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S 346
SENATOR MANSFIELD APPEARS ON
FACE THE NATION PROGRAM

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, on
last Sunday, January 24, I appeared on
the CBS network in the “Face the Na-
tion” program. The three nimble corre-
spondents who appeared with me, George
Herman, CBS News, Samuel Shaffer,
Newsweek, and Bruce Morton, posed a
great number of questions on current
issues and other matters of public inter-
est which I tried to answer as best I
could within the brief period of the in-
terview.

During the course of the program, I
made the comment that the rate of infla-
tion during 1970 was 7 percent. The fig-
ure was in error. It should have been
stated at about 5 percent. I regret this
error. Otherwise, I will stand on what
was said during the half hour and I ask
unanimous consent that the transcript
of the meeting be printed at this point
in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the tran-
script was ordered to be printed in the
REecorb», as follows:

FACE THE NATION

(As broadcast ever the CBS television net-
work and the CBS radio network, January
24, 1971, Washington, D.C.)

Guest: Senator MIxE MANsSFIELD (Demo-
crat, Montana) Senate majority leader.

Reporters: George Herman, CBS News;
Samuel Shaffer, Newsweek; and Bruce Mor-
ton, CBS News.

Producers: Sylvia Westerman and Prentiss
Childs.

GeorGE HERMAN. Senator Mansfield, Presi-
dent Nixon has proposed a package of gov-
ernmental changes which he says amount
to a new American revolution. Do you think
by election day of 1972, this new American
revolution will be a fact of politics, or will
it be an issue?

Senator MansrFieLp. It could be both, I
anticipate that it may be partially completed
by that time, but it's so far-sweeping, so far-
reaching, that it’s going to take more than
one session of Congress to face up to that
responsibility.

ANNOUNCER. From CBS Washington, Face
the Nation, a spontaneous and unrehearsed
news interview with Senate Majority Leader
Mike Mansfleld, Democrat of Montana. Sena-
tor Mansfield will be questioned by CBS
News correspondent Bruce Morton, Samuel
Bhaffer, Chief Congressional correspondent
of Newsweek Magazine, and CBS News cor-
respendent George Herman,

GeoORGE HErRMAN, Senator Mansfleld, some
of the issues, the changes proposed by Presi-
dent Nixon in this new American revolution,
seem to me likely to curtall some of the
responsibilites and powers of Congress. Will
Congress give up those powers?

Senator MANSFIELD. No, I don’t think so, be-
cause that Is one of the things that we'll have
to consider in the consideration of the pro-
posals being made by the President. And fif,
for example, under the revenue sharing plan
you give too much to states with no respon-
sibilities attached, then it means you're creat-
ing a situation which is quite dangerous. in
my opinion.

SAMUEL SHAFFER. Senator Mansfield, I want
to use a technical term, categorical grants,
because we'ra golng to hear those two words
a lot in the next year or two. Now I'm speak-
ing now of specifically authorized programs
in health, education and so forth. Now do
you think that Congress is about to turn over
these billions to the states without any
strings?—because that would mean the end-
ing of categorical grants.

Senator MansFieLp. That's right. That’s
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why the legislation has to be considered most
carefully. We have no specifics, no details.
We want to be very sure what we're going
into, and the Congress will take its time and
make certain fhat It does not relinquish its
power, even though it recognizes the needs
of the states and the cities.

Bruce MorToN. I suppose that same ques-
tion could be asked about the President’s
government reorganization plan, which would
certainly involve some shifting in congres-
sional committees, the giving up of power
by at least some committee chairmen. That
historically has not happened very fre-
quently on the Hill, Is it likely to with this?

Senator MANSFIELD. It very well could, be-
cause in this guestion of reorganization of
cabinet departments and the like, it means
that you're going to have a combination of
lobbies, I think, the like of which the Con-
gress and the nation has not seen, each try-
ing to protect its own respective preserve,

MorToN. Well, so you come out, then, prob-
ably with no change, if there is all this pres-
sure?

