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‘wm PER SPURS

Z\onn Appears to Contt achrt;
Hardm Affidavit on Why
- Price Supports Rose

<" By PHILIP SHABECOFF
:‘f» Speclal to The New York Times [
- WASHINGTON, Jan. 10——A,~
White House. explanation that “
political  considerations and
Congressional pressures con-
tributed to President Nixon’s’:
decision to raise milk price
supports in 1971 seemingly con-
fm_t: with a sworn statement!
by the Secretary of Agriculturey
at the time, Clifford M. Hardin.!
“Mr. Hardin's affidavit filed|
at the United States District -
Cpurt here last March 12, sald‘
that he had reconsidered his
cArlier decision to hold thel
price  support line and had | -
otdered an increase so lely “on
the basm of statutory criteria.”
The affidavit, filed in a smt!
hrcughl by Ralph Nader, Lhei
consumer advocate, against Lhe;
Government for allegedly bas-}
ing its price support docxslon[
oh political  considerations,
specifically denied that any
rmmderatwom other than those’
provided by law were involved;
in ,Mr, Hardin's actions. ‘
The law requires that deci-
sians on price supports be made
by~the Secretary of Agriculture
solely on the basis of supply,
costs and farm income-exclu-
sively economic criteria.

Decision Reversed

Mr. Hardin decided on March
12,.1972, to keep the Federal
price support level for milk].
at ‘$4.66 per 100 pounds. Onj
March 25, however, he an-i
nounced that the support Ievel
wonld be raised to $4.95 aj
hundredweight.

The announcement of the|
increase was made two days
after President Nixon and his
aides met with milk industry
representatives who requested
an-increase. *

Mir. Nader and other have
charged that promises by milk
praducer cooperatives to con-|
tribute large sums of money
to Mr. Nixon's re-election cam-|-
paign influenced the ;
to raise the price supports. It}
was  subsequently  disclosedin
that one milk cooperative

paign. i
A total of $427,000 was offi-;
cially reported as having beeni”
(7ontributcd. In addition, it wasj,
disclosed that $100,000 wasi:
deliv
terests to Mr. Nixon’s porsona]:
lawyer, Herbert W. Kalmbach.
The Whue House stdtcmem
Tuesday on the milk pn(e sup-,
port decision rejected as “utter-'’

HORE QUESTIONS

ma?ly, then Secretary of the
.Ireasuxy had impressed upon
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.tance of raising price supports

.which

-President who had personally
decision|,’

Mawyers said,
pledged $2-million to the cam- 7
i
|

\Wumau and il it is
- enough,

ly false” the allegations that
campaign pledges had played a
Tole.

However, it conceded that
the President had decided that
“traditional political consider-
ations,”” along with Congres-
sional pressures and cconomic
rvidence, dictated that the

vishes of the dairymen be
mmtcd and the price suppoxr&
be raised. :

Connally Role Clted7

|
. The “white paper” disclosed,
fok example, that John B. Con-

Mr. Nixon the political impor-
at a meeting March 23, 1971, at
the President made the
decision to do so. i
The paper stated that Con-
cressional pressures and “the
political adavntages and dis-
adavntages of making a deci-’
sion regarding a vit 1 political
((msfltuency " were “funda-
mental themes of lno meeting,
A motion filed by the De-
partment of Justice on behalf
of = the Government in the
Nader suit noted that Mr. Har-
din had categorically denied
that “improper political con-
siderations” prompted his de-
cision to raise price supports.
Mr. Hardin, who is now vice,

€:hairman of the Ralston Purina!

Corporation, could not bei
reached for comment at his of-!
five in St. Louis. His sz,(‘retmy!
said he was out of town. NoL
comment could be clicited from|
the White House either.

Mr, Hardin, who is now wce*
chgirman of the Ralston Pmma‘w
Corporation in St. Louis, said!
that he did not believe there,
was a conflict between his affi-|
davit and the White House;
statement. He noted that hel
had stated in the affidavit that|
he was aware of Congressional!
sendiment as well as the con-
tention of the dairy industry
that price supports should be
increased.

He said in a telephone inter-
view that his awareness of
such sentiments had led him
to “inquire” whether “sufficient
weight” had been given to evi-
‘dence already at the depart-
..ment that price supports should’
be raised.

Meanwhile, several lawyers|
familiar with the milk litigation
pointed out that while the lawl
requires the Secretary of Agri-i
culture to decide on price sup-
port actions, the White House'
had disclosed that it was the,

made the decision,

Mr. Hardin did not refer to
any Presidential decision in his
affidavit. But if the White
House version is correct, these
then the increase;
in milk price supports in 1971
may have been illegal.

However, Mr. Hardin said
!ha_t.. while he had been “the

ageni in fact as required by
stnmta cvcryhody in Washing-|

Hie ipold
ered earlier from milk in-i%ton knows that in these deci-|

the Budget
important:
goes to

Tons you first go to

the decsion

someone else.”



