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 SEN. EDMIND.S. MUSKIE
PRESS OONFERENCE. — TIGER PAY. CIUB

JEANGARY 7 ., 1972 Jav: 7 ct

What is your view of what our policy ought to be toward mainland China, in
light especially of the fact that mainland China is now a member of the United
Nations? .

Iﬂﬁnkﬂmatwemghttomweinthed;xectimofmauzmgrelatmnsmth _
mainland China. I think it's inconcievable that we can frame the policies which
gwemamroleinthemrlda:ﬂmrre]atimslﬁpsmﬂmﬂaerestofthemld
and exclude contact with a country of 800,000,000 people. So I've
support for the President's proposed visit to Peking. I'm not sure that's the
best way to take the initiative; but since he chose that way, with all of my
misgivings about what can came from such a sumit meeting, I support it because
T think it's necessary to begin the process of normalizing relations with
mainland China, and I think that if we move in that direction we can have same
prospects there. Atsanepointdcmnthelineadu.evmgnomaltraderelaﬁons,
achievmgdlplmatwrelaumswhmhmuenableustocmetogripsmthsudi
difficult problems as miclear arms. At the present time mainland China is ex-
cluded from any international discussion of that:problem and so on down the line
I think that in order to move into a rational world, we've got to establish con-

tact with mainland China. I'm not sure that this particular way was the best
way. The gentleman down in the comer.......

Unclear
I voted....the'question is: in June of 1971 Sen. Mondale (TAPE WAS TURNED OFF)

I supported it for this reason. I think the shuttle program has merit. I'm
coamitted to a contimiation of our space program. My question relates to this.
To what extent can we comuit resources to this effort while at the same time
we have all these problems here at hame. Of supporting public services in our
cities, of developing adequate public transportation here at hame, of educating
owr children, of clearing up the enviromment and so on. Our natural resources
are not unlimited and we must parcel them cut in a way that has some reasonable
relationship to the high priority problems, jobs for our people, security for
our old people, opportunity for our young people ard in that balance, it seems
to me that the space shuttle program at this point, June of 1971, was not of

the highest priority.

Senator Muskie, Senator Jackson has been going through this area recently as
ymhmandhe'sbeengivmgh;sviewsonmsmg,plddngupvot%msme
elements I suppose by those views; could you tell us your views on busing.

WellIthjnkﬂaatﬂ:equ%timmh:smgIthinkthathasngisﬂxeleastde-
girable way of coming to grips with the problem of descrimination and the quality
of education and racial segregation. But it is a tool that the courts have
saidislegltimatearﬂlttu.nkwedwithmthelﬁutsofreasmabl e tine and
space consideration that we need to use it fram time to . S0 I do not ex-
clude as an answer to this problem and I think that the slem is broader than
this answer. I don't think the broad problem can be so with this answer
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aniIﬂﬁ:ﬂcmmedtodevelopmredesirablemysofdealimvdﬂ;ﬂxepmﬂam

Howtowaeelabwtrevemeslmmgasbemeenfederalandstateaxﬂlocal
goverrments?

I am for it. I've been for it for a mmber of years and I introduced legis-
lation of my own last year which I think was better than the President's be-
canse it would have used the proceeds in a way that's related to the real need
in our cities and in-our states and I think we must get into this kind of
sharing of resources if we're to begin to level off and eventually reduce the
pressure on the property tax payer. The property tax payer is simply being
asked to accept unacceptable versions to support public services that are re-
lated more to social needs than property needs. And the result is for example,
I'm sure, this is true in the cimmmities in Florida. I know it is true in
the camunities of Maine, that many old pecple.that saved all their lives
to pay for their homes are being forced to give them up because of the heavy
property tax hurden, part of the proceeds which are to provide services

to those old people. Now that simply makes no sense. And so I think there
arevarimsvaysofsharingfederalrmxrceswlﬂchmstbeused,andl
think revenue sharing is a very legitimate one that we cught to enact into
law.

How do you feel about the granting of amnesty to Vietnam war protesters who
have gone to another country and are in another country at this time?