Senator MANSFIELD. Well, there will be all
that pressure, but I hope we’'ll come out
with some change, becausc there is a need
to do what the President has advocated, but
there has to be a best way found to do it.

HEerMAN. A need to do what? Which of the
things that the President has advocated?

Senator MansFieLDp, All of the things which
he's advocated, I think, are steps in the right
direction, and they should be given the most
serious consideration by the Congress, be-
cause the times are of such a nature that we
are becoming a deficit-spending nation. The
conditions in the states and the cities are—
is becoming quite grave, and so something
must be done; and the President has at least
stepped out—offered proposals which should
be given every consideration.

SHAFFER. Senator, lsn't revenue sharing
based upon the idea that local communities
are better equipped to handle this money?
Do you think that they are?

Senator MaNsFIELD. No, I do not. I think
the federal government is better equipped.
And getting back to the question of funds
being distributed to states and localitles, it
would appear to me that the possibility for
greater waste and inefficiency and ineffective-
ness would result.

MorToN, Is it falr to say that if there's a
consensus for any of these things—reorgani-
zation, revenue sharing and so on—that per-
haps there's more agreement over the need to
reform welfare than anything else?

Senator MANSFIELD. Yes, that's a falr state~
ment, though there are questions about the
President’s proposal which must be answered,
and hopefully, it may have come down this
year, or it may come down this year in—
with some differences.

MorToN. What sort of difference would you
be looking for?

Benator MANSFIELD. Well, Just to make sure
that—that there is better administration; for
example, fewer personnel, greater application
of funds to the people who are in need, a
greater desire on the part of people to con-
tribute towards their own welfare and less
dependence on the government, and less in
the number of dynasties which welfare un-
fortunately has created In a familiar sense
down through the decades,

SHAFFER. Benator, you’ve spoken about re-
form. How about Congress reforming itself?
You yourself on the floor of the Senate,
toward the end of the last session, expressed
concern about the congressional image, or
the senatorial image I think was what you
sald. What are you going to do about the
much-criticized seniority system and the
filibuster rule?

Senator ManspreLp. Well, we're in need of
reform, no question about that. The fili-
buster rule will be taken up, and I have
better hopes this year than previously that
we might be able to do something In bring-
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ing about a reduction from two-thirds of
those present and voting to three-fifths, As
far as the seniority system is concerned, I
can give you no information at this time.
It will be brought up by the Democrats at
their caucus next Tuesday. We’'ll have to see
what happens then. There is no guestion
but the correctlons, reforms could be made
and should be made, and if they're reason-
able I'll be for them.

SHAFFER. Well, I was just going to say,
what do you feel about the seniority sys-
tem? You're one of the beneficiaries——

Senator MansrieLp, Well, I have a lot of
seniority.

SHAFFER. I know. But how do you feel about
it?

Senator MANsSFIELD. I think it could be
changed somewhat. How, though, I do not
know, but I do not think we should rush
into it on a happenstance basis. because
strangely enough, the seniority system, by
and large down through the history of the
republic, has worked, all things considered,
effectively and well.

HerMmAN. Well then, how about the fili-
buster problem? Traditionally when you
start out to tackle the filibuster, what you
get is a fillbuster against a change in the
rules. Isn't the Senate going to begin with
a filibuster this term?

Senator MansrreLD. Well, a mini filibuster
to start with, then we'll see what happens.
And I would point out that when we use
the word filllbuster we should not apply it
Just to the south alone, because the liberals
are becoming pretty effective in using the
fillbuster, especially toward the end of a
session.

MorTON. Why are you more optimistic this
time? Are you going to have the same
people talking against change who've been
there before? :

Senator MANSFIELD. Well, I think the way
things went at the end of the last session,
will be conducive to a possible change, and
I think also that some members who have
been adamant on the question of cloture are
showing signs of softening at this time;
at least that's the results I see on the basis
of conversations with various members from
different parts of the country.

HerMmAN. Is that a regional thing, Sen-
ator?

