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GOVERNOR REAGAN: Good morning. I have no prepared statements, so 

fire when ready. 

A VOICE: Governor, in light of what I am sure you have read about 

in the morning papers where there are great areas of difference, 

apparently, among legislators and members of various healing arts 

professions over the cutback in Medi-Cal, could you indicate to us whether 

y:::>u are standing fast on the program announced by Spencer Williams or 

whether you are going t:::> take a second look at it? 

GOVERNOR REAGAN: No. With regard to the cuts in Medi-Ca I am 

confident that Spence has done all that could be done administratively, 

The situation is very simple: The legislature approved an expenditure 

of $600,000,000. That is all there is. At the same time Medi-Cal is 

running $820,000,000. Now, there is just no way that we can stop this 
to 

reduction. We have/stay within the budgeted amount of $600,000,000. 

Now, this is our attempt administratively to teep this program within 

bounds until the legislature can do what I think has to be done, and 

that is undertake studies leading to complete reform and overhaal of the 

program. As I said before, this was as a result of hasty legislation 

in the closing hours of the Session. It has been increasing in cost 

at better than 50 per cent a year. 

All of these people that seem to be protesting so much and 

saying that they can solve the problem very easily, if they will just 

tell us either how we can reduce the program or some better way in 

which this program can work or if they would tell us where we can get 

the two hundred million dollars, I would like to hear their suggestions 

as to w~o should be taxed and how much. 

A VOICE: It has been said that this is possibly illegal. In fact, 

the president of the California Optometric Association said that it 

possibly violates the Federal law. Would you comment on that, please. 

GOVERNOR REAGAN: We have tried very hard, and I know Spence and 

his group have made a great study of staying within the framework of the 

legislature and of the national rules. This again, comes to the problem 

that we have with so many Federal grants in aid. The Federal Government 

holds it out with one hand and in the other has a bat and says, nDo it our 
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way or else." We have tried. We know that we have to stay within their 

rules. We have tried and Spence is co~~ident that we have stayed 

technically within those rules, but we have no other choice. 

A VOICE: Governor, have you discussed the possible legality with 

Spencer Williams? 

OOVERNOR REA~AN: Oh, yes. We were aware that in order to qualify 

for the Federal funds we had to stay within their framework. This we 

are trying to do. 

A VOICE: Also, I understand that according to the funds that were 

allocated prior to the Medi-Cal Program that you were not allowed to 

figure in that which existed in '64 and 165. 

GOVERNOR REAGAN: We are not. In the figure that we have, we are 

trying to stay within, and when we speak of something illegal, it would 

be very illegal and Spence would be liable if they violated the amount 

that has been appropriated for this ~rogram. And what is being 

suggested now is that they would be violating it by two hundred twenty 

million dollars. So, they are simply trying to stay with:ln the frame

work that the legislature provided. 

May I point out here, also, that for the Iegislature to be 

critical of what we are trying to do in that regard, then let the 

legislature explain to us why they were so busy in the closing weeks of 

the session, so busy trying to increase the budget, and at the same time 

they tried desperately to decrease the amount of taxation we asked for. 

They have some questions to answer, then, if they wanted the other 

two hundred twenty million dollars spent. 

A VOICE: Governor, Governor Romney of Michigan said he thought it 

was a tragic mistake that we are involved in the war in Vietnam. I 

wonder if you would comment on that, please. 

GOVERNOR REAGAN: Well, you can start off from the approach that 

war itself is a tragic mistake, but I am in no position to comment on 

that. I doubt iC very many people in the countryj who are not in the 

military, kn9W about all the discussions and policies that have been 

kept from the people with regard to the whole ideological world conflict 

that we are in; how the decisions are made, as to where we make our stands, 



4 

where we fight back, '110 dj_13cuss whether the:v are ri)Sht or wrong, v-w 

wo11ld have to know what t:Oe o·Jerall pol'i.cy in tbe conflict is, and I am 

not a~aro what that tional is. I sometimes find myself 

w0ndering if there is a policy . 

.t'i VOICE: Governor, Thurston Morton said that th0 war in ~ is 

Election. He said the Republican presidential nominee to win will have 

to co'Tlc up with n program for ho:norable disengagement from Vietnam. 

T wo~1der if :vo11 would corr::nent on that. 

GOVERNJR REAGAN: :en m:v mind honorable diseng;agement is you win the 

Nar. I t.:nafsin2 it is going to be an issue in r 68 If t'ie suddenly make 

the effort that it is neco ssarv ju st prior to the 1968 e lect:i::m to ~lljir.: 

or if we withdraw, just simply call it off and withdraw, which is being 

propossd, either way someone, I think, is going to be asked so~e questions 

by people aa to why we had to m3ke that decision. 

1:. VOICE: Speaker Unruh has claimed that the sr:icce ss of the 

re sess has come as a result of the planning and c:;rncution 

of the Assemblv,. You have claimed that the .hdministration h3s been 

successful and that the legislature :';_s dependent upon the Administrnt:'...on. 

Now, do you swetir to these two views? 

(:_ : ::s.AGAN: Well, I think that has to be a cooperative deaL 

We certainly can propose and the E.xec:..:itive Branch can e~1.ecut0_, but thP 

Legislature in the loI;g; :cun must p2ss the IegisJ_stion. A 1Sreat deal of 

our program has had some pret t:v ro•igh 1~oing and fin2 lly was succe ssf11 ll;v 

passed bv tbe Le!2;1s:.atu:re. Now, I donrt kno·N whether :vou e;:ive us the 

credit for having finsi lly overcome the rough going and the objections or 

whether yo!J h2ve given them the credit for finally giving up their 

objections and going along with us. 

A VOICE: Where do you give the credit 2 Governor? 

GOVERNOR REAGAN: We 11, it was a tou,;h fightJ Mom, but we won, 

A VOICE·: What Unruh said was that all the good progr2:;1s originated 

with the Assembly and not with the Governor's Office. He said that the 

Governor rs (<L'fice had no ere a tive programs on ed·1Ca tion or any of the c2 

things, and tl:at all the g;ood programs thst irn:re passed orig:lnated with 



the assembly. 

GOVERNOR REAGAN: When we get down to this legislative difference of 

opinion, perhaps this is the very philosophy between the two part~~ 

approaches today as to what we term "creative" and "constrictive." 

Trying to economize and get more for the peoplesf tax dollars 

to end needless spending and making the government more efficient has 

been characterized as a negative approach, and that only those things 

that add programs and add spending can be termed creative. I think it 

is pretty creative if you can make the GJvernment of California run 

efficiently at a lower cost to the people. I think, also, it is not a 

negative approach to say that having inherited the fiscal situation that 

we did that you are first forced to put the governmeht on sound financial 

footing before you then can start undertaking programs that you might 

have in mind as being for the good of the people. 

A VOICE: Governor, would you explain the 48-page little blue 

booklet? Some observers have called it a campaign piece. 

GOVERNOR RE.AG.AN':.: I am not running for anything, I have a long 

time to go. I consider it in keeping with the promise that we made at 

the very beginning of the Administration, to keep the people informed, 

to explain step by step everything that we are tr:ving to do. We have 

done that with several television reports to the people, and this book 

is another example, We have tried to sum up the whole several months 

by sayin~ these things and how we tried to effect what our goals were . 

.A VOICE: Governor, Mr. Battaglia announced the formation of the 

establishment of a Center (Qr a tive soc in action. Can you 

comment on this? Would you explain it? 

GOVERNOR REAGAN: Well, acti.:ially this is not a governmental thing. 

This is something with which we will cooperate. Dick Conell, you know 

his work in this regard and the efforts and research that he has led in 

how the private sector can do more in serving the peoples' problems, and 

this is a center that will be founded on a private basis for further 

exploration and research into the use of the independent sector, and we 

are certainly going to encourage that ·and we are going to cooperate to 

the fullest with him to find every area we can where we can turn to the 
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independent or private sector for solutions. 

A VOICE: Governor, isn't that the same format that Mr. Unruh asked 

about eight months before, for an institute that would be supported 

largely by the private sector to look into long-range problems and take 

advantage of different tenants? 

GOVERNOR REAGAN: I was not aware of that but if it was, I must 

commend him for it because it certainly fits into o~r views and what we 

have been trying to do in the last seven months. 

A VOICE: .Assuming it is true, would you pool these independent 

efforts? 

GOVERNOR REAGAN: There isn't very much indication of a pooling 

resource or that independent effort, and it will just take cooperation. 

I would think that kind of cooperation would be bi-partisan. 

A VOICE: Governor, there are several bills before you, and one of 

them is AB 1368. Are you conversant with Bill .AB 1368? 

GOVERNOR RE.AG.AN: I am waiting to see that bill. As a matter of 

fact, there are a number of' bills that are going to give us a great deal 

of cause to think, and they are still jammed up in the last printing in 

the State printing office. This again comes down to the important 

legislatioB tied up and being rushed through in closing hours, There is a 

log jam. I have been signing bills all along There are much more than a 

thousand bills so far, and some of these are piled up and haven't come up, 

so I would rather not comment. 

A VOICE: How about the Santa Monica Causeway one? 

GOVERNOR REAGAN: It hasn't come down yet . 

.A VOICE: How about the Bank of America bill, the one that would -

GOVERNOR REAGAN: That hasnrt come downJ either. All of these are 

in that category of bills that I mentioned. 

A VOICE: Governor, you are no doubt aware that Governor Guy has 

called a committee meeting, I think on the 26th, to consider whether the 

Virgin Islands trip should be canceled and is going to ask the viewpoints 

of other governors, What is your viewpoint on that? 

GOVERNOR REAGAN: We 11, I can understand their concern about that. 

There is no way to put a 11 the g;overnors on a cruise ship headed for the 
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Caribbean for four days, which is the extent of the conference and 

normally the length of the conference, witho11t it having an appearance, 

I imagine, in the public's mind of luxury and fun rather than work. I 

dontt know that it is probably going to cost any more than most 

rnors' conferences wherever they are held. 

that holding it on a boat is not a bad idea. 

temptation of playing golf and other sports. 

And I have even thought 

It certainly removes any 

Maybe they will get more 

work done. I think consideration has to be given to the appearance, 

in view not onl:v of our domestic situation, but also in view of the war 

that is going on and the hardships that some other Americans are under

going, and I think that it is well that they give this a second look. 

A VOICE: Do you favor canceling it, Governor? 

GOVERNOR RE.A~AN: I think what they are meeting to discuss is 

trying to find some other place that looks less enjoyable. 

A VOICE! Thatts what I mean. In other words, not to cancel the 

meeting but knock off the boat trip. 

GOVERNOR REAGAN: I wou ldn rt want to give an opinion until I know 

that they are going to meet and seriously iso through all the 

ramifications, and I think this is well. 

A VOICE: Governor, I would like to get back to the war issue for 

a moment, You mentioned before that the way to end the war is to win. 

The question is: How to end it and how would you avoid a brand new war? 

