which. presupposes-a low-
ering of our national economic goals :
.and commits us-to- pay for social pro- .
- ‘grams out of real:redistribution of in- "

He has cons1stently supported.'

come more ‘than- from rapldly gener-”

‘ated new- ‘wealth.-

(End of se\nes. )
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f‘ Lzon S Den of South
Udall Isa Lzberal Damel

- lRMINGHAM Ala., Oct. 16
. == Representative Morns K.
Udall, the Arizona liberal aho
is *“running for President,
plunged across the Mason Dix-
.on_ line his week in . pursuit
of an unusual. Southern strate-

By

The strategy is desxgned to
capture the Southern imagina-
tion and, not just incidentally,
whatever- Southern delegates to
-the. 1976 Democratic conven-
tion might be left after the

George C. ‘Wallace Juggernaut
has.passed through. -

Mr. Udall worked on the
junagmatxon first. He grabbed
- atténtion by - marching forth-
rghtly, like some berserk Dan-
€l; into the lion’s den..

Wlthm an hour after he ar-
rived here he had assailed he|-
three most powerful - ‘interests
in the area—big steel,’ brg coal
and-Governor Wallace. - ‘

Then, while ‘he had the- Ala-
bamians’ attention, he elaborat-
.ed"a subtler appeal based ‘on
a growing assumption that race
is .no_longer the controllmg
_1ssue in Dixie.” - .

. New Deal Cited B
He remmded them that it
was Southerners who had

fought - for the economic re-

‘trolling " all. phases :from. the

By ROY REED
Special to The New Yok Times

of economic interests that he

accuses of stifling- competition
and free enterprise.

“I would not want Governor
Wallace on my ticket and I

ticket,” .-he . told the several
hundred students at Stamford.

and aggravated inflation.

he would have groups to study
the conglomerates and suggest.

would not want.to be on his ..

- He outlined a proposdl to-
break up some 13 giant con-
glomerates that he said. con-
trolled American economic life

He said that as President

remedies for restoring.competi- -

tion in each group, such’ as .

the steél industry. In Birming-
ham, Umted States Steel is
kmg :
‘He sald 1t nught “also be..
necessary. to break up General
Motors E

for the - oil - :companies. . They
should be broken up both verti-
cally and horizontally, he said.

They would be required to
limit themselves to one phase
of production instead of con-

ground to the gasoline. pump
as' some now do. And those
companies owning related ener-
gy resources - such -as’ coal

forms of the New- Deal. Then
he ‘suggested that a. *“progres-
sive” economic. stand such as
his- could bring the south back
to 'the Democratxc party in
-1976. .
- “He Jiberal

spouts some

ideas,” an analyst for The Birm-|'

ingham Post-Herald said this
morning, “but gives the impres-
sion of being  the down-to-
earth, plain-spoken candidate
Southerners will listen to if
he . gets the proper forum in
the next year.” - .

By midnight, when they fi-
nally finished after nine appear-
ances, Mr. Udall and his-aides
were calling yesterday the best
day of his campaign and laying
plans to come back here.

The response varied from po-
Ixtely hostile to warmly enthu-
siastic. The negative reaction
came from some of the editors
of The Birmingham News (Post-
Herald editors. were friendly)
and a substantial but not over-
whelming percentage of the
students at Samford University,
a - conservative - Baptist school
in a rich suburb. Many of the
Samford students responded fa-
vorably

~Mr:- Udalt got. lus “best reac-
tion throughout the day when
he denounced first Mr. Wallace

< /him either laughing or shaking

would have to get rid .of them.
He denounced: -the coal com-
panies,
strong in Alabama, for charging
$30 a ton for coal that costs
$7 to produce. .- 4 .
Bedrock of Anger

Mr. Udall clearly hoped to
tap the bedrock of Populist
anger that-underlies much of
Southern conservatism. . -

He attached himself to the
memory: of New Deal Souther-
ners such as Lister Hill of
Alabama and Sam Rayburn of
Texas.

He leavened hxs liberalism
w:th wit and candor and thus
left those.who disagreed with

their’ heads in- reluctant admira-
th :
yUdall" sa1d he had no
1llusxons about carrying‘ Alaba-
ma in & race against Governor
Wallace. The . people he saw
in small_or semiprivate ‘meet-
mgs, such as an afternoon gath-
ering of black and white Iabor
leaders "and political ' figures
and later an evening -party at
a secluded  suburban - home,
were mostly "members of the
state’s-liberal minority.

Senator George McGovern
received 28 per cent of the

and. second the concentration

vote in Alabama in 1972, Mr.

‘He had a. separate solutron. i

many .of which aref.

‘| severely.

“"The New York Tlmes o

Morns K Udall of Ari

‘zona  campaigning  in
Bn'mingham, Ala, yest
: day. L

Udall’s strategists figure that
approximately - the -same _per-|,
centage of the. staté’s conven-
tion delegates next year will
be free of  Governor Wallace
and uncommitted to any ‘other
candidate. One campaign ‘aide
estimates that .upward of 100
such delegates' . might. be
gleaned for- Mr. "Udall from
various Southern states.

“'Others Seek Liberals -

Mr. Udall s not the only
Democrat who- has his.-eyes

B

sron the liberal Southern: Jdele-
|gates. Among those vymg for

them .are a couple. of Souther-
ners, former Governors-Jimmy.
Carter. of. Georgia and T
Sanford. of North Carolina.

.A feeling among some liberal
Democrats .here is- that it -is
pointless to settle for a South-
ern- moderate when . they can
work. for a forthright "liberal
like Mr. Udall or Senator Birch
Bayh of Indiana. Mr. Bayh
seems to be Mr. Udall’s- main|
rival among those liberals, - .:

Mo _Udall, who is,still somie-
times mistaken in this region
for. his brother, Stewart; the

former Secretary of the. Interxor
clearly made some friends here. ®

One - was a black labor jeader
named ‘Norma " ‘Powell. There
was a moment when ‘she’raised
her voice in anger because the
candidate regponded a'little too
eagerly, she: thought, to-a sug-
gestion that the welfare system

wasted a“ lot of 'money on

cheats. - She called his hand

But when he she left, she
was wearing a. lapel button
that said, “Ms for Mo.” :

‘ Iaw

‘(&,»

Wion in ‘Spending Limit
rdered by Electlon Umt

By WARREN WEAVER JR.
Special to The New York Times .
’ WASHINGTON, Oct. 16—The
Federal ' Election Commission
ruled today that the fees can-|!
didates pay to lawyers.and ac-|,
countants for political service|
come within the spending limits
unposed by the new campaign

- Dividing 4 to 2, the commis-

sion . rejected an- attempt to|:
create another exception in the
statiite that sets an expenditure:
ceiling on the primary and.
general election campaigns of;
candidates -for- President, Vice
Presxdent the Senate and

.|House.

-|ers were Robert O. Tiernan and |

€ITY|the - Democratic : National Com-
| [mittee. that it. could:legally set

“ “The adwsory opmlon it ap-

_pmved held that spending for -
legal and accountmg services
was .

“at. least indirectly, made;
to-influence the election of Fed-
eral «candidates since one’s elec-
tion is jeopardized by conduct’
that may violate the law.” 4
“‘Furthermere,” it ccntmued
comphance ‘clearty enhances
one’s candidacy and may, with’
good reason, be deemed to jus- .
tify expenditures for -tie de-
scribed professional " services |
even' if- the candidate must’
~harge them against the apphc” :
ble spending limit."” q
The. dissenting comm1551

John D. Aikens, who argued
that’ the: expendrture ceilings
were already to tight that a:
candidate could not afford ‘to:
hire' the professional . advisors
he needed to .insure that he‘
complied with the law.

The commission also advrsed

up._ a, separate corporation to,
administer public funds under-
writing the - partys natxonal
convention. .

It" also . authonzed the Na-
tional Republican . Seénatorial .
Committee .to: transfer $11,400°
left from ‘the unsuccessful 1972
lcampaign. of :Senator. J. (Caleb’
Boggs,.Republican:of Delaware,!
to-the- 1976 Delaware Repub11-=

3 -permrt “Senato:’
. -Percy, Republlcan o
Thinois, to’: use: the .$9,000 . lef:
in.the Percy: Committee;. estab-
lished:in: 1973 'ds an explora-
tory : Presidential - vehicle - and
since - abandoned, . to help fi~

~|nance his p:xtmal activity-as,

a Senator. opinion .to-that, -
effect will- be approved next’

week.
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Udall: Wallace Not Building Party Unity

BIRMINGHAM, Ala. (AP) — Democratic presidential
aspirant Rep. Morris K. Udall, DAriz., said Wednesday
- Alabama Gov. George Wallace “‘will not contribute, in most
places, to a harmonious (Democratic) party” in next year’s
presidential election. v
At a news conference, Udall said it would be “suicidal” for
a Democratic presidential or vice presidential candidate to
have Wallace as part of the ticket. _

* Wallace, Udall said, “‘doesn’t seem to have the answers”’ to
questions the governor has been raising. Wallace is currently
in Europe on what’s billed as an *‘goodwill and industry-
seeking tour.” o

The 53-year-old Udall, speaking at Samford University,
said there was a basic “dissimilarity of views” between
Wallace and him. However, he said he hoped Wallace would
stay with the Democratic Party and not form a third political
organization. wo :

Udall added that he would enter 12 or 14 of the 32 presiden-
tial primaries next year, but Alabama and Georgia, home of
presidential hopeful Jimmy Carter, would not be among
them. .




d recognition prohlems

aide, “he doesnt come
. from liberal” New York or
’ 'Massachusetts
- Arizona.”