Senator MansrFieLp, No, it 1s from various
parts of the country.

HermaN. What accounts for 1t?

Senator MansrFiELD, Maybe a recognition of
the fact that times have changed, that we
spend too much time on certain subjécts,
and that the main subjects on which most
of the fillbuster in the years past had been
spent have now become less significant.

HERMAN,. Time is not the only thing that's
changed. You now have a new Democratic
whip. Does the election of Senator Byrd
indicate that the Senate is—the Senate Dem-
ocrats are moving to the right?

Senator MansFiELD. No, not at all. I think
that the Senate Democrats will operate in
the future as they have in the past. And
in Senator Byrd we have a first class floor
technician, and the business will be con-
tinued and furthered.

HErRMAN. You have not always agreed with
him, I remember that when the Byrd-Grif-
fin proposal on Cambodia came up, you said
it was another Gulf of Tomkin Resolution.
You thoroughly disagreed with it. Will you
have any trouble working with a man with
whom you occasionally thoroughly disagree?

Senator MansriELD. Oh, no, not at all. 1'll
have no trouble whatsoever; and further-
more, there isn't a senator on the floor that
I haven’t disagreed with at some time or
another. So that's part of the job.

MorTON. Senator, you said that ideology
wasn't the issue in the Byrd-Eenndy race.
S0 what was? Why do you think Senator
Byrd won?
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Senator MaNsyFiELD. Well, I don't know. It
came a8 a surprise to me, to be frank about
it. I thought it would be much closer, and
the only thing I can figure is that Senator
Byrd pald a great deal of attention to the
needs of the Senate and senators, and maybe
this was helpful.

SHAFFER. Does this end Senator Kennedy's
chances for the presidency in 1972 or in any
of the subsequent presidential years?

Senator MansrFieLS. I don't think he was
ever seriously a contender for 1872, and that
was his own wish. But Senator Kennedy is
& young man, an effective- man, an efficient
senator, and he has a long way to go. He
will be heard from in the years to come.

SuAFFER. I'd like to ask you another gues-
tion, if I may, about the President's speech.
He spoke about the desire to restore and en-
hance our natural environment. He said
nothing about the SST. What do you think's
going to happen on the SST? Congress has
got to act again after March 30.

Senator Mansrierp. That's right and I
imagine that we'll probably get to it about
March the 156th, and my guess is that the
situation will remain as it has been in the
Senate, that the Senate will be opposed to
the SST. What will happen in the House is
anybody's guess.

MorTON. Senator, you were talking about
Senator Eennedy's presidential prospects a
minute ago. You sald in July of last year
to a group of reporters here, that the Demo-
crats have not yet come forward with a
candidate of sufficient stature to defeat
Richard Nixon. Is that still true?

Senator MANSFIELD, No, I would say since
that time Senator Muskle has made great
strides, has become more recognizable
throughout the country, and is now the front
runner as far as the Democratic nomination
is concerned, as of now.

HermMAN. How about Senator McGovern?

Senator MansFiELD. He has just entered the
race. He will come up; he will be a contender
to consider. But I would say he is trailing
at the moment.

MorToN. You sald at that same breakfast
that Senator Muskle was the best man we
have, but that he needed to develop charm
and charisma. Do you find him more charm-
ing these days?

Senator MansrFieLd. Well, he's always been
charming. What I really meant was that he
had to become more known—more recog-
nizable, get around the country, visit the
states he hadn't been In. And since that
time, he's done that.

SHAFFER. Senator, since we're on politics,
tell me, in your judgment, will this nomina-
tion be decided in the primaries, or will it
go right up to the convention? Wil it be
brokered?

Senator MaNsFIELD. Too far ahead.

HerMAN. You also sald—to milk that June
or July news conference a little further—you
also sald at that time that you belleved
President Nixon's promise to be out of Viet
Nam by the end of his term. Presumably that
meant by 1972. Do you still think that we
will be out of Viet Nam by 1972?