I don't think that you deal with that problem when American boys are
still dying and fighting in Vietnam in response to their decision to
accept that cbligation. It is simply not equitable. Now when this war
isover,a:ﬂIlnpeit'soversoonaswecancmnbatawiﬂﬂrawalfm

-South Vietnam, as.soon.as At's. %m will haveto deal with

thea"’uﬁm.ix.ea wa'Ve Tlipused on o oagpeoplemcomecuonwi th:.swar
Hmeprohlansoftlnsewtnhavedled,arﬂthejrdepe:ﬂents,arﬂﬂxepm—
blems of those who have gone and came back to find a lack of opportunity
either to contimue their education or get gainful employment, the problens
of those who went to jail in order to escape the draft cbligation as well
astmsew}nravefledﬂmeoamtry. Now I think as a country, we have a
respmsib:u:.ty try to find a way to repatriot young people that have left
the country. On what terms,I think we have yet to decide. And I think we
have to decide those terms in the relatively unemotional climate we can hope
to get when the war is over. We've never had the massive problem before.
We've had a similar problem but on a much smaller scale.

What is my point of view on deficit financing?

First of all, let me say I assume the question is asked in connection with
the federal budget. Now I have a different view of deficit financing in

influexwmgtheecmmichealﬂmofthiscwntxytoagreatera:tentﬂm
any of the other budgets. And so you cannot arbitrarily say that deficits
are good or bad. At some point, for example, atthepresenttjme,Isup-
ported tax cuts, different cnes that the President proposed to stimilate
econany. We need those cuts as a function of federal budget policy to
stimulate the economy. We learned in 1965, for example, that cutting federal




taxescanhavethe]undofstmulatlveeffectthatmmtesecownnic

and increases govermment revemie. So deficits at the federal level,
I think, have been abused over the years, but I do think that from time to
time they are necessary in arder to perform that function of a federal bud-
get. May I say one other thing about this? Differently than at the state
level, and in corporate business, and in private life, the federal budget
is put together differently, if, for example, when we campute our personal
deficits, we don't take into account what we own on our house or on our
car on a current basis. In the case of the federal budget, we pile into
the budget each year, expenditures not anly for ongoing operating costs, but
also for capital investment. Even though those investments will have. life
over a period of years, so that the current deficit is not a deficit in a
sense, that is, at the state level, for example. As governar of a state,
I insisted on balanced budgets, but was able to separate, as we do not in
the federal budget, spending for operating programs and spending for capi-
tal programs. The state contimued to borrow money for the latter group,
and if you put the two together, the state was indeficit. But when you
take into acoount that for capital purposes you're investing in schools,
hospitals, in roads, and equipment and so on, that they ought to be treated
differently, then I think you have a different perspective on the federal
deficit that ought to be take into account. But that's not my principle
argument in response to the question. My principle arqument is that the
fed eral budget has to be used in a stimilative way, and scmetimes restraining
vay,inccsrmectimwiththehealthofmreommy

Senator Muskie, Can you address yourself to the kind of individual you would
appoint to the Supreme Court; and also address yourself to the reason why
Carswell failed to be appointed to that body?

Pirst of all, I think the first consideration in appointing people to the
Supreme Court is excellence. In the tradition, I think we should look for
the best men we can find. Men,mnen,Americans,mcanfuﬂtosenreon
this court. The primary qualifications are to be breadth of view, and, in
my Jjudgement, humanistic in appreciation of humanistic valueycammitment