They are c1t1ng Udall’s
strong, early opposition to
George Wallace as either a
“presidential candidate or a
vice presidential candi-
date. “He disclosed his in-
come tax 10 years ago, be-
fore it was fashionable,”

-——

He’s from.

said Tully. “He gave up

‘his private law practice 15
ago and he was -
“ leading the fight for cam-

years

paign reform before we
knew what was going on

_in Watergate. These are
- the things that we use to

show why he’s different.”
As Udall shook hands
with the six elderly

’ sa1d the woman.

chester House thlS week,
one of them said. “We're
having a cake sale’ tomor- .

row. Why don't you come -

back and buy acakeX” il

“Tll try to do that.,I'}L._- -;
try to.do that,” said Udall.

" “Thank you, . senator

v I

For Udall.—‘a congress-~

.man, not a senator - it was

woman sitting at the Dor- - the 1dent1ty problem agam :

oy e e ——




) Money; in fact, has been’ ' tt;r, praises Udall as a man
0

between $250.and $300 a ;
inonth.” "%y 7. -a problem for- the Udall < uncon‘xmon. moral .
AR | campaign. A few. months strength. . ' R
W"‘- " ago, - the ‘campaign ‘was - There. .3150‘ ha’ve been
endorsements from econo--

\ barely solvent and Udal] -
was borrowing from banks

i mist John Kenneth Gal--
t against forthcoming Fed-
w

-

]

braith, Houde Majority
Leader Thomas. O’Neill,
and Reps. Gerry Studds
and Robert Drinan. .
Why, in the first post-
Watergate national elec-
tion would a progressive -
candidate rely on endorse-
ments? “The Cox endorse- -,
ment was an enormous,
help.” said Tully, “because;
he holds a very special?
place in people’s minds.”"
In addition, the Cox ad-.

| eral matching funds.

| - But 1ast month, in an
! effort to solve the problem
of idenfity and to boost

| contributions, Udall hired

‘ John Marttila, the Boston
'\"political consultant who

l| directed the campaigns of
] Mayor Kevin White an;d1 _

i Reps. Robert Drinan and’ 'REP. UDALL
i gﬁzisaSMoakley of Mass@ hires_Marttilq

PIPTETRES

| , . ‘ |
 Aaing SO o o ot 1 IR e pad
| this month, the Udall cam- humber of undecide!! = " emselves . and helped;
ign is spending $200,000 7% and a lot of M7= galvanize some liberal
paign is spending 000 o iration ‘and’ cyninisT support in .Cox’s. home

in New -Hampshire and
$300,000 in Massachusetts.
The advertising budget al-

state of Massachusetts.

Udall strategists are !/¥&= _
- There are a number of !%

to decide whether 'r‘.‘m"’;’*“
vest $10,000 to $12M0 T
polling this month.

" factors about the 1976 race '|
that make the experiences : %

‘\ lots 50 percent for televi-

sion, 30 percent for news-  FT Ty cachusetif therss  of 1972, 1968 and 1962 |

‘: papers and 20 .Percent for are 15 salaried empWY®eYy  useless. “This is complete- 1
‘radio. .- - - .and - eight headgnaters:  ly ‘different,” said Tully. '
. An in-house poll in De-  pucton Worcester, W “The field is so large and
' cember s}}owed surprising  gpringfield, Lowell, &%~  the voters so confused that
| strength 1n Massachusetts  repce ” Newton and Faiy it's a little. like a’City ;
. for Bayh and a high rec=- pjyer =~ Council ' race. ¢

| ognition factor for Shriver ryelve hundred wlup-. “And there’s no gut con-

| = up to 90 percent. The  teers handle the diSors  Hoversy ‘like ~ Vietnam.
_ of stuffing envelop® can~ There are so‘many over-

- vassing by telephow® and lapping issues and so |
handing out leafler A= many candidates — why §
though the person wpPer~ ‘at this time in 1972, the
con contact is conSeTed  field already had been re-

i.*here  duced to McGovern, Lind-

the most beneficigi.’ v

are fewer such w#Kers  say and Muskie. ... .
for each candida® thix The hiring of Marttila so
year than there “mﬁigm- . late in the campaign rep-
Eugene McCarthy * 88 ° resents a major shakeup,in
or George McGow™ 0\  strategy necessitated by a
1972. The reason: ‘hera  series of defeats at Demo-
are 5o many Derfatie  cratic conventions or cau-
candidates that (Me<:3re cuses in New York, Massa-.
fewer volunteers ¥-S30=  chusetts and Iowa. There
didate. . have been staff shakeups.
The aides responsible for .;
television advertisements |
in Iowa have been dis- |
. missed. And’ while Tully |
. the fnomentum anT oe¥ will continue to handle | :
for a Tepeat perfonte  scheduling, research . and | !
: New the news- media, Marttila !

in Massachusetts ¥ ‘
' York April 6. A ¥* ;‘W will. take over responsibil- |
image, contribu- |

. Hampshire defem;_:‘f;t e ity for ‘
| other hand, wow~ C§ tions and budget matters.. !

o

TR 7 25 AT TR

Em e

|.to win - impressFe tn
| New Hampshire =81

- Udall to withdraw. ..
{7 As he struggles =008 .
with the .\i{'de'ntlt’y_”fgg“' :
Udall is-using an+eiite
‘jeal device, the ¥
ment.Tin; full pA=4 0
_paper advertiser™ “
‘chibald Cox, the’

special Watergatr

-are - emphasizing that he |

--pose. the Vietnam.: war.

TR |-

‘.- To separate Udall from.;
-the: other _three liberal |

Democrats, his strategists |

was ‘among the first to op- |

“And remember,” imd an |




Because the new “Clean Elections
Act” prohibits the acceptance

of large political campaign gifts,
every Presidential candidate

is seeking the broadest public
support—your support.

HOWEVER...to date, the only
candidate who has furnished the
American people with exhaustive
information on his persanal
finances, his background, his
accomplishments and his
positions on vital issues is . ..

MORRIS K. UDALL

WIDENILIL, COMMULLEE,

530 Seventh Street, S.E., Washington, D.C. 20003

A copy of our report is filed with the Federal Election
Commission and is available for purchase from the
Federal Commission, Washington, D.C.

Paid For By Udall '76 Comm., Stanley Kurz, Treasurer
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Rep. Morris. K. Udall (D-

Ariz.), has been a declared.

candidate for the Democratic

presidential nomination since
Nov 23, 1974 . . . longer than
anyone "else. Here, in an ex-
clusive interview with The
Hearst Newspapers, he as-
sesses the campaign and the
tssues following his disap-
pointing fourth-place finish in .
" last week’s Iowa precinct
.- caucuses, This is the first in

..d periodic series. of articles’

on the ma;or candidates.

By JOHN HALL
Herald American
Washington Bureau

WASHINGTON — ‘‘I’m
not going to bang my head
against a brick wall because

it feels good when you quit.” .

Morris K. (Mo) Udall, the
first to declare his can-
didacy ' for  the Démocratic
presidential nomination and

the fourth-place sher in
last week’s Iowa precinct

caucuses, didn’t sound  de-. .

pressed, pessimistic or even
disappointed.

He sounded realistic. It
was Udall who coined. the
slogan ‘‘New Realism” and
President Ford, shall we
say, borrowed it for his
State of the Union message.

For Udall, the new
realism is having to con-

template the possibility of

an unknown congressman

) runnmg for president and

remaining an unknown con-
gressman. It is ‘his policy

" and nature to discuss trou-

blesome issues openly, and
he does not shrink or iay on
the rah-rah enthusiasm
when the - question arises
when he will quit if his
campaign continues to lag.
It was probably a mistake,
he acknowledges, ever to

" have entered the Iowa race.

“I should either have gune
in very early and really
invested some time, or I
should have stayed out.”

‘Now, in New. Hampshire
and Massachusetts, he will
have to emerge -as the front

runner, at least among the .

liberals, in both places to
stay in the race. He will
“put down my head “and
charge for the next 42
days.” He will “put most of
our remaining (financial)
resources into that effort”
and then he will reassess the
condition of his head and of
the wall. .

This is a umque politician.
He has come off the cam-
paign trail to- attend the
reopening of Congress,
fighting “sleep and demon-
strating an uncanny ability
to stifle yawns and talk at
the same time.