Senator MANsFIELD. Well, T still think that
the President intends to do all he can to get
out of Viet Nam by the end of 1872, and so
far he’s kept up with his promises of with=-
drawal, even exceeded them in some in-
stances. But now you have other difficulties
arising, and I think that those troubles may
well increase as the time decreases,

HerMAN, By other troubles you mean Cam-
bodia?

Senator MansrreLp. I mean Cambodia,

HerMAN. Well now, what is your position
on the moves that the administration has
made to give alr support to the Cambodlans
in recent weeks?

Senator MansrELD. I'm not in favor of
them. I'm more interested in the release of
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American prisoners of war and the with-
drawal of American troops, and not in the
interests of another country.

HerMmaN. Do you feel that this violated
what the administration—?

Senator MANSFIELD. Well, at the best I can
say, it draws a very fine line. I think it goes
contrary to the intent and the spirit of
Cooper-Church.

MorTON. Both senators have urged new
hearings by the Foreign Relations Committee,
with an eye presumably to some new legisla~
tive restriction on U.S. involvement in Cam-
bodia. Would you support the hearings, and
would you support some more language to re-
define the U.S. role there?

Senator MansFIELD. Yes, if necessary. And
if the full committee doesn't hold hearings,
there's no reason why the Subcommittee on
Asian Affairs, which I happen to be the
chairman of, will not hold hearings.

SHAFFER. Senator, what can we really do
about the expansion of that war effort in
Cambodia?

Senator MansFieLp. Not a great deal

SHAFFER. By we, I mean Congress or the
Senate.

Senator MANSFIELD. Not a great deal at the
present time, because the Senate has made its
decision known. It certainly is being heard
down in the administration at the present
time. I understand that Secretary Rogers is
meeting with various senators from time to
time to explain the situation. I have recelved
an invitation which I'd like to accept, but
unfortunately I've been engaged in organj-
zational affairs in the Senate and have been
unable to do so.

SHAFFER. Well, let me ask you this, then.
Senator McGovern, you know, has announced
his intention of reintroducing his proposal
which was defeated last June 30, I think, to
set a specific timetable for the funding of our
combat activities in Indochina. I think he
would cut off all funds for combat troops as
of December 31, Will you support that pro-
posal or any time-certain proposal?

Senator MANSFIELD. December 31 this year?

SuAFFER. That's right.

Senator MansFrELD. It's an impossibility. I
wish it could be done even before that time.
That's one of the difficulties you have with
a time limit, but I did vote for the Mc-
Govern-Hatfleld amendment. I would vote
for it again and it would have a time limi-
tation.

HeErRMAN. Senator, do you think the admin-
istration has changed its own position on
Cambodia? I noticed, for example, last June
Secretary Rogers said on this program that
if the government of Cambodia came into
Communist. hands, it would be an unfavor-
able development, but not unacceptable in
the sense that they’d use American. forces
to try to keep Cambodia out of Communist
hands. Do you think they are now shifting
away from that position?

Senator MansrFreLD. Yes, I do, and probably
because of the force of circumstances. But I
would recall to you that on June the 3Cth
the President, in his statement on our with-
drawal from Cambodia, sald there would be
no logistic or air support for South Viet-
namese troops.

HermaN. But now there is.

Senator MansrFIELD. Now there is.

HermaN. But Secretary Laird, as you know,
says that this is not a change in policy.

Senator MansrieLd. Well, it certainly is
more than a change in semanties.

MorToN. Can Congress really do anything
about that? It's an awfully tedious process
to try to write lines into appropriations bills,
as was done last year,

Senator MANSFIELD. I think it can, and I
think one of the good things which the Sen-
ate did in the last Congress was to stand up
on its hind feet for a change, bring about
the passage of the National Commitments
Resolution, the passage of the Cooper-
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Church Resolution, and in that way try to
bring about a restoration of the equality
which should exist befween the executdve
and the legislative branches in the field of
foreign policy.

MorTon. Would you now vote for language
which would restrict or would prohibit the
use of American air power to support the
Cambodian government or South Vietnamese
troops in Cambodia?