GOVERNOR RE.AGAN: We 11, ever since the Israe lies brought a brand new 

concept to modern warfare, victory -- didn't start World War III. And I 

don't know, however, that there isntt a risk in escalation any time, but 

again I sa:v once you have committed men to fight and die the cause must 

be worth winning. 

Now, I can 1 t give you the technical answers as to how to go 

about winning. I think these must come from tbe military. This is their 

business, B1.1t from all of the criticism that we have heard from 

military men, those criticisms seem to deal with the fact that there are 

too many targets that are declared off limits. 

Thtirston Morton in the Senate the other da;v gave quite a 

d:'i f;;!l;!ort:~t::t011 cm th:ls. Hi? l:isted the really minor damage that we have been 



doing so far. As far as warmak1ng potential is concerned with air raids, 

yesterday ts newspaper carried a pie tu re of a bridge being rebuilt. I 

wonder how many men were lost in the bombing raid that destroyed that 

bridge:? We have a tendency to get lulled into security. "Oh, boy, we 

blew a bridge up. That does that bridge. rr As they have in the past, 

they have built some kind of a new bridge. In this nation if a bridge 

collapses or is washed away, it is a very short time until a substitute 

bridge is built, and the same things goes on in the war there. 

Thurston Morton 1 s account, and it was well documented, was 

with regard to the percentage of vital targets that could disrupt the 

warmaking potential that are still off limits, I think that as to 

specifics that if you give those who are entrusted with fighting the 

war more of a say and more consideration with what they say are the 

targets, that will destroy the warmaking potential. 

A VOICE: G0vernor, Mr. Battaglia said that in order to stiffle 

speculation about your possible presidential aspirations that you were 

going to curtail your planned speaking tour. How many cities will you 

visit and when? 

GOVERNOR REAGAN: Well, they have to be scattered about and so there 

are some tentative thi»gs over the next few months. About the only 

thing now is three ~~k~g e~~agement~n September out of State, and 

one of those happens to be a sentimenta 1 journey. I am going back to 

my alma mater and dedicate the new library. In connection with that, I 

always try to make one trip to encompass all the speeches. I am committed 

to a fund-raising in South-Carolina and one in Wisconsin. 

Phil was right in what he told you. I was wanting to go in 

these few months before the fall and before the next legislative session 

a•d do all that I could do with regard to the party chores. With 768 

coming u,, I think all of us have an obligation to do whatever we can to 

hel,, and fund-raising seems to be about the best thing, and as I have 

said, all the farther away from home~ the better the results. It has been 

a concern to me, though, that with all this talk, that maybe I am going 

to have to keep that as a consideration in accepting these dates. 

Principally what we have been doing, we are being guided by the 
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National Committee and the Congress:tonal r:ampaign Committee on what are 

the prime Republj_can targe'·s_, where do they want the most effort extended 

b:v the party, and the two that we are doi:i::g;, Sou th Carolina happens to 

rate No. 1 in both committees as to an area where Republicans can make a 

greater gain. The others we are considering that are tentative in the 

months following are in the same basic area. 

A VOICE: Governor, you look fine. Do you have a medical report? 

GOVERNOR REAGAN~ I fee 1 fine and the only thing I am nursing is a 

guilty conscience. Everybody has been so nice and kind, all the messages 

and all the good wishes, which are impossible to answer. But I feel 

guilty because I felt fine right straight through. The thing was so 

minor really that it just didn't warrant all that attention, so no 

problems. 

A VOICE: When are you going back to Sacramento? 

GOVB:?NOR REAGAN: I haven~t set a date. You know at the end of the 

month we have the Regent; s Meeting down here ::egarding the tu:l tion 

problem, and I know that I will be back up there for the five-day 

Iegisla ture Session. 

A VOICE: Governor, are you aware of the A.B.C. poll that shows you 

hold a very strong second position as a presidential delegate next to 

Mr. Nixon? 

GOVERNOR REAGAN: Yes, and again I am very flattered that anyone 

would think that. I am not a candi(1ate. 

A VOICE: Along those lines, it has been predicted that Nixon and 

Romney may well chew each other up in the coming election. If that would 

happen and you were in the No. 2 spot, would you alter your thinking at 

all? 

GO\l"ERNOR RE.AGAN: First of a 11, I am going to hope that they won't 

chew each other up. I just have to tell you that I do not believe that 

man seeks that office, the office seeks the man. 

A VOICE: Governor, to get back to the di-Cal Bill for just a 

moment, in the event the Federal Government should return that this 

violates Federal law and would eliminate approximately 50 per cent of the 

funds, what alternative do you have? 



GOVERNOR RE.AGAN: We would have to review our thinking. We would 

h0ve to sit down with the Federal Government and find out where we were 

:.in violation, because obviously this program must depend on this 

proportionate consideration by the Federa 1 Government, and I think if 11Je 

s'.lt down with them and argue it out, and if they won the argument and 

they do outweigh us, I am sure we would have to realign ourselves and 

change our approach to whatever problem is causing that. But I don 1 t 

think that the disagreement or the violation would be in whole overall on 

t11e approach; I think it would be on specifics here and there. 

A VOICE: Governor Reagan, I would like to ask again about.~ 

In thE;. ~vent your party were to nominate a person considered: :~m the 
~?-c.-</~~vt:'-A~{' 
2£litical spectrum as a liberal, would you support him and indeed would 

" w• "~~ 

you take the second spot if it were offered? 

GOVERNOR RE.AG.Al\,, · What was the last part? Give me the last part. 

A VOICE: Would you take the second spot? 

GOVERNOR RE.AG.AN: Oh, no. 

A VOICE: What about the first part of the question? Would you 

support a man considered politically liberal? 

GOVERNOR REAGAN: As I said before, I am going to support whoever 

is the nominee of our party. I know that there are some people that 

rise up any time you say that and say, 11You ere playing the party above the 

man. :r This is not true. I happen to believe very strongly that the 

T.3publican Party offers the only vehicle by which those of us who are 

opposed to the philosophy of the present leadership can bring about a 

change in that leadership, and I have faith in our philosophy and in our 

ideology to the extent, as I say, I am willing to support whoever the 

rank and file Republicans decide should be the nominee. 

A VOICE: Governor, yesterday Mr. Battaglia said you would not 

disavow the statements by the U.R.O.C. Do you disagree with them? 

GOVERNOR REAGAN: Which statements? 

A VOICE: About President JJhnson ought to be impeached or f~atrkkf.,~ 

statemen~ about the Supreme Court Justice. 

GOVERNOR REA GAN: With regard to Mr. Patrick, I don't believe in 

lynchings. I disagree with the impeachment suggestion. But I would also 
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like to point out it is my understanding that these are not policies of 

U.R.o.c. until they are adopted by the membership, and I have every hope 

that some of these resolutions that have been proposed, that the sound 

thinking of Republicans in that organization will not support them. 

A VOICE: Governor, what resolutions are they that you do not go 

along with? 

GOVERNOR REAGAN! I can't say that I have covered it enough to 

separate what were just statements and what were resolutions, but I think 

one had to do with a resolution about the President being guilty of 

treason, and if that is a resolution I doubt that it would be accepted 

by the organization. 

A VOICE: Governor, how do you interpret the significance of the 

outcome of the special election in San Francisco? 

GOVERNOR REAGAN: I think that the wind that started blowing in 1966 

nationwide is still blowing , There has to be some significance in the 
/ 

first Re~bl~!?: /Senator elected in that area of San Francisco since 30 

years, ~nd so I am very happy about the result. I think that San 

Franciscans knew the record of Judge Marks, and I think they also must 

have been aware of the record of Assemblyman Burton, who has expressed 

views that are contrary to, well, many of the things that the people 

supported in the last election. 

A VOICE: Do you consider this a second endorsement to your program? 

GOVERNOR REAGAN: Well, the only way I can take some personal pride 

out of it i~ the fact that Assemblyman Burton did spend a great deal of 

his time, according to the records I have received, campaigning more 

against me than against Judge Marks, so I have to assume that maybe 

somewhere along the line some of the voters decided not to join him in 

the castigation of me in that election. 

A VOICE: Mayor Yorty made the comment that it was not a vote for 

the Republicans but a vote against the Democratic nominee. Do you have 

any comment to make on that? 

GOVERNOR REAGAN: Well, as I said about the whole '66 election 

nationwide, that it was largely a vote against. I would like to think that 

our personal charm did it, but as I say the wind gets blowing. I believe 
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there is a Tis:.L-::g tide among the people of this country in protest against 

the w;10 J.e trend and philosophy of the leader ship of the Democratic Pctrty, 

52;.o. certainly you ca:t:11ot win any election on our side w:lthout having a 

g:re.Jt many th:1-nki11g Republican and going along with this.J because we are 

a c;,:'..:.'.orit;y party. They proved they still feel the same way in San 

Francisco,, and :;:: ;::,m hopeful they are going to feel the sarr:e way in ?68 

n.a t~lo1 ··.wic1e, 

f. VOICE~ Governor Reagan, it occurs that you must have talked to 

other leaders of the party and governors concerning the recent plan, 

the sort of plan that Thurston Morton suggested m:lght come about. Has 

this plan pyogressed and is the:re any yet? 

GCYVERNOR RE.c~GAN:: You r0ean a plan with regard to tnam and peace? 

I am not aware of any plan. I know many discussions have been reported 

by all of you, and if there is any co:atroversy amongst Republicans as 

between escalat:tng more rapidly or withdrawal, I am inclined to agree 

1·1it~1 stat2ments mac'.e by Senator Dirksen and President Eisenhower with 

reg2rd to not wait:tng, it never results in victory, it only results in 

u:,2 . .i.~.ece ssc;r:v deaths, 

A VOICE; I just want to make clear something you said before. Did 

you say that ;you would not accept a spot for v sidentia 1 nom:L1ee? 

G0\1""ERI;OR REAGAN: He asked me if I was interested in that and I 

said no, I am not. 

A VOICE~ Did you say you would not accept it? 

GOVERNOR REAGAN~ Yes. I can 7t see any one reason anyone could 

feel thev could do mo:::-e good in that spot than the spot I am presently 

in. I believe :'tn the philosophy that I have been expressing for so long 

that I think I can do better right where I am here in Cali~ornia. 

A VOICE~ E~1en if the second spot meant a win for the Republicans? 

GOVERNOR RKl\G..:~N~ No, I don 1 t think vice presidents ever elect 

pre sj_dents. I don't think there is any example that they have ever done 

that. 

A VOICE t Johnson carried Texas for Kennedy. 

C:~O"'lERHOR HEAG21~\T~ Well, that hardly looms as an upset. Texas has 

been Democratic fo:r qu:lte a while. 



A VOICE: Your answer was "Nori as to a sidential nominee that 

was a liberal, but is your answer an unequivocal ttNon on accepting the 

second regardless of any kind of nominee? 

OJVERNOR REAGAN: Again you fellows are in the area of a hypo-

thetical question. I answered a hypothetical question once with regard 

to the 1964 campaign and got myself in trouble. Any of you realize 

that there are factors undetermined that could be brought against someone. 