-He talks for an hour on
‘the couch in front of the

pictures of Indian chiefs and'

other tokens from his. native
southwest that decorate the
walls -of his cramped con-
gressional offlce.

One theme sets him apart
from the 10 other contenders
in the race. He is willing to
tell the voters that the era of
abundance is over no matter
who they elect and the
American people will have

to: make major adjustments

in their lifestyles.

“What I've tried to do is

talk about the hard choices

“we face, the new time we're

in® he said. ‘“You’re not
going to have the kind of
-economic growth we’ve had
in the last 30 vears. You're

e e mivmr tm lamwrm Flam A AfF

" says Udall.

have energy growth to have

economic growth.
‘'m talking about newer

more thrifty attitudes in life -

styles, burning garbage in-
stead of throwing it away,

‘recycling metals. and cans

and all the new jobs it would
create. 'm trying to point
out that the 70s and 80s. are

going to be a far different’

time and we have to adapt.
“But we have to adapt in

ways that.get jobs for peo: -

ple, get health care for peo-
ple. It’s going to be a leaner;

tougher time but it's got to .
be done in ways that are -

just and fair,”

Other candidates, he said,
are “using the rhetoric of
the 60s — let’s cut taxes and
give business an accelerated
depreciation allowance, let’s
rejigger and crank up the
old new deal and great so-

ciety programs. What I've

been preaching is that the
central fact of our times is
that that day’s gone. That

whole great. period was

based on cheap and inex-
now know we’re going into

another- time, that resources
are not going to be cheap-»

anymore.” . -

for a return to a‘ simpler

lifestyle, tried to sell the.

idea during the 1974 con-

gressional campaign, and he'

bombed out.

But Udall is convmced‘
that there is a constituency -
*‘which really cares about-
the resource question and is -
angry about strip mining-

and supports wild rivers and
the . whole range of conser-
vation issues . .

to change but are going to-
change in ways that are fair

i« . . and if we handle ‘it
right, we can have more-
simple lives that are. more';

satisfying, =~
“We've been energy
wasters,” he says..' “You

- don’t have to use as much

energy to be happy and have

good lives.”
Sen. - Henry M. Jackson
(D-Wash.), who -has cam-

paigned on a -claim that
there is. an abundance of
resources, is ‘“‘just wrong,”
“The age of
abundance is over. You used

to be able to get oil out of

lunch -,

.. they want .

"leaders who will level with
them . . . you can give them-
hope, say our lives are going -

‘answers or appea
‘waffling and lose the kind of
_clean, genuifie sincere image

dall “Yhin ks Idwti b:d 'a"' m‘lsfa‘ e

,the ground at a depth of 50

feet. Now you’ve got to build
a $7 billion pipeline from
Alaska .
and gas m 25 years.

"Whatever we do, we're out.

There isn’t going to be
abundant copper . . . it takes
four times the energy to
make a ton of steel out of
iron ore as it does from

- scrap. Were goin,g‘ to have

to use the scrap.’

President . Ford, Udall
says, is “the worst president

-on environmental matters

since Warren Harding.”
“There wasn't a word in

- his ‘speech about the en-

vironment. The first time in

six years. Not a word. He

doesn’t care about it.” -
Udall .insists that he will
stick to his conservation
theme regardless of who
tells him. that it is unac-
ceptable in a state like Iowa,

a land of snowmobiles and.
-pickup - trucks. and.. long

'drives to . town.
““I'm going to be myself,”

haustible resources and we:. he says. “Nobody's going to

bend me out of shape . . .

. my campaign is distinct. I'm
talking about the hard.
;choices - we're
; .- 'There’s nothing for nothing
‘Itisa difflcult issue to sell ‘

to a political audience.
President Ford, with a bit .

more Calvinism. and appeals -

facing.

anymore: There’s no . free
.'we’d better slim
down and tighten™ up and

-find new energy sources.”

. ‘The noticeable change iIn

"‘Udall after his setback in

Iowa is a willingness to take

‘the - gloves off against his
.. opponents, particnlarly for-
‘mer Georgia Gov Jimmy

Carter.

Udall said Ca.rter’s first
‘place finish in Iowa, with 28

percent of the vote to 5.9
~..percent for Udall, was “an
.amazing.sag” because-of his
appeal “to so many diverse
. groups which on the issues-

are so far apart.’ .
“Now he’s going to pay

the price for all of this at-

tention. He’ll either have to

come up with some straight.

r to ‘be

that has made his strength..
Udall said Carter has both
supported the- Supreme
Court’s decision authorizing

.abortion -and called for a

constitutional amendment to
overturn it.

“He says he’s going to

consolidate and abolish
hundreds of‘ federal agen-
cies. Well, which ones.” -

On repeal of state right to
work laws, Udall said, Car-

. we're out of oil -

"right to work laws. ™% &.A

. of-center-
chiefly Sen.-Birch Bayh, (€

_the 1972

ter had not yet >
to take a position but h
will. “Either you “go Wit
labor and keep the: labo
support Carter’s got in th
northeast, or (Alabama Gor
George) Wallace kills yo
You can’t have it borh way
any more.” - .

On gun control, Udall sai
Carter’s . position is still nc
clear “although' they’ll te
you he’s for registration ¢
handguns.” .. .=

In Ilowa, he - sajd som

‘opponents of gun’ Contrc

“were wearing Carter bu:
tons. They haven’t found &
yet Theyre gomg to_fin

o all ot thess 1ssi1e=

‘Udall’s position :_has . lon:

been on record. He favor
the Supreme Court -decisio
on abortion, favors ‘gu
control, favors repeal of t

“Carter has been
that kind of exaiinat }ﬁmtll:

scene, In part.because
didn’t have a gVt’"ﬂ

tracted support frompeop
who have no.idea where 1.
stands on “gut libera

.issues.” Carter opposed ai
.to New York City *but he’

had this strange ability l
all these months fo go t

Beverly Hills and Manhatta
and make big inroads an
attract people you wouldn

»expecttobewithlnm" :

~ Udall expects. all this t
change before "the Ne:
Hampshire, *Massachusett
and Florida Primaries. H:
predicts Carter "will emerg
as a “right of center” car
didate, and believes his re:
job is to emerge as the to
vote-getter among the lef
"candidates -

Ind.), former ‘Sen. Fre
Harris and Sargen!fessim""er

candidate.
“¢“I can

rhagin
. finishing first or" Walace L

one of- thse states, an
second place finish amon
the others looking -
good,” Udall said." ‘YO
might finish. thl I,
Jackson and allace i
Massachusetts —:one of U
liberal candidates mlghotthe-
and still demolish. t

Tve’

- two .

R ) o
well and T've got:to’ be ol
ceived as doing well. -



Y ' LIBERALS

Continued From A-1°

- Extra staff members,
both professional
volunteer, are assigned to
. to the two primaries. And

Quinn says Udall will spend .

the $200,000 limit in New
Hampshire and somewhere
between $275,000 and $350,-
000 in- Massachusetts, not
counting expenditures be-
fore Jan. 1 or the cost of
such things as national staff

payroll, the candidate’s

own travel, advance work
and the like — suggesting
. that the total in Massa-
chusetts will approach, al-
though not reach, the legal
ceiling there of $631,000.
There are also signs of
the kind of stress that.

and .

inevitably develops in the .

campaign organization of

an embattled candidate. In’

the aftermath of Iowa,
Quinn fired field director
‘Ken Levine, and recrimina-
tions abounded. Levine is
convinced he was forced out
because of a seven-page
critique of the Iowa opera-
‘tion he wrote at the behest
of Stewart Udall, the candi-
date’s brother and cam-
paign director. The
memorandum criticized the
. candidate, the strategy and
“the organization, both in

" The most difficult ;nb
lem for Udall, howewr,
continues - to. be his cwa

public personality. He is ot

a candidate who finds &

" easy to thump his chest 2xd

‘Iowa and at headquarters

.here, including Quinn.

" "Quinn says he never read it.

. WHATEVER ﬂxe reasons
“for Levine's departure,
“many of the arguments he

“made in the memo coincide:

.with assessments Demo-

cratic professionals outside

_the  Udall operation have

~_been making of the cam-

“paign. Y )
- Levine urged Udall to
“take more ‘bold, out-front
~positions” on issues, to be
.more specific in spellin}gl

~out where he stood on such-

questions as inflation, ener-
- gy, welfare. This is neces-
saa he argued, to compete
with the perception of Har-
ris as the’most outspoken of
the liberals. . . . "~ -
Quinn argues that Udall

is just as specific as Harris-

- -tione

but “‘not as strijdent, nor as -

shrill” and contends that
the campaign concentration
in the media, both free and
paid, will make this plain in

the month remaining before

voters go to the polls in
new Hampshire. P

‘Press’’

shout at the voters. And. he
is inclined to speak in the
shorthand of official Was=-
ington rather than to sped
out where he stands in s=-
ple terms. EEE

.. PREPARING for an zp-

earance on ‘‘Meet the
last Sunday, fr
example, Udall was wrged
by his media consuiizz,

‘John' Marttila of Bostom, @
concentrate on specific a»- ¢
" But when schond ; W
busing ‘came up, he zmem- ;

d that he and ZRep ® :
Richardson Preyer of Nexrdh '

Swers.