Senator MansrFIeLp. I would.

SHAFFER. Senator, you speak of Congress
standing up on its hind feet. Do you think
that something like the McGovern time-
certain resolution would pass this time? It
was pretty badly beaten last time.

Senator MansFIeLDp. That's right. But then,
if you don't succeed at first, the saying is
try and try again. I would rather see it
done privately, without the date being speci~
fied, because the administration does have a
point in saying that if you do this there
will be a certain reaction on the part of North
Viet Nam. But the point is this—that can
be done both ways, because if we don't do
something then our friends in Saigon can
continue to use us as they see fit, so we're
caught in the middle. So we'd better fish or
cut bait.

SHAFFER. On another aspect of foreign
policy, Senator, you know, you have long
proposed that we cut back on our troop
commitments in Europe.

Senator MaNsFIELD. Yes, iIndeed.

SuaaFFER, And Senator Muskie, who had
supported you, now says he has second
thoughts about it after talking it over with
the German leaders. Are you having any
second thoughts?

Senator MaNSrFIELD. None at all. I think
that we ought to cut out the fat which we
have in Europe, reduce the 525,000 troops,
and military dependents who are over there,
bring about a cutdown in the number of
generals and admirals, do away with some
of these headquarters which are piled on
headquarters on headquarters, and I would
say that we could cut our forces in Europe by
b0 per cent. Cut the fat and the 50 per cent
remaining would still be just as effective,
perhaps more so, than the total now.

SuarrEr. How are you going to do it—by
a sense of the Senate resolution as you
originally proposed, or by the power of the
purse?

Senator MANSFIELD. Either by a sense of
the Senate resolution or an amendment to
an appropriate bill. And the point—the
amendment, the resolution would not call for
precipitate reduction, but a substantial re-:
duction on a gradual basis.

HerMAN. How can the Senate stand up on
its hind feet, to use the phrase that's been
pushed around here a little bit? The Presi-
dent has assured us, the Vice President has
assured us, that Mr. Nixon now has a work-
ing ideologlcal majority in the Senate.

Senator MANSFIELD. Well, time will tell. This
Senate has just gotten underway. We haven't
had & chance to draw lines. There will be a
desire to cooperate and 1t'll be my inten-
tion, if possible, to keep politics as much
as possible out of debate and issues; but
only time will tell. My guess would be that
the Senate this year would be just about
of the same stripe as it was in the last Con-
gress.

MorTON. Senator, one of the other dead-
lines you're going to face this year Involves
the draft, which runs out the middle of this
year. What do you think ought to be done
with 1t?

Senator MansFIeLp, Well, I think it ought
to be abolished. I didn’t vote for its extension.
I don’'t intend to vote for its extension. I
think we ought to get down to the idea
of a volunteer army, which the administra-
tion advocates, which the Gates Commission
recommended and which a number of sen-
ators have fought for.
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MorToN. Well, the administration advo-
cates that, but always says at the same time
that it’s Impractical as long as they need
an army in Viet Nam.

Senator MANSFIELD., Yes, but we're with-
drawing that army in Viet Nam and we're
reducing our forces throughout the world.

HEeErMAN. Does an all-volunteer army give
you no pause, nothing to worry about in view
of some of the things we've now heard about
the Army spylng on eivilians, checking up on
their politics and their activities? Doesn’t
the thought of a professional army give you
some pause in a democracy?

Senator MANsFIELD. No, the incidents
which you've raised do give me pause, great
pause, and I'm delighted that Senator Sam
Ervin of North Carolina is conducting an in-
vestigation In to that type of intelligence
activity by the uniformed part of our gov-
ernment on civillan personnel. But I think
that a volunteer army might best be the
answer. There may be bugs, difficulties; I
think they can be ironed out. But I think
you’ll have greater esprit de corps; you'll
have greater morale. And I think that while
it might cost more in the beginning, it will
cost a good deal less in many other ways in
the end. :

MorTOoN. What about the argument that
you’ll get an army of the poor, an army of
the black, and you will not get an army with
the kind of technical skills that an army
needs these days?

