NIXON SAYS HE CONSIDERED POLITICS

But Documentation to
Support President’s
View Is Withheld

By JOHN HERBERS
Speclal to The New York Times
LAGUNA BEACH, Calif., Jan,
8—President Nixon ac\rmwl~
edged today that he took “fra-
ditional political consederation”
into account in ordering a con-
itroversial 1971 increase in Fed-
leral milk price supports.
But he said that charges he
{granted favors to milk pro-
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ducers and the Inl.e‘marional
Telephone and Telegraph Cor-
poration in return for campalgn
coniributions  were “utterly
false,”

The Presidenl’s position was
set forth in two White House
statements that last November
Mr. Nixon promised to make
ipublic to get out the “facts”
'on both cases. But documents
supporting the statements were
‘not made public on the ground
that they previously were vol-
juntarily delivered to the special
Watergate prosecutor.

Knew Industry Plan

“In view of the fact that the
documents and tapes are on
file with the special prosecu-
tor, it should be clear that the
]acccounts published today are
|consistent with the basic facts
lcontained in those documents
land tapes,” said a statement
Hss ued by the While House
!precs office,
| The statements disclosed for
;the first time that Mr, Nixon
|personally made the decision
‘UO accede to dairy industry re-
!quests to raise milk price sup-
ports in 19701 and that, when
he made the decision, he knew
of the industry’s plans to con-
’mbute up to $2-million to his
fre election campaign,

The paper noted that the
President was made aware of
“the political power of the
dairy industry lobby” before
reaching his decision and that
he had concluded “it could he
]pohncal y disastrous in some
iof the Midwestern states” if
fthe wishes of the lobby to raise
milk price supports were not
i ’ granted,

——

Orders to Kleindienst

On the matter of Internation-
al Telephone and Telegraph, the
President insisted that he had
intervened in the Government’s
antitrust suits against the cor-
poration solely because he be-
lieved the suits were based on
a philosophy that he disagreed
[wnth-—that is, that “bigness per
se” is bad.

For this reason, the President
.|said, he ordered the then Dep-
[luty Attorney General, Richard
-|G. Kleindienst, on April 19,
111971, to instruct Richard W.

McLaren, then Assistant Attor-
;ney General in charge of the
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‘:ub]ect to various interpreta-,
if mrms Mr. Nixon's latest move

{was not considered likely to
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tain little information that has

Continued From Page 1, Col. §|interpret the facts from the
— President’s point of view.

Antitrust Division, that an ap-| From the standpoint of docu-
peal of one of the suits should|Mmentation, Mr. Nixon’s action
; ; . today contrasted with his dis-|
not be filed in the Supreme|.ocve iy early December of
Court. his personal finances, when he
Mr. Nixon labeled as “false” made public his income tax re-
charges that his intervention turns for his first four years
had been related to an IT.T./In the Presidency and volumes|
commitment, variously reported |0 legal papers.
at $100,000 to $400,000, to help|  ‘Actions Totally Proper’
finance the Republican Nation-| Mr. N}ixon z;)nd his Adminis-
al Convention. tration have been accused of
The President said that he|T2ising milk prices in 1971 in
had been unaware of thgt com- iff;é;oiosr fl;lorgqe t%a:amlrrr)ﬁll}%nmct%r;:
mitment, which he said was|ggts and, of settling the LT.T.
made “several weeks” after his!case after the corporation made
intervention m the antitrust known its intention to help
case. finance the 1972 Republican
Regarding the decision noL;NIaatr‘lzgg] f01cggxeg;gno then,
to publish documents, the White P The separate Statefnms is-
House said that to do so would|sued today on the two actions,
violate - the President’s inten-|the White House said, “support
tion to maintain the “confident-|the President’s previous state-
iality” of materials submitted ?Sggﬁif g}i;e?m detlons wese)
w ihe Watergate prosecution. a5 to" the milk su pports, the
Howcever, because the docu-|White House said that the pres-
ments were not make]public ident’s acimfn had b(}en basa;}
as  White House spokesmenjon several factors: “First an
indicated a few weekspago they|foremost, intensive Congres-
would  be, and because the sional pressure, generated in:
statements released today were!part by the dairy interests; sec-

not been published. Rather, they|

(md]y the economic 'merits ofr
the case itself; and fma]]y]
itraditional political considera-|
[tlonc. relating to the needs of
‘the farm states. The economic|
consequences of that milk deci-|
sion show it to have been in|
the national interest.” ;
However, the statement con-|
ceded that he knew of plam‘
by the industry to conmbute'
up to $2-million for his re-elec- !
tion at the time he agreed to|
'the request for a milk price!
irise. \
As to the LT.T. case, the!
White House said that the Pres-|
ident interceded in antitrust ac-]
tion against the. corporation in|
April, 1971, solely ‘ro avoid a[
Supreme Court ruling that
would permit antitrust suits to“
be brought against large Amer-;
ican companies simply on thew
basis of their size.
! “The President was nr)t
aware at the time of any pledge‘
by IT.T. to make a contribu- l
tion toward expenses of the
Republican National Conven-
tion, nor, in fact, had such a!
xpledce ever bheen made’’ the!
istatement said. “The ultimate
iresolution of the LT.T. matter!
—requiring L.T.T. to undmgo
‘the largest divestiture in anti-
itrust hls«orv——-waq itself judged:
to be reasonable and fair hy
jtwo former Solicitors General,
Erwin Griswold and Archibald
‘Cox."”