Carolina have devised a
legislative . alternative tax

‘never described its terms.

,Udall is not the exiy
liberal feeling the presmre
ir} {‘Iew E:f\gland as a resnit
of Iowa, of course. Althoesh
Harris finished ahead of
him, his just-under 19 per-
cent hardly established %z
there is a silent majors
out there inflamed by Se
“‘privilege” issue -on wiich
his candidacy is predicer=f
But there is at least rezsmm
to believe Harris has a z=r3
core of support on the k=
whatever 1its size, that =
sustain him into the sprme.

Bayh suffered secis

Former Watergate spectal preseexier
- presidential campaign ef Rep. Morris U
conference yesterday. UdaZ lscis en.

¢amoge. too, because of the

§

siowing m Iowa. The state.
cizixman there, Tom Whit-
mey. a2nd othkers had been
d:e would- gtijve
a contest, but
G2 Sormer Georgia gover-

E

SHRIVER'S pale per-
Srrance in Jowa seemed

B coxfirm suspicions in the

zarty that there was less

Archibald Cox (right), end

% expectations of his

..—United Press International

there than ni_eeté the eye,
and similar weakness in |
New Hampshire and

orses the Democratic.
dall of Arizona during a-Boston press

Massachusetts would doom -

his candidacy. He ‘does

have peculiar advantages, |
however, in both primaries

— his status as the only -
Roman Catholic in the field
and the superior identifica- -

tion he enjoys as a Kennedy

in-law in New England. =
The one thing that.is not .

conjectural after Iewa is
that those very first pri-

maries are likely to be the:

last for at least one and

probably two of the Demo-

w

cratic liberals of 1976.

(B
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The y held sbme staff meetings at :

,M(ﬂ;ul“lis hg%al‘ll:n gses'g;";;;l %?y <-gent Shriver == have forced the liber:
pa talkmg campaign coordinator- - ‘als in the Democratic field to a ¢riti
Y é‘: Quin " re ported, about_such > jcal turning” point ‘far ‘earlier “thar
ihings as the PennsylVania primary. - BCY, 5% SR Fal SPCcial B he
..;Aay 137 ﬁnd the Michigan primary 4o jikely to be, writing. with I
- But, as Quinn would conicede; there
‘was a large measure of bravado in it.
For Mo Udall the crunch is coming in
New Hampshire Feb. 24 and Massa- “tra pped between the Harris appeal to’;
chusétts March 2. He has a month to h_-j_';the ideological true: believers on th
demonstrate he is alive and well po- “Democratic left and Bayh's attrac
litically. If he doesn't, Pennsylvama “'tion -for the pragmatists seekmg'
and chhlgan will be academic.. § ,.:g:onnectnon with organized labor: .
“This is the principal result “of _ " The party line in the Udall camp"
m :Canel‘ s trlumph in the Iowa : that the pnme target is still Bayh be-
1, ' . ’ !

in Iowa was 8. symptom of termmal
ness, so'they-might as well suppo
d Fred and see what happens.
The - évidence~abounds that the-.,
Udall strategists recognize they have: |
been ‘pushed-to-the wall“in the veéry '
first: pnmanes “It goes- thhout say- "
ing,” said one. staff _professional, '
it 1t s make.or break gy
Tod full—pa a~ advertisements |
are- bemg l\Pnbhs ed in.the Boston
Globe and New York Times announc- -
;-ing that Archibald ‘Cox, the. Water-y
; ‘gate prosecutor; has endorsed Udall
-and appealing for: contnbutlons

:UDALL'S telewsion advsrtxsmg
campdign is. scheduled.to begin byf

: “mid-week; . far earlier -than candl-‘
_dates- usually start in.a:New Ham

+,Shire. primary Radio spots alrea Y
. are runni {5




'HANOVER, N.H.'—Tt
paradox of Morris K. Udall’s
presidential campdign is this: .
t-the verymoment that his -
chances of  winning the
Democratic nomination have
beent downgraded because of -
his weak fourth-place finish in
the “Towa precinct caucuses,
his own- core constituency.
inally seems to be rallying to
hissupport. 77 U
#That was evident
his: college town Monday
night ‘when moré “than 200
people risked icy roads to
meet him at areception that
raised about $3,000 for his New:
Hampshire campaign. RO
It is evident, on a: broader
gcale, in the news from his
Washington héadquarters that
a’mailing to a list of Udall
supporters "has’ produced
$46,000 in small contributions
jir the past 10 days —half of it
sihce the senders had a chance
to assess the Iowa returns of

REP. MORRIS K. UDALL_
nished 4thin fowa’
R RS IR

idoing . ‘well” . enough to

«eliminate some-of: the other
:Jiberals’ -7:*and -~ gather
omentum -for the later

As . a . transplanted
Philadelphian and League of
Women Voters leader saidat

‘“fervent Udall fans '~ largely = .= ervi .
 middleclass people with-an ::said that “doing well” does
Uintérest In the -environment ot necessarily mean beating
aBd’f‘g"'d“, rnmental  reform _~ - Jimmy -Carter, .the - Towa.
‘ [ : n hn -

s the Arizona i press scrutiny of Carter will
%‘fﬁ,égge‘;ﬁ’-ﬁg‘a‘?s.%ﬁﬁ ~rsshow . the: former Georgia
ghowing” in New Hampshire “*governor to -be. no-liberal.
S Feb.24 and Massachusetts - - --You- can't be opposed to
o March 2 is esséntial to his federal’aid to New “York City

ival in the presidential’ “:and"against busing

3 will i the '“‘support' -0k . ¢
/- Massachusetts liberals,”
i Udallsays. ~ =7 onl
:But “doing well’’ does mean
versing the order of finish in

He.":is”, no
seriously in'the Ol
_lﬂllau::i caucuses -
precede the ‘first .prima
:here, nor-is he %oing-.to dive?{
0: the newly

simeans. | Ke
“*Shrivef, who finished behind
Udall-in Jowa, from -_pVe_r-

taking him here. ="~
‘In. New: Hampshire,” said

his energies’

‘perceived as doing well vis.a
vis. these other guys —Bayh,
‘Harris and Shriver. And that
means not finishing:a bad
fourth or a bad anything™=" *

Udall's canvassing shows

mmﬁnﬂlmNew'Hainps'iﬁre ‘
mitting — ochusetts, ' com- -
o, AN the $200,000°
mbl ‘0 this state and
b .g_‘vtyice@s much in
uselts. in hopes of

and have

owa, ‘where Birch' Bayh and °
“Fred, Harris, both- drew. more
‘yotes than he did. And it..
“keeping  :Sargent

it tled March 2primary:in- . all, ““I.don’t ’have:to eat
Vermont: He will'spend; the i Carter. ut Ti:have” to ‘be "

his ‘Wash

‘and Massachusetts. :.".°

save sy

7:Tha will certainl

" 'former. Watergate :Special
- Prosecutor. Archibald Cox, "
‘7 attract as:many new con-
<tributors as Udall’s' media
n-Martill

- consultant,. Joh
-believes likely.

childre

3 X}
‘witty. refl

“includes only the

_"most indirect appeal for votes.

‘organization,. operating ffom "

:14 local-headquarters;: that .
seems Jargely®insulated’from..
“the - upheavals that :have~:
: ington -

justspend his liberal rivals
:and Carter — in fact, all the
‘Contenders except Henry M..
Jackson. “and’ George C. .
Wallace = in'New Hampshire -

 be triie if ~

% sinvitations to séveral hundre
people,. Uga{‘l ‘found. only; 1

campaign speech’ =:whic
Fentlest and’

the full-page ads last Sunday .
in The New York Times and
The -Boston Globe, heralding

._Udall’s. ‘endorsement -by .

"““But ‘even if ‘the ‘/intensity
: o “factor” is finally beginning to . . E
ew here, Udall - ~ show in the Udall campaign, . ...
" the "breadth- of his ‘appeal " -
remains ~ uncertain. . The -
successful ~fund-raising
victor, in New Hampshire.- -. - "' reception in Hanbver: was
He says he is convinced the - followed by a crowd of several .
“hundred students’ ‘and “town-
.~ speople at Dartmouth College.
- But turnouts in neighboring "
. blue-collar cities were poor: In"*
Lebanon, an industrial town of .-
of ~'the = about 10,000 people, where Jan™ .
-0 ~Kleck, ' .the Jocal -Udall coor-- -~
" ‘dinator, ‘and her volunteer ~
- ‘aides had phoned and written e

‘.z geems to go over much

better

““-gutance offices or in inidu
towns.