Senator MANSFIELD. Well, I wouldn't think
that that would be the case. And further-
more, I would expect the ROTC units to
continue at the universities and the colleges
and to be able in that fashion to furnish
an officer cadre as well as officers being
brought up from the ranks. The draft is not
the answer, because it's unfair, inequitable;
it allows too many people to get out of it and
the poor and the blacks are the ones who
find it most difficult to get out of the draft.

SHAFFER. Senator, but to be realistic about
this, the chairmen of the Armed Services
Commiittee of both houses are against a
volunteer army.

Senator MANSFIELD. That's right.

SHAFFER. They want the draft extended,
and don't the odds favor extension of the
draft at this time?

Senator MANsFIELD. I would say yes, but
that doesn’'t mean we shouldn't try to end
it and substitute something more equitable
for it.

SHAFFER. And should that happen, what is
your position on student deferments, be-
cause I think there are a lot of students who
are watching this program and are interested
in their fate.

Senator MansFreLp. Oh, I think they've
been treated more than fairly, and it's be-
cause of that in part that you get the poor
elements within our population being called
up under the draft process. I think if you're
going to have a system of draft or universal
service, or selective service, that it ought to
be equitable, apply fairly to all, and operate
on the same basis that it did during the
Second World War.

SHAFFER. Then you would end student de-
ferments?

Senator MansFIELD. I would.

HeERMAN. Last summer, when the question
of the economy came up in a statement by
the Presldent—the state of the economy
message—you were sharply critical. You said
that all the rhetoric of radiant futures is not
going to take away the fact that we're now
in a recession. Do you consider that the Presi-
dent’s new message, his new policies, show
& better understanding, that he is really now
grappling with the recession?

Senator MansrFIELD. No, If you're referring
to his State of the Union Message, he did not
refer to that. Maybe that was in the back of
his mind, but questions of unemployment,
recession, high interest rates and the like were
not brought out. I would anticipate that
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that may be mentioned at the time he sends
up his budget message to the Congress.

HerMAN, Do you think he is showing great-
er awareness in his economic policles, in his
actions and those of the rest of his govern-
ment in handling inflation and wage in-
creases?

Senator MansrieLp. Yes, I think he's very
much aware of it, and I think he finally rec=-
ognized that it is to the nation’s advantage
for him to speak to people like big steel when
they ask for outrageous increases in their
products.

HerMAN, Do you think he is truly grappling
within inflation, that it is coming under con-
trol, slowing down?

Senator Mansrrerp. Well, it's hard to say.
It’s about 7.1 per cent at the present time.
Unemployment is about 6 per cent. But
prime interest rates have been going down
steadlly for over two months, and even the
mortgage interest rates are beginning to
show a decline. So maybe a turn has taken
place; I'm not an economist, I can’t tell. But
you have to balance that on the one hand
against 6 per cent unemployment and 7.1
per cent inflation.

HermAN. Seven point one per cent yearly
inflation at the moment, do you say?

Senator MansrFieLp. That's right.

SHAFFER, Senator, let’s try to hit a few
specifics that the President touched on, al-
though admittedly the speech wasn’t too
specific in content, How about revenue shar-
ing? What do you think will happen? Will it
pass or not?

Senator MANsFIELD. Hard to say, but it
should be—there should be hearings, and if
the bill's reported out there should, and as
far as the Senate is concerned, there will be
debate and consideration one way or the
other.

SHAFFER. Welfare reform?

Senator MansrFierp. Something has to be
done. As I've indicated earlier, this may not
be the answer, because there are grave ques-
tions which must be faced up to. But some-
thing has to be done to revise the present
system.

SHAFFER. Thirdly, government reorganiza-
tion? By that I mean reducing twelve cabi-
net posts to eight—to four, I think it is.

Senator MansrFIELD. An Interesting idea.
‘We'll see how the lobbies react to it, and then
1’1l let you know.

