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These Days . 	. . 
Is Dodd Being Made the Goat? 

By John Chamberlain 

SENATOR Tom Dodd of 
Connecticut, who is the ob- 
ject of much partisan criti- 
cism in his home state at 

the moment, 
raised some 
$170,000 by 
means of 
three din-
ners attend-
ed by Lyndon 
Johnson, Hu-
bert Hum-
phrey, a n d 
other Demo-
cratic big-
wigs. 

This is the way Congress-
men generally meet the ex-
penses of running for of-
fice, and, though the prac-
tice might be frowned 
upon by Thomas Jefferson 
(or would it?) if news of it 
should reach the Heavenly 
Shore, it Is difficult di see 
how a modern politician 
can do without some such 
device for paying printers' 
bills and air travel costs, 
which can be quite hor-
rible. 

But if "campaign" or 
"gift" money is diverted to 
purely personal use, it is 
something else again. Two 
Washington columnists have 
been hacking away at Dodd 
on a lot of charges, and 
insulting the Senator's very 
good speech writers by at-
tributing some of the Dodd 
forensics to one Julius 
Klein, a press agent for Ger-
man industrialists who is not 
exactly famous for a golden 
pen. But the imputation 
that Dodd has mixed up his 
campaign and personal ac- 
counts is a serious one, and 
it is still waiting an answer. 
It is the only one of the 
charges that is worth inves-
tigating. 

Trying to get to the bot-
tom of the methods which 
U.S. Congressmen use to 
raise their money (and 
Dodd does not seem to dif-
fer from a hundred of his 

• 

legislative colleagues wno 
accept "testimonial" funds 
in any given year), one finds 
oneself in a semantic quag-
mire. One of the three 
Dodd dinners was held in 
1961, and since he ran for 
office in 1956, 1958 and 
1964, the 1961 affair could 
only remotely have been re-
lated to immediate cam-
paign needs. 

But does a Senator cam-
paign only in an election 
year, or is he campaigning 
all the time? And what 
about the costs of old cam-
paigns that are still on a 
Senator's book s, to say 
nothing of his conscience, 
as debts? 

I HAVE asked some sena-
torial employes,  about the 
"Dodd affair," and their an• 
swer is to apply a rule-of-
thumb measurement to the 
business. The, legitimate 
costs of being a Senator, 
they say, would average out 
at some $20,000 a year in ex-
cess of office allowances. If 
spent out of pocket, this 
would extinguish two-thirds  

of a senatorial salary. A 
Senator may spend as much 
es $6000 a year in air trav-
el and $5000 to maintain a 
second home in Washington. 

Dodd has been a Senator 
for seven years, and he ran 
for office before that. Peo-
ple who know him well say 
that he was probably as 
much as $60,000 in the hole 
at one time on past cam-
paign debts. 

If he received a net of 
$170,000 on the three din-
ners, it would mean that he 
has recouped an average of 
some $24,000 for each year 
in office. Assuming he had 
still to pay for an unsuccess-
ful 1956 campaign, it is 
hardly likely that he is in 
the Kennedy class for sena-
torial affluence. Indeed, he 
could still be in the red. 

AS ACOLUMNIST, I have 
been for Dodd because of 
his firm positions in foreign 
policy, and against him on 
some domestic legislation. I 
am sufficiently ornery to 
doubt that anything much 
would have been said about 
the Dodd finances if Dodd 
had been a supporter of Sen. 
Fulbright. This, however, 
may. be  just a mean suspi-
cion, and quite unworthy of 
me, Moreover, it is quite be-
side the point if the 
charges against the Senator 
should prove to have sub-
stance. 

My own guess is that the 
Senator is being pilloried 
for practices that have been 
accepted for years by scores 
of Congressmen who have 
had no firm legal codifica-
tions to guide them when 
they have been faced with 
red ink on their political 
ledgers. 

So why not a senatorial 
investigation into the hun-
dred or so testimonials held 
last year? We need some 
rules to take a contested 
business out of the shadows. 
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