. _ ~with - *academic
-+ audiences than it does:at7ym
trial

a, |

L
L with: pride” that owa
: a‘:‘ieat,phe djd manage to i

;) igvernor, that was wonderfu
| Rvery thinking " !
u

tidg', ehe:
petell-Ste enson’s. stor about
he faciity &

7f'.-}"xim's'e"'lf" eprns, awart
bis appeal;may 20¢.
* hat specialized; noting
e iff his Towa .

)

where
gl

imself |
the ]
5 he}.‘ ,."'.ra'-St ’.
eads, and to

£&. who, hr‘ille_d‘

~

1
15 speech; 'said, 40N,
v, hig speech; 8805 o0l

ng "’ pe

\fiéﬁaém;’*"-sg_;
éed a majori
"Udall apparently has inally
\gnited the thinking people.
I, like Sievensan. g

sure if tha X,
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i 'By James R Dickenson.

Ei ' Washinglon Star Staff Writer .
% ~ MANCHESTER, N.H. —

= Rep. Morris K. Udall made
4 the visit to the nutritional

& elderly here -that all the
¥ Democratic presidential
fé_candidates have made and
= he ran into Jimmy Carter’s
£ aunt, Sissy Dolvin. - -

2. - She smiled up at him as
3¢ she was eating roast chick-

. #en and scalloped carrots

% along with the old folks'and
“-her presence explained why
- S0 many of them had white
“Jimmy Carter. pamphlets
Zsalong with their. blue Mo
'-f-_l,Jdall ones. -+ i o, et
w .-Aunt Sissy, a pretty ma-

i tron, is as energetic a cam-| -

"% paigner as her nephew who|

" %along with Udall is the.

¥'leader in the Democratic

Zérresidential primary, part-

= ly because of their_ early
% and superior organizational
2 work. s o

.?; te, R J.:_,'_-'._.'.-‘ TTLoyriel s
% ~UDALL AND Carter are
% not really rivals here, how-
= ever. Carter has an almost
b no-lose situation. Although
. ;2 he may win he doesn’t have
i to, he just has to show well

# in a Northern primary. .~
% Udall's real competition
¢ is with Sen. Birch Bayh,
% Fred Harris and Sargeant
- & Shriver, the other Demo-

. - Ff ‘he
- Chusetts the follwing week

“lunch program for the |’

" " consin whose primary now

- gcount in delegate selection.

- schusetts and is working

‘. nois.

- you get beat in the first

. Carter "and Bayh are

--over into Massachusetts.”"

" -cribe to the,Cox endorse-

_ Z.cratic liberals. He is stak-

# ing a lot'on the New Hamp-: -~
u-shire and Massachusetts: -
%éprimaries and probably has ¢

+%o beat Bayh in one of themr
=40 stay alive. i+ ~.bns
. . He is also staking a loton
"+ the endorsement by former.
- Watergate Special Prose-:
cutor Archibald Cox and:
_five- Massachusetts con-!
. - gressmen, including House:!
: %ﬂi’ﬁt}f. Leader Thomas P.!
-.£)'Neill and'the Rev. Robert
Drinan..; {150 -

beats]

. Hampshire; on Feb. 24, it
_ gives him‘a:boost in Massa-

and Udall is giving New
Hampshire his best' shot.
This is where he is best
.organized, except for Wis-

is just a preferential ‘“‘beau-.
ty contest’” .and doesn't.

Jtieve_ fhat he 5.
“momentum from a

- think“that" er |
“momentum from his victo-

.-‘meet them,” - he.said last

- win'but

"“IF UDALL LOSES to!
ayh here he doesn’t have |
much of a fallback position, ,
but Bayh does. Bayh also is |
placing his hopes on Mas-
hard in New York and Illi-
" Udall supporters contend
that in this case the short|
view is preferrable.

*There’s no point in plan-
ning how to win the finals if

round,” says one. ‘Both

‘spreading themselves too

in. We're concentrating
on New Hampshire. If we
-do -well here it will carry

_ -Udall and his campaign
‘managers feel a recent
_.momentum - which they_as-

“ment. ““He is a  genuine
+hero,”” Udall says. “His en- !
.dorsement has a ripple ef- |
-fect with a.lot of liberals.

. Udall has beén afflicted

both  here and. inr_ _Mas-

_chusetts.” - . -

U.supporters alo7he--
STy R FERF S

- TR

he is. “‘showing !
m rom & candi- |
dates night on Jan,.23. They |
“Carter had '-‘
ry in the Jowa precinct cau- |

i
‘cuses but that this has tail- "

‘ed off and some of his

support is starting to dif- |
fuse to other candidates. - :|

. UDALL APPEARS to be ¢

- . . slightly uncomfortable with

“.the role of a frontrunner.
..+*Your opponents build. you

. “up by ascribing to you high

'in New -.expectations and then they '

. knock you down if you don’t

night.” “If 'you don't ‘meet
-these e:&ectations you _can
ey say that you've
‘lost. One thing we found in :
the Muskie campaign-four
- years ago- was that-those
- whom the :Gods would de- i
stroy they first ' make fron-
. tPURNers.’” il T aE T

with a sore throat and:a flu
for most of the past week..
So have his wife and-many
-of his top campaign aides..
--This "did -not keep. him
from meeting " a- rigorous
_campaign . schedule. that
had him flyinF to Berlin,
‘from Nashua last night to
. greet “workers coming off
the  midnight shift at_the
‘Cascade Mill near Cascade |
Flats and then getting up |
for a 6:45 a:m. plant gate |
-appearance- in - Berlin - this
morning. . ix suEtaTl
-+ IN- HIS 'CAMPAIGNING
esterday Udall came down
rd on- his- ‘traditional |l
.Democratic issues of fight- |
ing rectssion-and inflation
through a national full em-
.ployement . bill.: He also
‘advocated a national health
* insurance plan-such as the
one Massachusetts Sen. Ed-
ward M. Kennedy has pro--

posed. | "‘“;‘a : : .~-t; .
- He also was sharply criti-
cal of the l{or'-d\

. &dministration for its stand |
on Angola when asked. to |
respond : to :Ford's ‘charge |
that. Congress: “had:lbst its
guts'! an the issqese ot -

% HE SAID THAT Kissin-
..8er should soon step down

- Cambodia, Chile, “secret
" agreements “‘with- "‘North

»:.!*They want another Viet-
“nam_in An(iola.’t ~Udall
charged.™: “they ™.
learned a thing in 15 years.
~They haven't learned that
when two factions in one
country fight,. the . United
States should ' stay out.
Angola is not a test of our
national will, it's a test of
“our sanity and discrimina-
tion.” = on-Llpe
“-He said that Congress’

‘refusal "to "appropriate [
money for Angola was “a |

triumph of common sense.’’

He said that Secretary of |
State Henry A. Kissinger |:
‘was about to line up another |:
~*row- of dominoes, includ-
- ing. Zambia and Zaire'’ in

‘the wake of Angola. = 7%

‘as Secretary of State be-
cause “he has lost the trust
of Congress becauese there

is s adeep. seated" feeling |[:

that he lied to us about

Vietnam and' the “wireta

ping of his ownpeople: He |
can no longer play-a useful |:

role because he's.lost the"

Y haven't |

e e T T

fot orause Jes-lost the |
\ tll;:spugﬁc;; T
R R TR T



enge, baxziing the flu-and welcoming:;
#5s wifi== XElla, out of 'quarantine:

where sir== and her flu had been for.,
five days After greetmg fishermen in;;
the cold iawn of New Bedford, he.
seemed a= candidate for a hospltal
rather th=an the thte House.. ..~

But Hadall's therapy mvolved a~
rerful’ antibiotic in politics, the

taste of saurvess, the sense that he was ,
breaking through the pack of llberal
and medeexate candidates in.the New

Hampslm::e and Massachusetts prlma- .

Mayﬁe 1.he Arlzona congressman 1s
‘ delxrmus, Dbut right now his seems tot
" ‘represenc: the campaign with the most
momenumm. Moreover, he is following
1he prmtlon of one of the nation’s’:
_hotshot mpalgn consultants, John
‘Marttifa. - !
ll(J

Mar:ﬁia is . the producer—dlrector
of televfsion and radio ‘commercials
that fea=ure Archibald Cox, the for-:
mer sprecial Watergate _prosecutory:
"whose Pepperidge Farm voice ‘extols.
“the umrommon moral strength” of
candldzﬁe Udall '

. Endmements .can- - P!
bustness in an'age of pollt’lcal ahena-v
_tion,’ but Cox is clearly dlfferent

.....