Let me just say that all I can say from where I stand I cannot possibly 

see anything that would induce me to change my mind about that. Not that 

anybody is thinking about me for that, I can't see it at this time, any

thing that would induce me to change from what I now have. 

A VOICE: How about the school bill? Will you need a special 

session to change that fifty million dollar error in the school bill? 

GOVERNOR REAGAN: We are waiting for a complete analysis of that 

fifty million dollar mistake. I signed it with the assurance that we 

could protect the peoples 1 money administratively, and obviously that. is 

not the best way to do it. If legislative change is needed, I am going 

to wait until we have the analysis and then it is not beyond our 

thinking that we may have to call a concurrent special session with the 

five-day session that is coming up. 

A VOICE! Governor, could I ask just one more question on Vietnam? 

GOVERNOR REAGAN: All right. 

A VOICE: Do you believe that the war can be won by the use of 

conventional military tactics? 

GOVERNOR REAGAN: I only have to go by what military authorities, 

including General Eisenhower, have said. They seem confident that it 

could by the judicious selection of targets, or perhaps a less selective 

basis and simply opening up military targets for destruction. I am not 

a military expert, they are. I have heard none of them suggest the use 

of weapons other than conventional weapons. 

A VOICE: Governor, what role will you be playing in the ,19§~~, 

Presidential Campaign? 
~--~~~,.~-"""' 

GOVERNOR REAGAN: Well, I stated that I will be a favorite son 

candidate in order to take a California delegation to the convention in an 



effort to preserve our party untty, and at 'Che same t:lme to make sure 

that California can have a voice commensurate with its si~e and position 

in the nation, :tn mal<:ing selections and makirJg a determ:tnatio:n ol' the 

party~s policy and candidates . 

.A VOICE: You have said many times th2t you w:1.J.l not seek the 

Republican nomination. You said that th:1.s :ts a job that seelcs the 

cand::ldate. Now, what if the convent:i.or:t wunb:i to nominate you'i' \!/ould you 

run, for example, on a Reagan·,Rockefeller ticket? 

GOVERNOR ?..EAGAN~ Here again we come ::..nto the area of hypot'!.e tic al 

quest ions. l ju st tb.:1.:1k that tnere :'Ls -~~ We are ~>~6 a"tou t sorne tl1J .. r1g 

that isn ~ t goin0, to happen, so the:ce is no aus;ve:c to that. 

A VOICE: O:c.e more question. Would you 87aluate for me-" pl.~:,ases 

what happened to the er0a t:'Lve socie and to your quest for 

economy dur:l.:n~ the J.ast .Leg;islatm.~e session? 

We J.1.7 ycJu will find 1 t :J .. n that blue book that we 

were talki.25 about. I think i:h2t the fact~ for example, as :'Ls spelled out 

in that booklet that we have a percentage, seve:ral percentage potr;.ts rise 

:in the number of State employees every year fo1· the last several ysarss 

almost constantly. I tbink last yeaT the 1nc:reaoe ::'Ln number o:f employees 

was three and a half per cerJ.t; ayid for the f:~_rst tirr:e in the first six 

months of this year we have decreased the numbsr of emplo:1eef:l by two and. 

a half per cent. The fact that we cut the budget as submitte\';: by the 

departments; when submitting their budgets that they bel::'Levoc.1 Nas necessary 

to run the State., we reduced that budget by one hundred twenty·~seven 

million dollars, a:cd then at seco:.'lc:i. crack at it we reduced :Lt eorty·~three 

and a half million dollars on spendi~g programs proposed by the 

Iegis lat ure. We are continu~.ng. rtJe have not begun to put Lnto effect 

the savings that we tb:tnk are going to be available or oper.. to us by way 

of task forces, the citizen task forces. 

Other than a :~ew immediate things, we ha v'e p:rogre ssed ::n all 

of the areas in this last zi:;.;: m::mths over the comparable per:tod for ·'Get 

year. We reduced, for example, ou t-of·-sta te trave 1 as ono of the 

economies by some th:Lr:g like 70 per cent. T'ne f:? .. gurea are a~t.l there 

the book on this. 
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We have made sizable reductions ~n the maintenance of our 

buildings, storage space of documents. We have ended some duplications 

that have been very costly. You know that we canceled a four million 

dollar building. I mention that because it is even more spectacular 

than the 14-story building that is being built in Sacramento to house 

one of our large departments of government, because it will have 

1,051 more employees in it than it had been planned for, simply by 

instituting the same allocation of space to employees that is used 

by private enterprise in doing similar types of work. 

I am optimistic that we are going to come up with continued 

savings. We have just been discussing two hundred million dollars 

of savings in Medi-Cal. 

A VOICE: Governor, one more thing on the situation as far as 

Detroit, Newark and so on is concerned. California so far has avoided 

any big :r::ac,1:a1,,~Q~"e>,~~£'9~nc§. How has that happened? If there is a 

racial disturbanceJ what sort of plans do you have? 

GOVERNOR REAGAN: Well, obviously we do have plans. We have 

coordinated with local law enforcement of the State. I mean the State 

Disaster Office and our Highway Patrol. We are in constant touch. We 

have a great organized setup with regard to that. But the most 

significant thing I think here in California has been the ability of 

our citizens in the Negro communities to work to cooperate with regard 

to trying to better things. I think they are aware that we are doing 

everything we can to eliminate many. of the causes of distress and 

unhappiness in those areas by way of our job programs, education and 

everything else. But I think all of us should take off our hats to 

our own citizens here in the Watts area for their reception of what 

was around them at the time, the Watts Festival. I think this more 

than anything was significant of the common sense and the responsibil~, 

ities of those people, and I can't thank them enough. I think their 

action in that was just great and I hope that we will be able to 

continue along this same line in the months ahead and get these very 

vexing problems eliminated. 

A VOICE: Does your administratio~ have any special preventive 
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GOVERNOR REAGAN: We have had them from virtually the first, 

all those things we could do administratively. The entire approach 

of the Cal-Med program on a Statewide basis of providing jobs was 

geared to the minority communities in our State, and this has been 

proceeding at a good rate, and now has organizations similar to the 

one that did the job in Watts, in San Diego, Oakland, San Francisco, 

Fresno, all up and down the Valley wherever there are these pockets 

of excess unemployment. I think this is one of the most practical 

ways. I have long been a believer that many of these problems can 

be helped if we solve the problem economically. I don't say this is 

the answer to all of the social problems, but we have to recognize 

that if we just spend our time trying to open doors legislatively 

and don't spend some time giving people the price of admission to go 

through that door we are not doing the job. We think the price of 

admission can come through good jobs. 

### 
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PRESS CONFERENCE OF GOVERNOR RONALD REAGAN 

HELD SEPTEMBER 5, 1967 

Nancy L. Deffebach, CSR 

(This rough transcript of the G0vernor 1 s press conference 

is furnished to the members of the Capitol press corps for their 

convenience only. Because of the need to get it to the press as 

rapidly as possible after the conference, no corrections are made 

and there is no guaranty of absolute accuracy.) 

_;..ooo--

GOVERNOR REAGAN: He have some visitors with us. He 

have got ten students here Nho are representatives of the State-

wide Bact-~-to-School Proc;ram. 1.Je are very happy that they are here 

in the Capitol and Nith the Legislature and all, and I want to -

my Office and I are very happy that vie have them here participating 

in this. 

This is just a little announcement I'd like to make 

before we get undenmy; it 1 s l:<:ind of a public service announcement. 

You know about the great distress down in San Filippi; 

our neizhbor dmV'n in Baja-LovJer CalifornJ.a, the damage because of 

the terrestrial rains and the great storm down there; Bob Finch 

has been contacting, finding out some of the problems and some of 

the things that;) perhaps, \Je could do. 

Ue have offered whatever help we can aa a State, but, 

I think, the people of California would be interested to know now 

that there is a way in which they, themselves, can be of great 
/'l1e:x / c:,,,,:; "-/ 

help. The Red Cross is wo:r.~king in their headqu.arters in Mmmeili, 
C.-9,,:..t'X/CO 

but the arrangements have been made, th~ the crossover at Golixiee 

has been opened so that trucks from California can go al 1 the TrJaY. 

The highway has been repaired to .San Filippi. To all the 

Californians who would be interested, and, I think, we all should 

be, there is a great need for clothing, clothing for men, Homen 

and children, for cooking utensils, pots and pans, for bedding, 

shoes, and - well, that 1 s not bedding, shoes with the clothing, 

but blankets and sheets and so forth. And there is no need, however, 

for medical supplies. 

The Mexican Government is in there and completely taken 

care of that, but, r,think, that it would be a wonderful neighborly 

(1) 



thing for the pFio~le of California to step ·i-0 and 9o something 

about this. And we shall get more notice out about anything 

that we can as to what the status is. 

These are for the people who have been so distressed 

in San Filippi. That is the extent of the announcement. 

Q. 
I 

Governor, how would the people donfate this? Would 

they 

A. .. Well, I think they contact the Red Cross, because as 

I say, the Red Cross is handling it. As a matter of fact, I 

have a number for anyone who would be interested, a Mrs. Jepson 
/J~:>t'<: I 

in ~~~4, and the number is get out my glasses, that's 

the prefix - 355-1738. And, so I imagine they could find 

out any details. 

Q. Another topic? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Why do you feel 12§.ttaglia quit? 

A. Phil Battaglia quit for the reason stated. It always 

interests me how n~~ne seems to believe the reason stated. 
/ 

Phil took - Phil, in the first place serving the campaign never 

had any intention of going on beyond the campaign, and at my 

request, he sat down first to help us in that organizing period, 

and then got a year's leave of absence now from his law firm. 

And I have always known, as he did, that this was not his future. 

We never talked about it because I doubt he could be more 

effective doing what he was doing, if he didn 1 t - if we didn't 

keep reminding the world that he was temporary. And now that 

we are passed the Legislative Session, and are going to have 

a period before January in which we are framing our own 

Legislation, it seemed that this was the proper time to make 

the change. 

Q. Governor, at Mr. Battagliars Press Conference, though, 

he told us that if you ever needed him in the future, he would 

be available. Now, would you tell us /that that means? 

A. Well, I think that there is no question but that Phil 

believes in the cause, believes wh6twe are trying to do, and 
/ 

I'm very grateful for what he has done, because I know i::>:Ptn~ope 
/ 

that has worked t.te hours that he has put in, has sacrificed as 

much, and I'm sure he meant that if there is any way he could 

be used, 

Q. Governor, there has been speculation in the Ca~itol 
~r:1~0·~~ 13 

that Mr. Battaglia left because of a feud· with Mr. Ne~.i:Fl:ge.:P. 
I - \ 



CommentQ on that? 

A. No. That story isn't true, nor is the other story. 

that came out as to what he might be leaving for. He left to 

resume his private careGt; private practice. 

Q. Why was the announcement so sudden? It really hit 

everybody by surprise here in the Capitol. 

A. It hit me. No. The decision was made, and I had 

thought that actually there was going to be a delay, and, again, 

it was the thing of suddeL1y realizing that once you started 

taking the steps of making the transition over, there was no 

way to keep this quiet or stop speculation and rumors or 

so and it was just decided to meet it head-on, make the 

announcement and then go in the transition. 