to the constitution of the United States. Not in any particular construc-
tion, but in the sense of its meaning as a document in the life of our peocple,
a living doaumment, which has to be interpreted in a living way, by men who
have the real insichts not only as lawyers, into the language of the document,
but as Americans, with insight into the life of our people; into its history,
i.ntothemedsofcurpeople ard into the future. Now the whole purpose
of the constitution of the United States was to create a society in which
different kinds of pecple could live together. Now the function of the Su-
prate&urtishointerpretthatdmmtarﬂtoa;plyitmamywlﬁdi
makes that possible. This requires the hroadest possible view for men and
wanen of depth and understanding and legal background, if we're to make the
constitution that kind of document. So I would loock for the best men and
warien I could £find, men of true excellence. I'd be concerned with the philo-
sophy of dissent, but I would want to be sure that they had this broad view
of American life and the place the constitution plays in that life. I'd
loock for people like a Holmes, like a Brandeis , like a Marshall, to take
three people far enough in the past so they are not caught up in the con-

troversies of today's issues. These are the kinds of people who cught to
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be on the cowrt. The fact they agree or disagree with a particular
President about a particular decision in a particular case ought to
have pothing to do with it. Presidents, at best, serve eight years;
Supreme Court Justices can serve as long as thdxty. Now in connection
with Justice Carswell, I think he fell short of these stardards on two
ccumtsfxunthepomtofvmofttnseofuswhovctedagaﬁxstlﬂm
One, qualification in terms of the "excellence‘criteria." And secondly,
he had made statements of camnitment with respect to views and philo-
sophy in his public life that ran counter to my views as I've already
expressed it—as to what the constitution ocught to be, and what it is.

Senator; How well do you think you'll be received in central Florida
when they know your stand on the space shmttle?

They'll be unhappy people about it. I suspect. You know, I'm familiar
with pork-barrel politics. I've seen it practiced all my life; and the
President is just undertaking to practice it. 1It's a legitimate, old,
Amferican tradition, and may I say to the people of Florida who are
involved in the space industry: that I regard their skills and their
problems as vital and important. And I think that there is a place for
them and their skills in developing the kind of country I have been
speaking about briefly here, this noon. Their skills and their know-how,
systems: appraoch techniques are desperately needed in developing the ans-
wers to our envirommental problems, in building the hardware, supplying the
technology; desparatelyneededincmmechmwiththedevelqmentofmss
transportation, public transportation; it's desparately needed in comnection
with our requireménts for adeguate and decent housing for our people. There
like this with their skills and know-how can

are so many areas
“ha'pit to tork here,© ﬂlgﬁqrféa; agiwell. The questionfealiy-den't

whether we can use them, and put them to work and pay them decent incomes,
the question really is, in terms of the nmation, what are the most impor-
tant jobs that they ought to be doing, Now, are we going to contimue, for
instance, to neglect housing, to neglect transportation, to neglect the
enviromment simply to keep people in jobs they are doing even if those

jobs include building defense weapons that are no longer necessary after

the war ends, or huilding other hardware that's made obsolete by change

in national policy. It seeams to fie, we've proven in this country, that when
we develcop people'’s skills and give them an opportunity to apply them, that
the mext step is always there. What does the caomunity need? What does the
state need? What does the country need to have these people do? And in
those terms there's so mich we need them to do. Here, in the healthy areas
of public development and growth, that they ought not to be hung up on one .
piece of harware, a space shuttle. What does it imvolve? A hundred and
thirty million dollars. Now “how many people is that going to put to

work? Useful work, yes, for those who are, but you've got to decide where
you're going to spend these scarce natural resources and what comes first

in your order of priority. You know when I go down through the central
cities of cur country, and go by the decaying houses, in Newark, for example,
let me give you one city. In Newark, property taxes on a ten thousand dollar
house in today's market value are over nine hundred dollars a year! In
eleven years, that house is consumed by its own:taxes! And you can quess what's
happening. You drive thru the streets of Neward and you see property after



property abandoned. ﬂnemswaﬂumawayfranlt. They don't want
to touch it. Well, what do you do about these problems? Buildaspaoe
shuttle? I 'm for that kind :of development in space, I've

the space program over a dozen years and now that a man has stepped out. into
space, it's inevitable that we keep moving. But the question now is how
mich do we spend on this, as against what we spend on same of these other
problems? How can we tailor a space progzam, and we must have a space pro-
gram; to this requirement? And that'question is a tough one. Onoeina-
vhile you have to say no to samebody.
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