He stood up to ‘Nixon at a; crrtlcaJL_'
tlme -l L '
A critical time for Udall the can-,
didate recalls through his lozenge,’ was,
‘late’ in December: “There Was a geng,
eral malaise in. our campaign and ther
press was.zeroing in-on our. troubleﬁ,,
We had tried and failed to get libéral
endorsements in’ ‘New York and Mas: -
sachusetts. " . The " hmng of Marttlla> :

\ portant.
taken COX"A!’KT" )

the, paper-afid:
the end of-ftim

" n < ;.-x;.u:ﬁuw W

Sucking on a loz- . -

Instead, Marttila took ‘the e ool
victim of ‘the 1973 - Saturday W&
‘Massacre to a:site. near the 1770 &
ton Massacre and had Cox intret®™
Udall to a Faneuil Hall rally, tr\&‘
history :as a.prop for more TV siY:
At ‘that rally, Udall denou?*\\
George Wallace, a strategy that“ﬁ"\
help win the Massachusetts prif®
but which . also may prove costb k’
November. = .uuf

“1 understand the risks mvol“\i
the- Arizona congressman says.
I've tried to separate Wallace

“his ‘supporters. He has only a »{i‘

core of 10 percent or so of the
‘wing John Birch people. The vast Yy,
jority of his voters are Democrats ¥

‘we've got to get them — the be:\\\"

cians, the barbers, as he calls theﬁ

‘Ordinarily, such potential W‘
celtes could hardly be wooed by * A
likes of an Archibald Cox. In th\‘&
stant-cynicism $yndrome. of pc‘*ﬁ
around here, Cox was perceiw §
“another Harvard intellectual.”

- attitude echoes Stalin’s military @‘\"e
“tion: “How many dlvmons doe\

Pope have"" " Ll ;
-"But ‘on the’ other ‘end of thé N d'

"way line from Harvard, Arch\‘“

Cox has clout with blue-collar pl\
including a Dorchester mechanit \\;
classifies Cox.as “a stand-up

Thé endorsement is the one moM\;

_eted by other campaigns, as wel),

co-chairman of’ Birch_Bayh's \Qs::_
paign, State Rep. Philip Johnst¥h
knowledges, “If there was oh® it
dorsemént ‘we-‘wotld have llk\'\\
was Archle Cox po P .

Bayh would “the leadlng \>
of his ideological’ twms succedd ‘“\d
ironically enough, a victim of m\\ :
Nixon’s mistake when he fired A \t# al
bald Cox and made him a nath “:\t '
hero. When Archie talk dm-‘ :




Quinn said that ‘‘as time
ggﬁs b:n I tlclion’t think ‘Carter
) ; in the group regarded .
-+~ Rep. Morris K. Udall's (D~ .. &s progressive anug hb%;ral I ey
- Ariz.) national campaign field " - think  the bubble is beginnin,
~ director,”inthe job only a. :to burst as greater. su'utmy is
‘month, and. fom' other’ field apphedto]us
~organizers “ have. -i-been ©
removed . in:the wake of
Hriction between national and
_local staff workers in’ Iowa s ~ Hanlfanwhﬂe, -was up.
precmcteaucuses e el NEW pshire Vesterday
= JackQumn,Udall snational ‘- taking the. offensxvemagams{
.campaign coordinator; con-"::the one non-candidate many
jiﬁrmed yesterday that he and” " believe will_be the eventual -
:Ken Levine, ‘appointed ﬁeld beneflcia otanovercrowded
rdirector “:-last  .mionth, i
“mutually “agreed”
Levine should leave. s
<. The decision was not based
-.on Udall’'s disappointing :
fourth-place . finish, ‘Quinn- |, ] |
_said, .but rather “on .what. I H_ubert H Humphrey, (D-
‘.pereerved as the national staff .. Minn.)., T
going in there and not dealing
with the’ local people in a
_harmonious, way. ‘I think
=;things have to be handled w1t.h
~“more finesse.”
: Levmesslotmllbeﬁlled by
:Bill Garrétt, Udall’s Nor-
_thwest regional: coerdinator,
.;and Carey Caton, .@ “national
" staffer who'also worked in’
““Iowa, Quinn said. &%
. Quinn- said the prachce
.'sending natxonal staff. into’
" state campmgns not be
;fused in the New Hampshue

i(Mareh 2) prunans, where -
-+Udall is geared; to make a
= ma)oreffm-t :'v;--‘r,‘\ 5

annsmdhesaw onebnght
) spdmthelowamﬂts,mﬂnt
~Sen. Birch Jayh {D-Ind.),
: ~whom the U all campaxﬁg:

By ) a Wltcover ‘
Washlnglon Post 5'&" wmer

=Rep_ub11can Comm: ;
sampling ‘of 62 precmcts s

hat - Humphrey -has” “a
“i“reputationas ‘a-loser” and
':-probably would lose. to. the

| Catholic Camgiamll County,
anather: c stronghol
Carter, wor 5

M%ecmn‘l to former Gov
#Jimmy Carter of Georgia,”
- with 13.1 per cent of the vote.
T Iess than “half Carter S

'  said he' opposed along wi
most othercandidates

N




weckendl, says Rep. ;
is Udall, hewasmttmgm S
gCahfonua _governor’s of- .

p :

. . guard ‘kept
-on‘tmg in, nervously 'to’ say
hene was a vmtor waxtmg in

Udall fimshed hls

3 'Everywhere I' go T kesp
umdping into him,” said
~ Udall who along with the for-
Georg'na governor has al-

dy made the plunge -into-

. 1976 presldentlal cam1

as’ 0
GaNenstokeynote‘ﬁhe'ann ‘
- meeting of the Georgia "

yrmer congmsman Jim brot!
y, who greeted Udall,
amQCarter was also invited to _
ﬂ}e.conference to réceive an -
) , but he was in Arizona.-
An X a is Udall's home state.
Udlall, 52, admits that con- -

2] .
sefvation is the issue he .

' most-often identif] ’
hesavs he s igning-on

th times‘ men. ot |}
er. have been m

" eweve just had
! year of energy -inflation
Arab._oil hikes. Fords_

outina nanonal race~ '
Bt~ he refused to rate




1l'g
New Hampshire, - the " "serious epends
ggl; primary.: His- cam- " how well ‘his brand of:pohtxcs, honed in"
5id the i .can’ sell in the

= federal matching funds
wpalgn fmancmg Iaw.

UDALL “?"ULD get’ well over

~—%mBut even m; f Udall’s -well-wishers
-agree- that he has at least been wound-
ed, and that his campaign needs a tonic




2z Democratic Rep. Morris (“Mo") K.
{1dall is toiling on an uphill presiden- .
«tial campaign trail with all the deter-
'”g‘mination .his “Mormon - ancestors

.-and a wary politlcal progmatism the
' 8-6 conservatlonist has crisscrossed
= the United. States. for- the last six
/ _months buttonholing state party lead-
. i ers and “trying to get on.the men-
. tioned list. Vet R o
- ~%The congressman i‘rom Tucson.

Ariz.,isone of the three edrly birds in .

R the race toward a Democratic con-
- vention 18 months away. But being a
House member fronv & small state in
what looks like it will be a large fleld
~.of candidates, Mr. Udall wants to lay
3-,' his organizational groundwork far the

4 presidential :primaries ‘‘before too
many favorite sons get into the act.’” .’
~The biggest challenge facing the e

‘liberal Democrat .who has -cham-
- ploned protective land-use and strip
. mining Iegislation is how to broaden
his environmentalist image and galn

riew_to the polltlcian who jarred the .
o party 8 inner circles in 1969 when he
.L ) challenged veteran Rep John McCor-

the House and’ jater lost 1o the late

‘Rep. Hale/Bog Fs of Louisiana in the "%

: 71, contest (tor House majority_
= tdader.’ o {

- Ironicaily the new campign ﬁnance .

24 §hw which Mr:Udall helped write and_

ﬂrst ballot and then play the role gt
"broker" and compromise candidatg
around whom the divided party

‘you have to'be two things, great and

president he said half seriocusly to
an audience of liberal Massachusetts
'._Democrats. .4t the weekend, empha-

- sizing the need to select a candidate {

‘who canwin.'” :

“In his attempt to build a party
-coalition and avoid what hgcomidem
_aflawin the presidential campaign of
“’Sen. George McGovern, he avoids
y .,detailing his platform. ' °

#:-In general terms, he says' :
®- The economy: ~t'must come first’
| over environmental priarities as lo'n‘g?'
“Americans are without jobs."” ’J“h‘e
unrestrained economie: growth, "how:

‘ever, should be reversed as the ' natioh

““enters ‘ithe age of scarcity.’” Cosl

_“production and offshore,: oil drilllng

clamation

J

_4; : mﬂitary ald to Southe

77 @ Incréased. snppifes
be sent.eto hun \
e WJ e 0y

“In order to. be & a great"v" presideat :

{
3

i




Rep Morris K Udall (D-friz) is mvestm
_possibility of a twin camgaign’ to Jkeep iﬁﬁm_
iy eat'whilernnnmg ffor wemd ney

havezt made a dec:ia‘nn.