Q. Will you ask him to assist you in the Favorite Son 

Candidacy? 

A. No. This is the other story that I meant. No. He 

is not leaving to take up any other assignment on that behalf. 

While I realize there is a certain amount of organization 

necessary, even to having a favorite son candidacy, no, he 

is returning to private practice. 

Q. Did Mr. Battaglia ever talk to you or suggest to you that 
r 

perhaps you do ~un for the Presidency of the United States? 

A. No. 

Q. Will Sandy Quinn be leaving your Staff any time in the 

near future that you know of? 

A. I don 1 t lmow anything about that. He is on vacation 

right now. That 1 s all I lmow. He certainly hasn 1 t talked 

of any resignation. 

Q. Governor, if it was temporary from the outset, as 

far as Mr. Battaglia is concerned, would you say why he purchased 

a home here? 

A. Yes. The present real estate market makes a lot 

more se~ee then to do what I 1m doing right now: renting. As 

a matter of fact, I'm sure you are well aware that in our own 

decision to leave the mansion, we, ourselves, explored the 

possibility of buying instead of renting, because of today's 

real estate market. You usually get your money back and 

you can't do that with renting. 

Q. Governor, do you feel that with Mr. Battaglia's leaving 

and Mr. Clark's replacement now that there is a greater 
(~) 



opportunity to rect your Deputy Governor 

Government to dispenserome of the executive authority that 
4;_;~,,_:;;· 

you see in Mr. NG.p&i~? 

A. Well, I haven't known that I have dispensed any 

executive authority. As a matter of fact, the --
,r;c..; ffi./> /;fl 

Q. I mean Mr. Battaglia) g£>t in Mr. N9i3e:l!1:get>; I mean, 

spreading it around element. 

A. Well, let me voice something, point something out. 

There have been, will be, going to be some changes that have 

been lon€ef~oming, but we have no choice. We went into the 
/ 

meat grinder in January with the Legislature all ready in 

session, and we more or less had to play the game the way we 

started, but we, none of us have been happy completely about 

that; and we have looked forward to this period when we then 

would be able to sit down and take a little inventory, and 

what we would like to do is make much more use of our entire 

Cabinet and some of our other appointees and have more of a 

Board of Directors approach th4,P. we have been able to have in 

the past because, as I say, we were all in the meat grinder. 

The new appointees, brand new in their Departments are Cabinet 

Officers. There was a limit to what they could do with regard 

to helping on any other problems and getting organized them-

selves, but now we look forward to making better use of all 

of the brains at our disposal. 

Q. In other words, the welfare of Phil gives you a better 

opportunity now as to --

A. No. This would have happened anyway. No. This would 

have happened anyway, so that changes are things that we 

knew all along; we were, as I say, more or less caught in 

the pattern that we started out in, and we just had to go along 

with it until we got a breatfuing spell. 

Q. Does this Board of Directors approach together with the 

announcement that you are not going to have regular press 

conferences, as we have had under other Governors mean that 

you are going to be more of a ceremonial Governor now and let 

the Board of Directors run the State? 

A. I don't know. It sounds nice, but I'll bet it will 

be eas1G~ than the way it is, but no, not at all. The press 

CH::m·:ferences -- this is only -- we r re not in session, follcwing 

this five day session, and I doubt if -- I think the worst 



thing in the wo :1 would be to have meaninl .ss press ronferences 

with very little to say as there has been all through this 

session. So, no. I, as a matter of fact, if you want my view 

on that, I think the People of California get cheated a 

little blt on this. There is too much ceremonial business, 

too many ~hings that have to be done that I don't think that 

the people are getting their money's worth when you spend time 

doing that instead of some other very necessary things. 

Q. Do you think your Legislative Program next year would fair 

better without Hugh Burns as Senate --

A. Whether the Senate is reorganized or not is the Senate's 

problem, and I am not out looking for new problems. I'll leave 

that to the Senate. 

Q. Governor, just back on that one last point, one more question: 

One of the reasons we were receiving a few minutes ago for the 

change in your Press Conference Schedule is that you will be 

doing more traveling. Could you tell us anymore about your 

trave).,ing other than the fact that you are going on a three-day 

trip at the end of this month? 

A. Yes. I have agreed after a little arm twisting from my 

friend, Senator Murphy, and Bob Wilson of th~ of the Cong~essional 

Committee, Chairman of the Congressional Committee in 

Washingtof? to do some fund raisers. We are going to try to 

space them out so that I am not gone for long-extended period$, 

but just a few day at a time trips; things like going back East 

for the Governors' Ccnference, and we are going to try to do 

some party fund raisers, and do the chores that, I think, any

body is obligated to do. 

Q. Could you tell us where some of these fund raisers might 

be, what States, or what areas, where you might be going 

A. Yes. Tentatively, now, beyo~d this one trip which is 

tied into my going back to my old Alma Mater for library 

dedication, I 1m going to South Carolina and to Wisconsin. 

Q. But beyond that, Governor, beyond that. 

A. Beyond that I am going to do some fund raisers in one or 

possibly two in Texas; I am going to be in Ohio, back in Des 

sports announcer. I am going to --

VOICE: Kentucky. 
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A. Kentuc6u. Now, these stalbs, sta~v~ng over, these first 

ones are high-priority States as far as the Senatorial and the 

Congressional Committee are concerned. They sort of rate where 

they think the parties should be making the greatest effort. 

They also tie in with some things I'm going to do, for example, 

I have had an invitation for about two years, in December I'm 

going to keep it, to do, to go back to Yale for the fellowship. 

I am also doing an appearance at Kansas University and in each 

one of these cases, we are tying these in just as we did the 

Eureka thing, so, again it's not just, it doesn't make extra 

trips. 

Q. Are you, Governor -- what do you expect the Legislature 

to have accomplished this weekf .-.c,. 

VOICE: Could we stay on the same subject? 

GOVERNOR REAGAN: Oh, We'll get back to that then. 

Q. This is going to be asked; I might as well ask it now. 

Who is going to pay for these things? 

A. The trips will be paid for out of the funds raised at 

the fund raisers. I have made it very carefully clear that 

there will be no California State money used on any trips of 

mine for this purpose. 

Q. In what area will these trips be made? 

A. What? 

Q. That you mentioned? 

A. These -- we have a~attered them out. There will be a 

few ln September, a :few we know about we definitely have a 

schedule of th0 same kind surrounding the Governors 1 Conference 

in October. We have some in November, and then we are going to 
h 

tie a couple of fund raisers into this Ctub Fellowship which 

takes me East in December. That's as far as the schedule goes 

that I know. 

Q. Does the Kansas University bear somewhat of a Fellow-

ship thing where ~0~ go' into clsss~g, · 

fui:.d raiser? 

or is it strictly a 

A. No. The Kansas University thing is a sort of a visiting 

lecture series where you go in for one lecture to the students. 

Q. Is that Kansas State or the University of Kansas, 

Governor? 
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VOICE: '\t' s the Alf Lander. 

GOVERNOR REAGAN: Itts the Alf Lander Election Survey, 

but I know something, I've got to look in my desk. I didn't 

pay much attention to whether it was the Kansas State or -

VOICE: Kansas 3:8.te. 

GOVERNOR REhGAN: What is it, Pat? Kansas State. 

Q. Governor, we missed you at the opening of the Fair. 

Are you going to go out to see it before it 1 s over 

A. I hope so, but I know Pat Gayman hasn't told me what I 

can do as yet; I have to ask her when she is letting me out. 

Q. Governor, all these speeches are bound to increase 

speculation about your Presidential Ca~didancy, don't you think? 

A. Well, this might be, and let me tell you, this was a 

consideration, and for a time I almost became neither a hawk nor 

a dove, but a chicken on this, and I didn't want to make this 

speculation, and said, Let's not do it, 11 and then I, again, as 

I say, Senator Murphy is very persuasive, and I just decided 

that it was ridiculous to let this speculation, which I didn't 

seem to be able to stop, anyway, to let this keep me from doing 

what I think are party chores that should be done. 

Q. Governor, you mentioned obligations to the Party. Would 

you consider it an obligation to the Party to yield to a ~a!.t 

of being a Presidential Candidate? 

A. Oh, I can 1 t, let me -- I arn not a candidate. I am 

going to --

Q. Could you be drafted? 

A. Anything I say has got to be wrong on this, and it just 

and I find myself wishing I hadn't even come in today if I do 

answer it. Let me say I am just going to do what I have been 

assigned to do here, hopefully with greater ease then we have had 

in the past, and that brings me to the answer to the gentleman's 

question here about what I hope for from this situation or this 

particular session. 

I hope that the Legislature gets rid of that fifty million 

dollar mistake. I hope that they make other minor co~rections 

that are needed in the Eaucational Bill, and then I hope th~ 
l 

Legislature sees its way clear to do~hat I think is a duty to 
} 

the State of California and does not over-ride a single veto 

of the Governor. (7) 



Q. Do you t'---1 •. nk they are even ab to? -

A. What? 

Q. Do you think they are even able to over-ride a veto? 

A. I don't know. I hope they are not. 
e i 

Q. Go:1ernor, speaking of vetds, you vetoed this )3i11 in-

creasing t:1e maximum limit of the Cal-Vet Loan to $20,000. In 

your veto :1essage you say that the hundred and fifty million 

dollars of the bond issue would be used up if the thing were 

raised. D:.dn t t your admimistration ask for a lower bond issue 

when it was originally proposed in the Legislature of five 

hundred million dollars, and if so, isn't that in contradiction? 

A. I don't know if it's, whether it would be a contradiction 

in that. 
q 

I think the program is ade~uate as it is, and the best 

advice t:nat I could get from our own financial people was that 

this woDld be detrimental to overall, to raise this limit on 

the loans, so I vetoed accordingly. 

Q. Governor, some of the retired State Employees are saying 

that one of your campaign promises was to look with favor upon 

a cost of living increase toward retired State Employees, yet 
)?14'??~6'.'4 

you vetoed the M&H~ Bill. 

A. That's right, but we also know that here, again, this 

is, that this goes for several other bills. There were bills 

that· I vetoed because of no disagreement with the bill whatso-

ever. As a matter of fact, once we are in the clear and know 

our fiscal situation better and what we have available, I will 

be in line helping to get some of those same bills passed 

again, and they won 1 t be vetoed. There were a number of bills thai 

were vetoed simply because there was no provision for the money 

at the present time. 
/1:~1c· 

Q. Do you agree with M&~gafl.Js statement that you have 

committed yourself next session to working for increases to 

emploxee 1 s retirement? 

A. I told him that I wo~ld; yes. 

Q 
/} . 

