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Dodd’s ’65 Income
$50,650, Off Since,
His Lawyers Say

By Raymond J. Crowley
Associnted Press
Attorneys -for Sen. Thomasfor the American Security
-lTéssDodd ﬁfonﬂ.) ltistgd his|Council, anti-Communist orga-
net me yesterday as :
$50,650 and said it dropped ";‘““"nix"’lwmaj s
sharply in 1966 as a result of| From six law clien o
attacks by columnists Drew|represented on non-Federal
Pearson and Jack Anderson. matters—$10,360, 2
4nderson said Dodd was re-| After the subtraction of
fusing to answer questions business expenses of some

Zgﬁfndwg:ﬁ lg'ze cz?tliditil:nmb.{ $8000, the net receipts were

amounts of income. They|$30,650, the statement said.
charge he devoted large sums Concerning his law practice,
in campaign eom‘-x'ib'-ltioirtl’sl u; Dodd said: “No one has ap-
his pwn personal use, withou
paying income taxes on them. Eg?;g:sd tﬁ: yt;x;r.,;aninéeg:é
John F. Sennett, Dodd's at-|said he cannot remember re-
torney, accused the other side celving any requests to make
X trying to create “a Roman|gpeeches since the Pearson
holiday.” While not conceding|and Anderson columna accus-
that Dodd converted funds to ing him of misconduct in of-
his own use, he contends that|fjoe began to appear. -
U Dot at issue in a $2 million| Anderson told ~newsmen
libel suit Dodd h&s brought there was a dispute in the
against Pearson and Ander-closed session when it was
son. asked whether Dodd, in 196 35,
Dodd appeared yesterday at|received $8000 given on befalf
a deposition proceeding, part|of a. n. spanel, founder of the
of the preliminaries before|International Latex Corp.
the suit goes to trial. The ses-| Somnett contends such ques
sion was behind closed doors, (tions are outside the scope of
but newsmen obtained ver-|the libel suit. He has said that
sions of what took place. complaint in the suit to cer
Sonnett introduced a finan-|the libel suit,
cial statement he had pre-| These include his charge
pared from Dodd's records.|that the columnists conspired
This showed 1965 receipts as|with some of his former em-

follows: ployes to steal papers from
Net income from the|his office and that they false-
overnment—$29,500, 1y alleged he acted as “errand
From 19 speaking engage-|boy"” forpub lic relations man

ments—$11,000. Julius Klein in return for ex-
For broadeast recordingslpensive gifts. ]
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