Morron. Senator, there's one other issue
that was left over from last year. The Presi-
dent vetoed a bill which would have limited
broadcast campaign spending. Do you foresee
a new effort in that direction this year?

Senator MANSFIELD. Yes, and I would like to
see—see any legislation which is being con-
sidered apply, if possible, not only to TV and
radlo, but through some means to the news
media. How that can be done, I do not know,
because there 1s a difference in the exercise
of the franchise on the one hand and private
individual ownership on the other.

MorroN. Would you like to see a limit on
total campaign spending?

Senator MANSFIELD, Yes, both as far as can-

-didates are concerned and parties as well.

SHAFFER. HOow about tax credits for financ-
ing campaign?

Senator MansrieLp. That’s worthwhile. If
the federal government can’t finance, maybe
that's one of the ways in which the slack can
be taken up.

HerMAN. The President sald, I believe, that
there were 856 pieces of unfinished legislation
left over from the last Congress.

Senator ManNsrFrmeLn. I noticed that.

HerMAN. Do you agree, and how many of
them do you think are likely to be finished
in this sesslon?

Senator MansrFeLp. No, I can’t recall 36
pleces of major legislation. If you put in all
the dribs and drabs, maybe he ¢ould dredge
up 35 or 37.

HERMAN. How many would you say?
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Senator Mans¥IELD. Oh, I would say maybe .
10 or 15 at the most.

HerMAN. Would you include, for example,
the amendment for the direct election of the
presidency as one of the majors? _

Senator MANSFIELD. Yes, that would be one,
and also—

Herman. Equal rights for women?

Senator MansrIELD. I don't know that the
administration recommended that, but the
welfare bill would be included.

HermaN. Consumer legislation?

Senator MansrieLp. No, because we had leg-
islation down there—some which we passed,
some which we were ready to pass, but be=-
cause of administration opposition it was
futile to take it up.

HerMAN. Anti-pollution bills?

Senator MANSFIELD. Well, I was glad to see
President Nixon and Senator Muskie get to-
gether and on a bipartisan basis advocate
control of pollution and protection of the
environment.

HerMmAN. And trade quotas?

Senator MansFIELD. Trade quotas? Well, I
think the less sald about that the better.

Herman. Will less be sald about it?

Senator MANSFIELD. As far as the House is
concerned, Congressman Mills has intro-
duced a bill, I understand. No action has
been taken in the Senate as yet. I would
hope that something would be done, espe-
clally with Japan, to bring about a rectifi-
cation of the—of the difficulty without hav-
ing to resort to legislation, because when
you go to legislation, then you can expect
expansion and the inclusion of other prod-
ucts.

SHAFFER, Senator, in his State of the Union
Message, the President said this can be the
Congress that helped us end the longest war
in the nation’s history, and in a way it'll
give us a genuine chance for a full genera-
tion of peace.

Senator MansrFiELD. We'll be more than
happy to meet him more than halfway to
bring an end to this war and an era of
peace.

Suarrer. But the question is, how are you
going to help us end the longest war in our
history?

Senator MANsFIELD. By doing what I've
been doing ever since—well, since before
the war in Viet Nam started, because I think
the war is a tragedy, a mistake. I cannot
find any solace in 400—343,000 dead and
wounded, well over & hundred billion dollars
of our money spent and all these problems
at home to face up to.

HerMAN. Who's leading? We have very few
seconds—who's leading in the struggle to
end the war, the presidency or the Congress?

Senator MansFieLp. I think we're both
working in the same direction. We both
have the same objective, and we'll both work
together to that end.

HerMmAN. Thank you very much, Senator
Mansfield, and we’ll have & word about next
week’s guest in a minute.

AnNOUNCER. Today on Face the Nation,
Senate Majority Leader Mike Mansfield,
Democrat of Montana, was interviewed by
CBS News correspondent Bruce Morton;
Samuel Shaffer, Chief Congressional corre-
spondent of Newsweek Magazine; and CBS
News correspondent George Herman.
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