,?/' 1;!' .-~n <"i •t 
Gove~nor, eince Senator BiameBe1~ says that the plan 

for we~~al hassle is at your doors~ep &nd is not the State 

Legislature 1 s, that you meet tomorrow with him and other Los 

Angeles Assefubliymen, Phil Green and Charlie Warren and --

Senator 

c"? // 
P'f7' P?'J ?? / / £-j' 

Well, Senator, Sena.tor ~~y knows better than this. 
,.,.:;' 1/ 

""'":?" / •' '7 
~i~ knows that we inherited a hundred and thirty 

A. 
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million dollars ·r past debts in the wed}l'~c. program that 

wasn t t discovered until we finally could take county b~r county 

inventories, and he knows that we have a ruling from the Attorney 

General that we must pay back that out of the present budget, 
/ 

/ 

and this delivered a blow to the entire Jlledjcal spending. It 

meant that we have reduced the medical program in some ways, 

reductions which, I think, should have taken place anyway, but 

in others, we have reductions which all of us regret and which we 

hope will be able to restore once we get this backlog paid off 

and are on a more current basis. 

Q. Governor, is that meeting tomorrow or today with 
A•,PV/ //,,, 

Senot0r ~? Will you meet with him? 

A. I don't know if a meeting is scheduled. I have to look 

at Pat again. I just got here, fellows. 

VOICE: Tomorrow. 

GOVERNOR REAGAN: Is the meeting scheduled tomorrow? 
/ Q. Governor, what about ~edy9al? Do you think it will be 

restored and what part do you think will be left out? 

A. We regretted it particularly for children, the 

reductions which, again, I say, we hope and firmly believe 

are temorary, the reductions on dental care and glasses and so 

forth, for children. 

Q. Rave you received any answer to your special request to 

Ribicon that both programs be allowed to be segmented to provide 

eye glasses and preventive dentistry for children? 

A. I don't know that we do have any. 

Q. Ribicon, he is a Senator from --

A. I don 1 t know. 

Q. There was a letter sent to him, it 1 s my understanding, 

from the Administration asking that he reintroduce his .: . 

ammendment that would allow those programs to be segmented. 

Q. This is possible that this is gone from the Health and 

Welfare Department, because we are interested in getting some 

Legislative changes that will make us more flexible and able to 

handle this program better. We are restricted in a number of 

ways by federal ,,Regulations that have gone in present grants, 

and we are interested in getting some changes and we also 

believe there is a better atmosphere in Congress and a better 

chance of getting by. 
{9) 
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Q. Governo where do you expect to g( the money to 

restore these cuts? 

A. Well, again, it's like that hundred and ninty-four 

million dollar debt, Squire. If w~ once we pay off this back

log, that was, that we found in the pipeline, that no~~e seemed 
/ 

to know about, and it must be spent out of this year's budget, 

well, that, thatts not a recuring thing, then we will be on a 

basis in which all of the money budgeted will be available for 

current cost. 

Q. Well, do you think it a possibility of asking for 

emergency Legislation in January if there is, if these cutbacks 

are still in effect then? Emergency appropriations? 

A. No. I don't see any chance of that because, again, I 

can't see anything that would change our present situation 

with regard to the funds available. 

Q Well, I mean appropriations, more funds? 

A. Well, you can't appropriate what isn't there. 

Q. Well 

A. But, we will meet that in January, I will say, that we 

have no intention of calling any s~ial s~fil:£~ prior to 

January to take up any of these. 

Q. I meant voting more revenu~ in January? 

Q. No. I think we have, I think we have hit the people of 

California as hard as they should be hit. 

Q. Governor, were these cuts anticipated at the time you 

drew up your budget? 

A. N8, no, we didn 1t, as I say -- we did, the first 

comprehensive survey that could be don~ had to be done on all 

58 county basis of spending, in ped~9al, this was one we discovered 

in the length of the pipeline, and that thre were bills they had 

not properly eveluated at any time up until now; the cost 
I 

of wea~~al, because of the long delay from the doctor's desk, 

and the vendor's desk, to getting to the State, what the 

extent of the backlog of bills were. 

Q. On a new subject, if we are through with that. 

VOICE: Wait a minute. There is a man over in the corner 

there trying to get in the act. Get it over with, will you? 

Q. Governor, now that the .t.ar.d:of Rege;!nts has voted to 
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institute an in~ ~ase --

VOICE: 
( 

Have we finished the Med~cal thing? 
":;-- ,/ ;;~ 

GOVERNOR REAGAN: Well, yes, if we 1re going to change 

subjects, I'll start here and then there, but 

Q. Governor, your own people in Health and Welfare have said 

that a large part of the problem in ~edef9al was the exor.bitant· 

fees charged by doctors who are taking medical patients; next 

Legislative Session, would you look favorably on legislation to 

put a limitation on doctor's fees under the,)'rogram? 

A. Well, I would rather you took that up with Spence Williams. 

Q. I did. 

A. In this department. 

Q. He•s the one who told me. 

A. Well, he has under consideration some changes with regard 

to this and some efforts to put caps onthe spendings. I am not 

sc sure that exorbitant fees was the problem so much as perhaps 

exorbitant number of visits with regard to certain, in certain 

areas. 

Q. Would youoppose a Legislation on doctors' fees? 

A. Well, I'd rather not answer this until I have had time for 
ll 

one thing to digress the memorandum on this stbject that is on 

my desk right now from Spence. 

Q. Well, doesn't Spence also have authority to put a limit 

on fees? 

A I think he does, yes, but there are some ramifications 

with regard to that, also, that, I think, would call for 

consideration before you just :accept that as an answer. 

Q. Governor, how do you fe~l now after your operation? 

A. I feel fine. I'm glad we got Med~~al down to a personal 

basis. No. I haven't had an uncomfortable moment, I'm more 

than happy to say. 

Q. 
//'} 

Governor, we are doing - A.B.C. ~ Los Angeles - a 

special on capital punishment, and just to get off the, unless 

there are other questions, I'd like to ask you two or three 

questions. 

f..;. All right. These are a special; then we 111 go to you 

and then we111 go back. 

Q. Could you state for me the official position on ca£it8:_1 
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r.unishment of y Administration? 

A. Yes. As expressed by myself on a number of occasions, 

I believe that capital punishment is necessary and should be 

maintaine.j. 

Q. Do you state this also as a personal view 

A. Yes. This is a personal view. I have been on both sides 

of the fence with regard to this, but I feel and believe that it 

is an esseff::;ial in the preservation of law a~1d order. I believe 

it is a preventative. 

Q. Prom your experience now as Governor, do you believe that 

the Governor as a person should be the Court o.~ Last Resort? 

A. Well, this I know, there have been peop~.e who have 

proposE;d some kind of additional hearing body to take this 

respcJnsi b~Lli ty away from the Governor. I am not sure that that 

is ifLse. I think that we have, we have proven tha-c we make 

available, all the way to the United States Supreme Court, every 

lagal means of Court of Appeal) and then there must stand with 

someone the last expedient of the Clemency Hearing, if something 

is changed in the situation of the individual, that over and 

beyond the legal findings would warrant clemency; my own position 

has been that clemency should be determined on that basis alone, 

and should not be used by a Governor to just simply over-t~rn the 

findings of the Court be·cause of some personal feeling of his 

own. 

Q. Should the Clemency Hearing itself be the criteria or 

should the Governor have the opportunity to make a personal 

dP.Cision, if necessary? 

A. Well, I am not sure I understand your question. 

Q. In other words, as I see your answer, you are telling me 

that the Clemency Board makes the decision, and the Governor 

goes with that Boarddecision. 

Q. No. This is the Governor's decision and it must be 

based on whether there are factors introduced that now warrant 

clemency, nothing to do with guilt or innocence. This is a, 

this would'l:e an entirely different situation if something was 

introduced as new evidence that now makes this legally --

Q. How would you limit C'.~?:J2i tal 12un:iJ?_hmen_t if it were~"· 

retained; that is my last question. 
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Well, no here Bob Finch and I havt alked and found 

that we had a similar viewpoint in that, that., there is any need 

for a review, I think should be in the hands of the legally 

trained, the Judiciary, and the law to see if there is a, if the 

crimes covered by q~pital Eunishn!~nt should be widened or whether 

they whouldl:e narrowe~ at the moment, it is hard for me to see 

where they couldl:e narrowed anymore. I think that capital 

punishment should not necessarily and very rarely, if ever, does 

apply to a crime in passion; I think it usually is the premeditated, 

the cold-blooded killing, usually in connection with the commission 

of another crime, and as I say, I am, I see no reason to change 

that. 

Q. Can we get back to the regular press conference now, 

please? 

GOVERNOR REAGAN: Yes. Now, I recognize two. 

Q. The ~~!-en Bill you signed gives you a wide power, 

and it, I know that you vetoed a billthat would have created a 

licensing agency under the new licensing agency - under the 

Department of Professional and Vocational Standards; do you intend 

to use your power to eliminate any of the existing licensing 

boards that some of which come under criticism? 

A. This veto was because we have that entire subject under 

study, and just didn 1 t want to take any action while we are 

studying the entire subject to make sure that the public interest 

is being properly protected, and yet at the same time to see 

that we are not forcing on ourselves excessive licensing and 

reviewing boards of that kind. 

Q. Is it your intention now to eliminate any of those 

boards under the power you have and under this new lawJ your own 

Reorganization Act, 

A. Well, that is going to depend on the studies that are 

being made. 

Q. My question is on a different matter, Governor. 

A. All right. 

Q. Now that the Board of Regents has recommended an increase 

in the fees at the University of California rather than institut~ 
c:~ 

ing tuition, which you indicated was just a matter of ~mantics, 

would an increase figure -- what figure would you be satisfied 

with and would you make recommendations as to what to do with the 
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money gained th1 ~h the increase? 

A. Well, let me straighten one thing out here. It was not 
&-

increased fees. I discovered that the s,1ffiantics, and it was more 
e~ 

than ~mantics; I discovered that they covered the words, the use 

of the word 11 fee" just as the word "tuitiQn" was objectionable 

to soree others. I had thought that this was nothing but a case 

of a name; in fact, I had, at sometimes I'm afraid made careless 

remarks to the effect that if I had started calling it 11 feee 11 

there would have been no objection, but I discovered that there 

seems to be A technical definition, particularly in tteminds of 

som::;; of the /i: Hegents with regard to what is covered by the 

word 11 tuition, 11 and what is covered by the word "fees. n I could 

not accept the increase charg; under the term n feen and did not 

use the term nfee, 11 at all because fee in University language 

has a very @finite technical boundary. Tuition has some technical 

boundaries to the point that some of the Regents who were in 

favor of the increased charge and in favor of the uses that we 

suggested of that increased charge still would vote against it 

if called "tuition" because they thought it opened doors then 

for further Legislative use with regard to what the University 

would have to fund for itself. 

My proposal was we were not bounded by any figure, we made 

a proposed figure, but at the time we are willing to accept the 

idea that the Regents should determine what this figure would 

be, that there be a charge assessed against the students and I 

suggested basically three uses of the money; that half .. , 

of the money be used for a program of loans and grants for those 

students who going to college is a hardship with or without 

tuition because of the other expenses of going to college; these 

would be grants up to as much as $2,000 a yearJ a combination 

of loans and grants, so given that at the end of four years 

they come out 50-50 loan and grants, but the greatest part of 

the loan is in the earlier year, and it decreases to try and 

meet the drop-out problem and stimulate going all the way 

to the diploma, because each year the student could see 

that by ngummingu ·:.the next year he would get a greater grant 

and have to borrow less to go. 