-idéa to get public reactizm*
: ;‘terwew,




out, 30-'supporters gatherec
tsxde Luigi sPizza, 462 State St.

at the other iucai, L.e Dpuuiia
:Shop at. 547 -State St.;’ was,un-
_ " X erstandably pleased  with ‘th
“owné Gary Witte- agreed o, 2 g appearance. of a - sister loca
ogriizé MIWU Loca _ . ‘“Welre:really glad,: she. said.

i ., Lt : ; ‘We-hung on, knowmg that“other-
ocals would be starting. ‘We think:
very place that’s marginal, with .
- unskilled, poorly paid help, that's
subject to harassment, discharge, -
rlayoffs, or- underemployment s
. better off being organized.”’: - "

o Lu1g1 s is the’ latest restaurant
organizing drive. ;,

. But$rhiles may turn to frownsx
/ Witte_decides to close the State
- Streef Luigi's. down temporarily
.~ as he'is thinking of doing. Citing
financial Jand health reasons,’ "
-7 Witte sard . “I’ll probably close rt

~ . down" Monday -temporarily, 1 o
don’t See. any.gther: alternatnve a
. thls poirit.”
. . EXPLAL lNG THAT he wa
) the only: manager for both -th
State Streat and” Raymond Road?
- Luigi's Pizza*pldces, ‘Witte said, |
~ “Ihaven’t gottime 5 producé and :

"'cnme a stunning’ setback:Fridayih ght as’o
“students gathered:in back h
-Lakeshore Halls toiwat

meeting with management for a
;contract, and a tinionizing effort is.*
-taking - place at the Edgewater
. Hotel, according 'to membels of .
tthe Restaurant Hotel "’ Support::
-Group, backing all the unionizing
fforts. Thé support. group has
received the .. blanket " er-
‘dorsements’ of the, ‘Madison

- purchased’ the State Street pizza
“place six weeks ago; two full-time -

idea when he w¢" io enthe State
" Street store aga o orkers-had” been laid ‘off,. and -
~~down; - e i - remaining 'worklers hours had -
_ " Union spokespersons dnsputed' ‘been’ cut ‘ih -half. :”Haphazard-
~ Witte's ecouomies” reasoning. . ‘scheduling of hours, lack of Job-
- “It’s not proven to us,” one said; " descriptions, laté paychecks and “Federation of' Labot, numeérous -
~“due:to hwir cutbacks, recent:::no scheduled breaks on a ten to ~s2.state, ‘municipal;retail ~ and Apemlo.n _needs

price incre: ses, and mamtenance welve hourshift were additional " 'teachers” locals; Mayor Paul: P
of the same level of business.”’.  reasons for- orgamzmg, Webb . Soglin, -State . Rép. " David::

he s r_ofn theaudlenee
toi. {6 say‘,“We need a

.mornopolies i
onomy need to b

wiokaid, | ~ Clarenbach (D-Madison), City - ‘Cltmg oil compames as part of
Recognition wi Y.
Friday Efter a b:t-)i{f metetﬁngc ?.vt:ltﬁ W uWere not askmg anythmg .~ Council aiderpersons Carol ~the_. major monopolies , in : thi
store workers, all of -whom had “major -in  economic terms ," - Wuennenberg, Rich Gross, Roney - country, Udall proposed that ¢
. signed ‘union - cards, - another worker said, “just for Job " Sorensen, and the stnkmg yenow _energy-fuel industries be divid :
" Spokespersons for the union- sald . protection. There has to be some™’ i Cab workers ~ into four segments: production some questions
" they were prepared to go'on strike 7:Written guarantees for workers.” " WITH. " - THE . ~ SUCCGSSfUI anc_i exploration, transportat 'ﬂp ftd ’ gUd(;llew?ls jettedt
immediately if they' were not- - Luigi's workers expect to have-- umomzmg effort behind them, refining and market:_ng. w‘?.;.“l : :hm ton; leaving
recognized. ‘. some written ‘contract proposals = happy Lunglsworkers invited the..one year of this' propos g th% ““Udall for
“We began organizing efforts .. Within 'a - few "weeks, Sa’d - public to come and sample their * becoming law, Udall CIa"'legd Wlsconmn o
rather spontaneously,” explained - SPokespersons for the union. ."product. - As' one worker ex- y'oil company could be involved in

store worker Biddie Webb at a - WITTE EXPLAINED that the -“claimed, “Itsthe only union plzza * more than one of thfese_arleaaof oll’r WlS;:OﬂSli: prlmary race gets hot
‘ press conference earlier Sunday,’ hours cutbacks were _nmecessary  in.town.’ b B “manufacturing. ot T nextspring;

: : The Daily Cardinal is printed in the
‘"THE DAILY, CARDINAL is owned and’ comronea by élected.  'the Fall Orientation lssue.
repv‘esentah\les ‘of the student body at the University of - University Typography Lab, and published by the New Dally

: ion, 821 Unlvérsify.; Madison; Wis, 53706. -
. Wisconsin-Madison. i is published Monday - through. Frlday Cardinal Corporat 0
U | 4 Ea @lm‘hmal “ mcrnings fhrough the regular academic year,” also on: the . THE DAILY CARDINAL .is:a '?onfrofl:esorgqa,nel::”g;
. f0“0Wm9 Saturday’s: Oct. 5, 19, Nov. 2and 23, 1974, .. completely independent of University finan

LA ted.solely from advertlsing and subscription
ed-April 4, IEBE “7. Reglistration Issues are ohe week prior to each semester: -4 :4.révenue is genera
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- o B durlng the Summer Session on the Mad!son campus, lncludlng . - Business and Editorlal phones at (608) 262-5854.




sen. Minh is putting all of its con

dent Nguyen

iem..Following. Diem’s:

Minh’ “served as -chief of

“ state for three months until he was.
;. overthrown - in still another coup.. -

Associates . charged at the time

that _he -was ousted by, the -

Americans for. fa oring a
neutralist solution' to the war.

In other developments Sunday:.
Hundreds of South’ Vletnamese':-.
militiamen dropped their weapons .:

in a pile and fled in the path of the

way 4, |ts lifeline to the. fodd

producmg Meking Delta to the 3

south.

Hundreds of Amerlcans were

vacuated from Salgon leavmg--.

By SHELAGH KEALY
of the Cardinal Staff -

pril 27, 1975, by most calendars;
is a little early to begin a 1976

Pres1dent1al campaign, but not for

=:Morris K, 'Udall. Following the:

f ormer Democratic

Fe Presndentlal .hopefuls, Udal
i “to . take Wisconsin by

rly in the game, .
zona Democrat is oneof

campalgn Udall 'spoke in:
}Vlemorl ] Union Sunday as part of

tributs h|s entrance into the 1976
campaign as part of concerted
efforts by Wisconsin Congressmen.
David. Obey  (D-Wausau), and

ty by’

ightfall, about - half of them:

assigned to the U.S. mission. The
) -",others
Radio- Hanoi interrupted a

~“musical program to announce that -
‘the Provisional Revolutionary
- FGovernment had captured Ba
~ Ria,  the capital of Phue Tuy
. provmce ‘30 miles southeast of

included contract em--,.
ployees businessmen, newsmen,”

- missiongries and employees of

voluntary. agencies. -

. A SPOKESMAN for the PRGf‘{;?'

statement issued Saturday.:-
- “Those who' love thé country

.,.and want to contrlbute to the

frxendly system that brmgs*you
the ‘two year:- campaign,”. he

added, commentlng on hls early

Wlsconsin primary, _wlnch will be:

held .in - Aprll 1976._Long ..con:

sndered one of the most cruclal-

PresxdentlaléPrnmary' is a victory -
Udall is counting on heavily.
‘Wisconsin is a key. state,-th

ost, critical. state,”’ . he said
,‘Wlsconsm made Jack Kennedy .
haye no idea who the competition
will' be.: :in the  primary. I.am:.
running a high risk operation, and’
have been by starting this early.”

Udall utilized. his-_state wide -
appearances to ‘announce ‘an 81

. member campaign committee in

this state ‘which includes Norman
Anderso;. speaker of the State

Assembly and flye of the state’s.

. concord

peace must all respond
to 'the two demands of the PRG -
Provisional .
Government,”” the spokesman

~sald

The " earlier  PRG - statementv-—
called for “an administration in

- Saigon standing for peace, in-

dependence, democracy, national .’

and serious -im-
plementatlon -of the'v
agreement " ’

‘His - campaxgn is ;‘aimed
decidedly grass-roots level.:

SPEAKING 10 A CROWD of
-over 300 people, mostly students,
Udall . addressed a number of -
‘issues. The end of American in-:;
: volvement in Vietnam is the “‘end :

anera”, according to Udall, for .
the United States ard its forelgn :

olicy. He - supports any
’humamt‘anan ;aid we can ‘give

ietnam as “the very least we can:

0...We 'intervened in that’
“country.:There are over 700,000
~orphans ‘and abandoned children -
“ there, we. defoliated that ‘coun
“try,”" ‘he explained.,

.One of the lessons’ Udall hopes
“the United States can learn from .
“the Vietnamese involvement over -
.the past 11 years lies in the con--.
: cept of national security. “We've .
~got to get a handle on this mad
.arms race,” he said. “National
" security is not just an army. Itisa-
-sound economy, a people with

heir heads screwed on stralght

Revolutlonary o

Paris ...