The other provision and one of the places that I think 
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anytime there has to be economy, and that is all of the time, 

no Department ever gets all that it asks for. ~iu have to meet 

the growth of the University, the addej professors; you have to 

meet the added, in addition to pay, a pay raise, and so forth, 

to keep up with inflation, and usually what you wind up with 

is when you do have to stop something or cut it, new chairs, new 

teaching chairs, new course~, are the things that have to be 

postponed; you can't afford to put them in; at this time, 

therefore, to reward the Department who would be paying an 

increased charge, to give them more than just helping their 

fellow students. 

Our other proposal was the use of some several million 

dollars of this money to underwrite and finance two hundred and 

fifty new teaching chairs on the nine University campus' and 

then we suggested the use of some of these funds for C'api tal 

improvei:tlents in the campus, although I left that wide open 

and said that the Regents, Committee of Regents be appointed to 

come back with any other recommendations they thought were suitable 

to the use of that money, but I very carefully refrained from 

using the word 11 fee" just as they refrained from using the word 

"tuition." 

Q. Governor, you have said here in the past that, I believe, 

in the idea of tuition is a philisophical basis? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Would you still like to see tuition charge called 11 tuitionr1 

of if they adopt a fee, which you think is adequate to finance 

these programs, would you drop the idea of tuition called 11 tuition? 11 

A. Well, a week ago, I would have answered that and given you 

a very strong statement in my ~eve that, yes, go ahead and 

call it tuition, which I must say some of the arguments that 

I heard about that would open up - made me - I am very willing 

to accept simply the assessing of this charge, to accomplish 

these ends; I think the same thing is done. I think the 

philosphical question, I believe, that it's good tax policy to 

assess a part of the charge or a part of the tax against those who 

are getting the service, and I donit believe there is anything 
attach 

wrong with beginning to / this responsibility or some of 

it to our young people. (15) 



Q. Governc ., if they are essentially \ ... c s,p.me, what evils 

could J.::;ui ti on open up that fees could not 

A. Well, the fees are bound in by certain specifics in 

the Univ e:csi ty langtmge as to what the fees can be used for and 

how the'j can be controlled and who controls them, the disposition 

of them; Tvition, in the minds of some of the Regents, they 

belj_eve opened the door in which at some future time a 

Legislatu;:>e could conceiv/ably leave things, necessary expenses 

out of tlie General Fund, and force the students to pay them, 

which would notbe right. So, I was willing to leave it nameless 

and specify what it would b& used for. 

Q. Governor, you once i.· ::tied tuition at the University of 

Cali'.'ornia to tuition at the State College, and now that the 

Regent have rejected tuition, how does that effect your stand 

on the State Colleges? 

A. Well, this is up to the Legislature; maybe the Legislature 
h 

may discuss it and approve it. We would like to call it a ciarge, 

also. That's all right with me. 

Q. Governor) on another subject? 

A. No. 

Q. No? I have one on tuition. 

A. All right. 

Q. Governor, last year -- this year you commented about the 
-),, 

fees being used for fifty-five million~football stadiums; did 

you go into the Regent's Meetings at all and attempt to cut the 

fees, whether they ·.'..'l.re called tuition or not, so that they 

wouldn 1 t have to be spent in things of that area, that you opposed 

at that time? 

A. No, but I nodded agreement when a suggestion was made 

that maybe someone should take a look at the fees and see 

whether they were still being used completely in line with the 

original concept and whether they in any/'lay could be reduced to 

help the students, whether they were all still absolutely 

necessary. I don't think it hurts any time to take a look at how 

the money is being spent. 

Q. Did you take a look: 

A. I said I agreed with the Regents when some Regent 

suggested that this be done. 
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Q• Governor Concerning the Senate lea~-,.,ship, senator Harmer 

said last week the Republicans have a re~ponsibility to 

other Republicans to reorganize. He said it would be a breach 

of faith with the Republicans who came from other parts of the 

State to help Senator Marks in his campaign in San Francisco; 

if the Republicans fail to take advantage of this, the fact that 

they now are able to reorganize; do you think that this is true? 

Do you think that the Republiaans should reorganize, and do you 

think it would be a breach of faith with Republican party 

workers if they do not? 

A. I just can•t answer you. This is -- ask some Senators 

this question. 

Q Governor, do you think there will be any further ,§12§£J~~ 

call_.QL_th~ Legislature, and I 1m speaking specifically of areas 

of Congressional Reapportionment and other tax reforms as 

has been requested by the County Supervisors Association? 

A. No. The only one that I could conceivably see that 

could happen, when I said a moment ago I had no intention of 

calling any, I could see where we might be forced with regard 

to the reapportionment that could happen. 

Q. This year? 

A. But other than that, I have no intention. 

Q. Governor, another subject, far you have appointed 

17 judges, all Republicans. Now, how does that square with 

your campaign promises to keep politics out of your ~icial 

§£!?£~~t~? 

A. Well, it still leaves us outnumbered by Democrat• 

Judges by three to one, actually; we have made no attempt on 

that basis, and I'm not sure that we have been 100%. I think 

we have appointed some Democratic Judges, but, I'll tell you 

this: we set up a s'stem, when we couldn't get our Judicial 

Reform Bill through, the merit system through, we set up a system 

voluntarily whereby Judges in the area, where Judges to be 

appointed, a committee of a State Bar, and then a Citizen's 

Committee independently classify and rate the candidates that 

are the applicants that have been suggested or the people who 

have been suggested for judgeships; then, insofar, we have 
/ 

appointed in every instance only the person that received the 

top grading, the top total of points from these three separate 
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groups. I don't know what more we can do to try and keep it out 

of politics then this. 

Q. This produces Republican Judges? 

A. I have been trying to say that our Party, you know, has 

really got the answers to the problems for a long time. 

Q. Governor, you mentioned earlier here in answer to Jack's 

question about taxes for next year that the people of California 
() 

have been hit hard enough, Senat?r John Stuffle, San Diego, 

believes that there is not only an anti-tax move now working 

in California, but there is an anti-Reagan movement working 

as well as a result of these new taxes; do you find any 

indication of this? 

A. well, I haven 1 t seen it so far, if it's true; I'm sorry 

about that, but I came here to do what I thought had to be done 

and I'm going to do it that way; worse that can happen to me 

is I go back to the ranch. 

Q. Governor, when Mr. Battaglia had his pressconference 

here a week or so ago, he said that one of the reasons he was 

leaving was because of the essential part of the Qr.eative Society 

frogram for the 1 68 Session had been completed. I wonder if 

you could outline briefly what you plan for the r68 session, 

just hit some high points, perhaps, or some of the major programs 

that you are planning for next year. 

A. A. Oh, well, first of all we -- I can't get too specific 

because a lot of what we 2re looking forward to will be coming out 

of the citizen•s 'l!:ask. force which is now completing their 

findings and are p~tting this into a report form for us. Out of 

this will come much of what we set out to do. I am sure he 

must have been referring to the fact that we turned to the 

citizens for these answers. ·we are still we are still in the 

process of a study on tax reform, a compl~te tax overhaul, looking 

at our entire system, and we are sorry that so much of what we 

had to do is, was based on purely the financial thing of getting 

us on a sound financial footing. We look forward now to being 

able to go constructively in answering some of the problems. 

We are looking at the entire subject of fare what I think 

are the welfares, in the philosophical approach to welfare so 

far; we, in connection with tax reform, we still believe that there 
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is large reform needed in the area of property tax. 

I couldn 1 t just stand here now and spin off what we 

have done, but I do think that we are right, and we have the 

Creative Soci8ty in the sense of the people of California under-

way. 

I think Chad ~•~eta's program in job training and the 

finding of the jcbs in industry and particularly the minority 
[;1 

1iroups is about at the end of the organizing state, and I think 

in the days ahead we will see great concrete results from this. 

VOICE: Thank you, Governor. 

--000--
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PRESS CONVERENCE OF GOVERNOR RONALD REAGAN 

HELD SEPTEMBER 12, 1967 

Reported by: 

Nancy L. Def febach, CSR 

(This rough transcript of the Governor 1 s press 

conference is furnished to the members of the Capitol press 

corps for their convenience only. Because of tt"e need to 

get it to the press as rapidly as possible after the 

conference, no corrections are made and there is no euaranty 

of absolute accuracy.) 

err<::.... 
GOVERNOR REAGAN: There w no opening r-~n:rraz-kff; ·: . 

so carry on. 

Q. Governor, what is your opinion 

VOICE: You do have an opening remark. 

GOVEH~OR REAGAON: Oh, well, I i-1as -- I 1·msn 1 t going 

to do it yet, but all right; we'll do it. Let me make my 

opening remark, and then I'll recognize you. 

VOICE: Win Adams has been named Cabinet Secretary? 

GOVERNOR REAGAN: Yes. I would like to introduce the 

new Cabinet secretary, Win Adams~ who has come over here from 

Resources to take this job, Ladies and Gen-::.r1.emen. 

Now. 

Q. Governor, wha.t is your opinion of a presidential 

contender Nho by his own admission is susceptible to 11 brain

washing11? 

A. Well, I think he has made an explanation of the 

context in which he used the term. Perhaps he expressed at 

the same time the concern that a lot of Americans should have 

as to whether they are getting all of the facts that thBY are 

entitled to have about both foreign and domestic policy. 

Q,. Could you be j>b:rain-washedn if you went to Viet Nam? 

A. I am almost afraid to answer that because somebody that 

has been a -- in an unfriendly sense might suggest that you 

have to have a brain before it can be washed. 

Q. Governor, on May the 9th, on your news conference 

here you said that, nr don't believe a country of our size 
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and its comparable power, North .Viet Nam, is turning full resources 

to this Nation behind the forces now over there to win a victory." 

Do you think we are now turning full resources of 

our nation behind our forces over there now? 

A. Hell, acco1~d:tng to wha.t military men seem to say and 

the arguments that we read that are going on in the Legislature 

in Washington, no. I don 1 t believe so. There are sti 11 a list 

of targets that are not open to bombing by our Forces, and I 

don't think that the full technological power of the United States 

is being used. I think the great - basically the contraversy 

there is that we have, we are attempting to fight the enemy more 

on his terms; the foot-se-ldi~-with t~1e hand gun and the rifle 

in his hand, and I don 1 t think that this is a war, or type of i·mr 

that the United States should engage in when there are forces 

like Russia and China, Asia, generally, that can outman us 

as to the number of men involved. I think th:~t the United States 

must look to the technological ability in th<:.<, 1 eadership in the 

world in that field for this and all other conflicts. 

Q. Does this mean the use of limited nuclear weapons? 

A. Well, I think all of us have agreed that, and I think 

there have been statements by people on both sides of this 

controversy that nuclear weapons we hope would not be resorted 

to. I still repeat what President Els€;.~:1ower said sometime 

ago, that perhaps one or our great mistakes, however, was in 

assuring the enemy in advance of our intention not to use them; 

that the enemy should still be frightened that we might. 

Q. Governor Romney of Michigan apparently in the past 

couple of weeks has been moving touard the position that the 

United States should not really be involved in Viet Nam, that he 

was convinced at first that the fight was morally right, but now 

he is not so sure. \'!hat do you think such a position is going 

to do to the Republican Party in general. 

A. l:Jell, I don't think that this is the important argument; 

pretty tragic thing, now we are going to sit down and fight 

about whether four or five years ago we should have accepted 

the invitation of the South Vietnamese Government to go in there~ 
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We killed a great many Americans since then. My contention 

is that once the decision is made, you are killing r.1en, and 

there is a, you either should not have gone in or you 

should have gotten out, the moment you knew you were maldng a 

mi stal<e, that we shouldn 1 t have gone on for this long a period 

killing men. 

Q. Hell, Governor, then were you saying that we should 

remain in Viet Nam and step lp our efforts, including the 

possible us, of nuclear bombs until we can win; 

A. I didn't say anything about the possible use of 

nuclear bombs, and I don•t think this would be necessary to 

win, but this idea of arguing over whether escalation would 

be right, we 1 ve had escalation. He have had escalation for 

four years, and the escalation has been gradufl_ up to the 

present. Now, four years ago, or perhaps it would be more 

accurate to say two or three years ago, there were Americans 

there and there were military-men who were advocating escale.tion 

then to the point that we have now reached, And you have to 

ask yourselves if we have suddenly stepped up the war to the 

point that military ... men wanted, which is the present level of 

combat, the war might have ended, becaus. doing it all at once 

might have brought the enemy to the bargaining table; but he 

has been able to help himself to resistance to this gradual 

escalation. And it isn't a question anymore of whether 

escalation is right or wrong, we have had it. The thing is, 

should we still have it t~· degrees or ha\e a limit on it, 

or shouldn't we do wha.t ·v~J." is necessary to win this war. 
l::r:I~ 

Q. Governor, do yqi;f/_ .·favor ex:e-l:a'bi---on, then? 

A. 

Q. 

Yes, to win the m:i.r as quickly as possible. 

Governor, should the people of this country have a 

chance to vote on whether or not we want to go to war 

A. Uell, now, you are getting back to the constitutional 

question that is involved as to the Con~ress' Acts in giving 

the power to the tresident to declare or to commit troops to 

combat without the constitutional provision of a Declaration 

of War. Now, this Congress did give the President that power; 
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now, many Congressmen have since stated that they do not believe 

the intent of that legislation was to allow a President on his 

own to go to an unlimited type or fully sized ·war, that this 

was to give him emergency powers, and some of them have 

stated that they believe that before escalation in any kind 

of conflict, then Congress should be a:msulted, and there would 

in a sense be the people voting. 

Q. In general, what do you think has been the affect of 

Governor Romney's brain-wash_~~a~~E!,~!!,t on his position 

and 

A. Hell, voo'll have to ask Governor Romney that and ., 

ask the peo~le that. 

Q. 

A. 

How about on the effect of the Republican Farty: 

t'fell, the Party has just had a national meeting, and 

I don't see that they took any action with regard to this or 

to this statement. Governor Romney has explained what he 

meant by this term • I have explained here that I am a believer 

in the Credibility Ge.p. I do not believe the Government of the 

United States has been keeping the people informed to the 

extent as is the peoples' right, but what effect this might have 

had on whatever goals the Governor of Michigan has, I am not 

prepared to cornm.ent. 

Q. 1'/ill you place a time 1:1-mit on the victory in the 

war, if you allov1ed further escalation; would you place a time 

limit? Would you ultimately see some form of net;oc:1ation as 

essential'; 

A. Uell, I think you set the negotiations -- I think all 

of history proves that a.n enemy comes to the negotiating table 

because it hu~ts too much not to. He doesn't come through 

persuasion, and friendly persuasion may be a fine thing at the 

community level 1 but it never seems to be the end result of a 

war. And it is true that in theKor:a~ Conflict, we were 

always ready to negotiate that, but the enemy didn'toome to 

the conference table until he was confronted with a threat, 

and t'Je know now, and it has been revealed that the United 

States did let the .t1ord get to the enemy by way of certain 

neutral sources, that we were considering the use of atomic 

weapons. Now, I question whether we would have used those 
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weapons, but the enemy couldn't afford to take that chance, 

and he mt down and the war came to an end, al though there 

are some fellows in the demilitarized zone there now who challenge 

that. 

Q. Governor, has there been any change in your possible 

plans to go to Viet Nan~.? A1"e you thinking about going there 

at all? 

A. I don 1 t knot·1. You are going to have to ask Pat 

Gayman. I don 1 t knou whether she i·1ill let me go to Viet Nam. 

Q. Governor 

A. She said I'm Going to have a hard time getting to 

San Francisco. 

Q. Gaernor, could we go to a different subjer:!t? 

VOICE: Governor, I 1 d like to aslc you something else 

about Viet Nam. 

GOVERNOR REAGAN: Oh. 

Q. If at this moment, if you were President of the U;.1ited 

States and you found such opposition from the Russian people 

in regard to the war in Viet Nam, would you be willing to 

reconsider your position and authority already given to you 

by c,mgress? 

A. Oh, now, you are asking a pretty hypothetical question. 

I never played ''If I were King. 11 No, I don 1 t think -- this is 

a questionable answer. I don't think anyone should even 

suggest or hi11t at an answer of that kind unless they uere in 

the position and lmew the facts which are not available to 

anyone outside of that particular position. This would be 

taking an awful gamble to try and answer that question. I 

would just say that anyone in an executive position, whether 

it is at a State or Local or Federal level, I think, has an 

obligation to keep the people as fully informed as possible, 

and the only, possibly the only basic area that should not be 

made available to the people is whet'e there would be risk of 

giving away security infcrmation to the enemy at the same time. 

And in that regard, l think there has been a tendency throughout 

the country to not keep the people fully informed, and we are 

not practicing that or not going to practice it in California. 
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He are going to keep them informed. 

Q. 

Q. 

Governor, no~·1 on a different 

VOICE: I have one r;1ore question. 

GOVERNOR REAGAN: Hait a minute. Is this on the war·( 

VOICE No. 

GOVERNOH REAGAN: Do you got another one on the war here;' 

Governor, when you said you were in favor of a sharp 

escalation of the war, would you say more air power or sending 

over moi~e troops; what type of escalation do you favor 

A. Hell, I think you are talking about decisions that 

should properly be left to the Military. once you are engaged in 

a war, consistent w:i.th national policy, I thinlc the Military then, 

that is what they are trained for, to tell you what are the 

best methods of attack, what are the vulnerable targets, what is 

the vulnerable ability of the enemy, and there have been 

indications that the Military does not believe that we have 

attacked the enemy properly, at its most vulnerable points. 

Now --

Q. Can i-e go on to a different subject no1·1? Hhat -- do 

you approve of the Citizens Committee building the governor's 

r~ 'o.ppealing to lobbyists for ;;>1, 000? 

A. I don't see that is anything any different in their 

approaching the business community by way of their representatives 

here in Sacramento, then there was in the swimming pool for 

the old mansion having been built by contributions solicited from 

the lobbyists. 

Q. Do you approve of that·: 

A. Hhat 

Q. Did you approve of that? 

A. Hell, I wasn't around. 

Q. Would you have? 

A. I don•t see that the:re is anything particularly wrong. 

It' not an undercover thing you are, when you set out to raise 

money for any voluntary cause. I do think there is one difference 

I would like to point out, that in the case of building the 

swimming pool at the Governor's Mansion, this was solicitation 

by people in office, and thus, there was the possibility of 

influxuation on Government; this other is being done by a Citizen's 



Committee, and if they chose to tu~n to their fellowh.i.sinessmen, 

and their fellow citizens, there still is no obligation what

seever on either myself or any :future Governor who will live in 

that home. \'le have nothing to do with it. 

Q. Do you ever expect to see a list of those who have 

contributed to this mansion? 
--~ 

A. Oh, I'm sure there would be a list kept, yes. As a 

matter of fact, I know there will be a list kept because, at 

least by the Committee, because they have pledged that any 

amount over the prescribed, or the suegested $550 thousand 

dollars raised, it will be returned. 

Q. \Jhat I meant was a rather ready file in your office 

11.ke those who contributed to the campaign? 

A. Oh, no, no. I wouldn't think that ther•e would be any 

point in that or any purpose uhatsoever. I think that there 

should be an acknowledeement from the State of California, 

that means the total G·overnment, including the Legislature, to 

the people, for this contribution to the state, but I would see 

no reason why such a thing should be kept. 

Q. But, Governor, ,they, asked for ::)1, 000;; this goes against 

broadening the basis of support for the fimd, doesn't it? I mean, 

you lmow they have as many people --

A. I am not a party to this and I have tried to keep 

my nose o~t of that committee, just on the basis that this is 

being built for California, and California permanently, not 

just one Adrainistration. S'- I didn 1 t feel that this Administration 

should have any particular voice in what is being done, but I 

have simply supposed that this was done on the basis that 

those representatives of industry and business here and various 

causes represent more than one client, and that, thus, this was 

spreading it with no violation of th< $ 10 contribution. 

Q. Governor,, that swimming pool that you mentioned wound 

up costing the State about $~poo; do you think there is a chance 

that the ~ansion might wind up costing the State some money, too? 

A. I don't foresee anything that it could. I actually do 

not know whether the Committee, which is dealing with the 

Legislative Committee to malce sure that this does meet i,.ri th 

general Governmental approval_, and all, I don't know whether 
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they have gotten into such areas as security measures, and so 

forth, and whether those t-Jill be a part of the gift or Hhethei" they 

will later be installed by the State. This I wouldn 1 t ~mowo 

That would be the only area in which I can see that there would be 

any. 

Q. Have you and I-1rs. Heagan approved this site on the 

American River. 

A. 

Q. 

Hhat is that? 

Have you and Mrs. Reagan approved this site on the 

American Rlver 

A. I have never .,.._ I have never seen it. I think that the 

subcommittee headed by Bric'.c Templeton took Nancy out there. I 

think she did see this ground. 

Q. And approved it 

A. r.!ell, she said it was very pretty. There Nasn 1 t anything, 

if you say "approved" in the context of having to give an olcay 

or no to the property, we, as I say, don 1 t have that right. She 

did think it was very beautifulo Incidentally, on this subject; 

before we leave it here, if there i·Jas any indication here or any 

inference that, about this idea of contributor, and that we keep 

them on file, or would keep them.on file, which we don't, or 

wouldn't, I want you also to know thatthere is no such file in 

our Government or in our Admlnistration here 'Ni th regard to 

campaign contributors. 

VOICE: They are pretty hamy across thehall, if you have need 

of it. 

not ours. 

down here. 

Q. 

GOVERNOR REAGAN: Uhat 

VOICE: They are pretty handy at the --

GOVERNOR REAGAN: Hell, this is a matter of the law, 

VOICE: Governor, could we have one --

GOVERNOR REAGA)AN: Hait a minute. I recognize someone 

VOICE: Hell, if he has got a question on it. 