T%Beg eclared candldates for
¢ 1976 Democrati¢ presiden-
flal n&nmatlon earned nearly

‘$80,00001ast year and, has. real

Ne t Worth ] E;alteslzhso(l)gxongs v:vorth more

: 'Dge congressman from An
~ 7. zona filed a legnthy financial[
Llsted b ; -| statement Tuesday with ‘the
y >3~ House Committee, “on Stand-
. < . ; _ards of Offmal’ Conduct
- -UdalLs congressmnal salafaf'
500. He sa1d e received
t“payments ‘of $4,995
itock mwdends of $674, and
‘gthe# Income of approximately
'$31,450. His total income ‘of ‘ap-
‘proximatly $31,450. His -total
income was set at $79,420. A&
Justments of $16,742 hrought it
“down 6’ $62678, déductions
.lowered the taxable - am unt
- to $43,168, and“his federal in-|[.
:m ¢ome tax bill for 1974 as
: 555, S
“The statement more
tailed than the financial dis-
closure required by ~House
‘4les for, all House members,
. listed - Udall’s honeraria and
“travel reimbursements, ba
. holdings, real estate- mvést-
" ments, and a fund - he -estab’
-lished to rajse money and ‘pay
. bills for. a periodic newsletter :
ﬁe publishes. 2.7 :p33
' The congressman, who de—
clared his cardidacy last ‘Nov-
- tneber but’ had”been running
- an- unofficial campaign for
"'several months before that,|
kusclosed he received $13,452]°
n fees’ for 1974 speeches and
Mo newspaper .articles. He also Ye-
.- ceived $11,305 in, rexmbu:se-'
< mients for travel and ovher £x-
(penses, mcludmg those of Tun-
mng his,office. " Tviii{l 1
Among the real estate Hold
‘ings were. his--lrome" in. Me-,
. Lean, Va., 40 acres in 'l:ucson,
Ariz., a plot of land, in’ Front
* Royal, Va., and four, Arizona
tracts totaling 112 Acres. He
"said he et worth of the land
”\and 1mprovements was $128

o'} " o

!

In addxtlon he -
$9000 i, cash on hand “ahd
.- savings, and has pald $31,5627
into ‘the’ congressmnal ‘retire
-ment system sihce éntering|
Congress i May, 196%.0 47" ;;hn'

H
J ckson of Washington *and
loyd, M. Bentgen_ of ~Texs,
former -Georgia - 03' A
Carter and former:
Sen. Fred Harris. )

———— -- ' - .. - R EREA N



For the second time ln-lesa
‘than a-weeK, one of the Demo-
" eratic- presidenﬂal contenders
_has shaken 1 ‘his “campaign

" This t!me'-it is Rep. Morrls
K. Udall (D-AriZ);, who an-|
“nounced the resignation- of his

< political director; ‘John .Ga-|’
v,busi and ll\!is replacemen‘t, by

resignation last ‘Friday of Ben'
'F, Palumbo as 'manager-iof
- Sen. Lloyd M. Bentsen. Ji¥s}
- (D-Tex.) campalgn, ‘the ‘only}
announced reason was

sisted that a: financial’ squem
~was not part-of the picture o
: was acknowledged. to be the
“case in the Bentsen campalgn..
-“On the contrary, Stewart L.
. Udall, the overall dh'ector‘ of
“his brother's: presidentio.l !
- palgn, .’ announced-
- ather appointments * “.to r-the,
“.staff - in - addition to = Quinn
“who was. legislative assxstan




By Dav1d S Broder )
Washlnston Post Staff Writer . -

- sﬁreet-smart ~Imanagement
. savvy to . down-home popu-
N hsm, five hberal Democratic

port of some 1,500 Mldwest-
- ern party activists. SRS

“ The man who apparently
_ came off best in the seven-
hour contest’ was™ a flat-
-voiced. westerner who sald
’ ‘that the Democrats ¢an win
".in 1976 only by scrapping

" the, program failures of the | fi
" past and “delivering on "ur

. promises.” 3
‘"‘In_an info: :
yThe /Washmgton Post, Rep
' Morns P K.d :Udall {Am'!)
3 rate

med by
| as many’ people as the run-
form

“‘mal and. unsclentlﬂc, but the
\ impression of a strong show-

R “ing by Udall was, conﬁrmed

‘i :the comments\ of many-
uncommitted electeq .and,

- party officmls who attended it

ponding ‘ *were anesota
emocrats, with the:: .others
cattered ,a'.mong eigh Aot.heé_

ni.). . .
Kennedy (Mass ).1‘
xEncouraging as_ it was'to"

‘ [Udall’s ‘campaign hopes,“m 1

showing here “was just.jon

tage:of; ,what appéars to be ;-
: omi-

ing, At ‘the next of the
Hidate séteening’ sessi‘._v

the. a11~day session, the first Thto B ti

“ydan - affairs)
on‘he Post’s ballots while “yf

.th an
& tudl capadty of *ither L
"..or Harris.., ,Bayh who

.dﬂ N
.rh
ée Lg

- deff'nse . sylvanin

Pve- Heovad
Jong: qué

)of the banks and the Fed- [
"eral Reserve Board, blaming
them for mast nf the coun-




~ “Mo Udall has kept his word S L
on issues important to working people.”

“Thats why I'm supporting him “ o
rPresident’  The important

o
~Senator Phil Hart dlfference between
“For the past 15 years I’ve had the opportunity to work-closely with Morris Udall ’
in Congress. Throughout that time, one thing about him has always impressed me: :
When Mo Udall takes a stand on an issue, he doesn’t change it just to win a few votes ‘

or enhance his popularity.
For instance, way back in 1967 he came out strongly against the Vletnam War, o , _
even though he’s from conservative Goldwater country. ' an ' lmm arter
And he’s shown that same integrity in the stands he’s taken to turn this economy ‘ , o
around, both in Congress and in the campaign. v
Like his-unflagging support for the Full Employment Act, public service jobs, and S ‘ ’ '
his willingness to take on the giant conglomerates and challenge them to create some
real competition.
At a time when trust of publlc officials has fallen so low, I belleve having a man

like Mo Udall whom we can trust in the White House is of the utmost importance.
I urge you to join me in voting for him in the Michigan primary on May 18.”

o Udall

Democrat for President

Vote Tuesday, May 18

Authorized and paid for by the Udall "76 Committee, Stan Kurz, Treasurer.
A copy of our report is ﬁled with the Federal Election Commlssmn and is available for purchase from the Federal Electlon Commlsswn Washmgton D.C.
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When Mo Udall takes
a position on the issues,
- he stands by his word.

Whether it’s coming out for cutting waste out of pentagon spending or calling for
national health insurance, Mo Udall keeps his word once he’s taken a stand.

Here are just a few examples of how he’s been w1111ng to keep his word on issues
important to workmg people:

Full support for the Full Employment Act.

When Morris Udall began his campalg'n, he said the Full Employment Act would be
the first job he’d undertake as President.

No matter wh1ch state he has campaigned i in, he has never changed that stand.

Pubhc service jobs.

Mo Udall was one of the early supporters of the Pubhc Serv1ce Jobs bill that Gerald
Ford vetoed.

As President, he’d do what he’s done as a candidate: Never stop fighting for public
service jobs. '

Breakmg up g1ant oil companies.

Morris Udall has called for an Energy Competition Act which would limit each oil
company to only one phase of the business — production, refining, transportation or
marketlng

This is called divestiture. It will give us  back some old fashloned competition and -
brlng down ‘monopoly prices. And Mo Udall is still all for it.

When Jimmy Carter takes
- a position on the issues,
‘stand by for changes. '

It takes a slick politician. to come out on both s1des of 1mportant issues. And they
don’t come any slicker than Jimmy Carter.
Here are just a few issues where his stands have changed from state to state:

The Full Employment Act — gone today, here tomorrow

Before his Pennsylvania campalg'n, Jlmmy Carter refused to endorse the Full
Employment Act.

“I’'m not in favor of solving major unemployment problems simply by creatlng
government jobs,” he said.

Then in Pennsylvania, where the support of working people was critical to his
election, Jimmy Carter changed his tune and quietly endorsed the Act.

Public service jobs —no and yes.

Before the primaries in industrial states, Jimmy Carter said public service JObS

were low on his list of priorities.

Then in New York, where he was being hurt by his refusal to support urban aid,
he issued an urban policy paper which relied primarily on public service jobs.

When it comes to what he believes is right for the economy, it’s obvious Jimmy
Carter would rather switch than fight.

Breaking up the oil companies — -
first to oppose, last to-support.

. In Texas, Jimmy Carter said, “I am the only Democratlc cand1date who hasn’t
called for divestiture of the oil companies.”
But he also says, “I support restrictions on the rlght of a s1ng1e company to run
all phases of production and distribution of oil.”
. This is called divestiture. And coming out for it also made Jimmy Carter the first
Democratic candidate who had been on both sides of the issue.