GOVERNOR: You are going to change the subject. 

Governor, the two letters that Mr. Kaiser sent to all 

the legislative advocates have at the bottom of it a list of the 

names of the Finance Committee, and they list rnr. Salvatore and 

IP..\ 



and M1'. Rubble and Mr. Firestone, and all of the people or many of 

the people who are prominent in your campaign; couldn't this say 

to a lobbyist, e::ven if it wasn't your intention or I•ir. Kaiser's 

intention, that he ought to contribute to this if he wanted to be 

a successful lobbyist? 

A. I don't think so. Again, I think if you will read farther 

on that list you will also see that there are some names uho were 

prominent on that coiiunittee in raising financing for my predecessor 

in the last campaign, also. It is a bipartisan group, and those 

names are there, and intentially so, and, again, I would lik:e to 

point out, you know, it is very possible moving as slov1 as things 

move today, not only the raising of money, designing structure, and 

getting it built, that four years will go by and somebody else will 

live in it, so that let me re-emphasize, they are not building this 

for one G0vernor of one Administration, they are building this for 

the State of California. 

Q. Is this a.n announcement you are not going to seek a 

second term? 

A. Uhat is that? 

Q. l'las that an announcement that you are not going to seek 

a second term? 

A. No. Naybe it was just a modest assumption that they might 

not give me a second term. 

Q. Governor, ·what was the name of the o.i:'f:.i..ce holder you were 

referring to in relation to the swimming pool during Fat Brown's 

time here? You said -- didn't you say an office holder solicited 

funds for that. 

A. No. I said the context there v-ras that Government itself 
/ 

was makin'a solicitation rather than an outside citizens group. 

Q. If you i·1ere keeping free from the financial aspect of the 

Resident's Fund, does that mean you are going to ask Mrs. Reagan 

to keep free of the architectural design of this building? 

A. That's right, and we have. Yes. They have already made 

a selection of a group of architects, including tbe architectural 

firm here that is involved, I think, with the master plan. 

Q. Yes, but he said yesterday that he expected Mrs. Reaean 

would talce a strong hand in the actual design of the building. 

A. :.!ell, nou, if they -- if they ask hen:: and she is able to 
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give any help, why, I'm quite su1'"'e that she will be very happy to 

do it, but I assure you that it uill be in no way to influence Nith 

what our d:tctates might be, as against what is best thought to 

be proper for the State in the long-range plan. 

Q. Is i'·lr • .Stevenson one of the a:echitects who designed your 

home in Southern California: 

A. That's right; yes. And I do lmoi·r something about hou 

his nan1e ca1ne into it; out of a hat. There are a great many 

prominent architects in Southern California, when you start trying 

to choose them, you mic;ht Hind up with architects outnumbering the 

contributors, and so someone has conceived the best ~·my to do it 

was to simply pull a narae out of a hat. !, very i'ranlcly, we were 

delighted it turned out that Hay, because we, having had personal 

experience t·Ji th hiri1, very .:;reat confidence in his ability to 

build a very lovely home. 

Q. Do you think the mansion might look then like your home 

in Southern California:· 

A. No. A,s a matter of fact, I think that decision has'· pretty 

generally been agreed upon. It is my understanding that they 

believe the most typical thing over the long-range plan for 

California, ~·Jould be in the context of Early California, the 

Monterey-Spanish type of architecture and, I think, that is very 

fitting for the State. 

Q. Does this cormnittee campaign have your endorsement? You 

say you are not giving active support, but do you endorse that. 

A, I think it is a wonderful thing to do, yes. I thinl<: that 

the people of California should be very proud to voluntarily do 

this. I have loolced at what is going on in some of the other 

states, one that is now buildin£; uith taxpayers' money a ;.>2 million 

dollar mansion, which will also house executive offices, and that 

so1"t of thing. No, I thin1c this is a splendid thing, and typical 

0f California. I think we ~~ould all be proud of it. 

Q. Uhat state is that? 

A. Georgia. 

VOICE: Do you vrant to chan.:.:;e the subject? 

Q. There are some questions raised today about the transition 

in the way you handled the reappointment of f.Ir. Erreca, car11 ying; 
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him as an interii;1 appointee and. to reappoint him and then firing 

him; could you expla:n this course of events. 

A. It might malce it round very harsh.i ~les, there is no 

question, but I ara, I am responsible in, and certainly technically 

responsible for any appointment; on the other hand, I think 

everybody has to recognize that if you are going to give 

departments the econo;ay that they should have to run thelr affairs, 

you have to grant them the right to st:i.""ucture their organization 

in what they thin::: t·rill be tl1e most compatible way, and the most 

compatible personnel to do the job. On this basis, the change 

was made. There is no reflection intended on either the character{ 

or the ability of I,1r. Erreca. This t·ras a departmental decision, and 

the department, also, I d ll~ce to point out, had for the first 

time the opportimi ty to e;et a man that we had wanted in 

Government some time aeo, and I didn't think tre could cet, and 

a man that, of a type and a quality that State Governments vex'Y 

seldom can Get, and that is Nelson, who is a trained engineer 

as well as an Administrator for rnany years vii th the Los Angeles 

Department of 1!ater and Po~·rer. And ue are very happy to have him 

as a part of the organization. 

Q. But, Governor, isn't -- if I can just follow that one 

~ . . : . l..r :: ~' 

point further; isn't it true, though, while you had Mr. Erreca 
1 ' 

as an intert'ij:l, on the interjim basis, couldn't you have determined 

at that point how he uas structuring his department 'I I mean, why 

was it necessary to reappoint him and then t1·10 months later 

A. Hell, there, Hil<e, I can only say this, that if I 
· . ..J-

,()/)'l/?IP.fi'>h,,,,.:..11/ 

can, that; you can't be OJ11@i;i,taRt, and you cantf be ah:ays in doing 

this, t·rhen you have a new Administration, you have new department 

heads; you have sect:Lons of the Cabinet ui th a nrnnbe1" of depart

ments under them. They do their best. No-one wants it this 

vray, but there are goin:; to be those chanr;es, as you have your 

shakedown creus, and things don't wor::: out as the uay you thought 

they v1ould, and your department heads come in and they want to 

follow a different coursej I think i-1e have had surprisinc;ly little 

of -c·:-.z.~~ ln Gcvernment so far , and v1hen 1 t does happen that you 

do make ::Juch a change, but no-one could deny that you just can't 

come out right i·1ith the structure that you want the first time 

arounC in every instance. 
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Q Governor, Nhen other Brmm Administration appointees 

were let go; they Here afforded the diGnity of resie;ninn;, havins 

been told that they wouldn't be needed; why did you find it 

desirable to flat out fire this guy without any warning? 

A. Well, I made a decision with regard to the change for 

the Department, whether it was rightly or wrongly handled, that 

anyone can speculate on. I just -- no explanation other than that 

this is the way it was handled after I agreed that the change could 

be made. 

Q. Would you like to speculate on whether it was rightly 

or wrongly handled? 

A. What? 

Q. Would you like to speculate on whether it was rightly 

or wrongly handled? 

A. No, but the way it was handled, ! 1 11 have to take the 

responsipilitythen. 

Q. Governor, what is - just to clarify something here: are 

you saying that the move was initiated by Gordon Luce as the 

Transporation Administrator? 

A. I am saying that in the Department over there, the entire 

Department, they wanted to make a change. They had an opportunity 

to get Mr. Nelson, who, I think, is going to be a fine and great 

addition to our Administration and to Government, and bring to the 

people of California a ·. type of service that normally State 

Government can't afford. 

Q. Well, Governor, aren 1 t you talking about the agency 

rather than the Department-Head·: ·as ~~eca - and he certainly 

didn't want any change, don't you mean the agency? 

A. Well, I am using these terms just in the general sense 

that these things happen both at Department and at Cabinet levels, 

I am responsible. I made the decision. 

Q. You said it was a Department decision; don't you mean 
11 agency I! then? 

A. All right. Agency decision. 

Q. Governor, there are some reports in print today that this 

has something to do with Phil Battaglia's resignation, that Mr. 

Erreca was Phil's man, and that it was Philrs decision that he 

should stay on. 

A. No, nothing of the kind. 
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Q. Governor, can we change the subject? 

VOICE: No. Governor. 

Q. You haven't explained why this man was fired; is there any 

particular reason that helped you make your decision? Can you give 

us any details of why you decided to let him go? 

A. I think I nave given the explanation of that. An 

opportunity, as I say, that particular agency, if that will help, 

that particular agency wanted to make that change, and I believe that 

you have to give various agencies a certain amount 

and decision, if you are going to ask them to do the job. 

Q. 

A. 
A. 

But there was no basis to support that, then? 
·.. .L.. • • .' ~. 

"~ .... "• ·'" .. '• 

What? 

Q. There is no basis to support that other than the suggestion 

you let him go? 

A. Well, I don 1t know what more you need to know. This 

agency apparently felt that they would be better able to do their 

job with the change made, then we made the change. 

Q. Does this carry any implication that perhaps later, as 

the Administration goes along, that Walt Shannon and Dr. Lowry be 

replaced? 

A. I have no - 1 certainly heard no complaints or heard no 

suggestions that they should be; no. 

Q. Governor, Democrats 1 are clamoring for the firing of 

Spencer Williams, whom they described as a hawk political 
r)'~'\ 

appointment; are you going to acconY:idate them? 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

No. I am not. 

Why not? 

And I disagree completely. Why, I would think that the 

Democratsh-~ s would have an opportunity to raise their dissatisfaction 

with the Governmental structure along about 1970, if they so 

disapprove. I disapprove completely with what some CDemo~~ats 

may be saying about Spence Williams. I think that he inherited 

probably the biggest can of worms in the entire State Government, 

and is doing a tremendous job in trying to bring order out of the 

chaos and a return to sanity. And I am going to back him in what 

he is trying to do. 
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Governor, you said earlier that you were >Very happy 

to have M~. Nelson as head of the Department, and you tried to 

get him before; was he interviewed for the job of Public Works 

Director earlier in the 

A. No. This was just early in the Administration, I can't 

specify as to what, just what departments, but there was, we were 

led to believe at an earlier time that he might consider a position 

in Government, and we knew that we would be very happy to have 

him as a part of the Government, and at the time, whatever his 

own decision was, this didn't seem likely. And now more recently 

he did become available. He was persuaded that he could serve the 

State and very happy for us he is willing to do this. 

Q. Do you anticipate that Gordon Smith will be with you at 

the first, by the first of next year? 

A. He better be. He is --

Q. Governor, do you feel ·~he recent veto session was a 

waste of time ~ 

A. Do I feel the recent veto session was a waste of time? 

Well, that depends on from what side you look at it. I enjoyed the 

way it turned out very much$ Actually I am in favor of the 

proposition that was voted by the voters. My predecessor vetoed 
ot.s 

over a thousand bills, and I understa~d it, only 99 of them were 
I 

accompanied by a message. The rest were in the nature of pocket 

vetoes that didn't have to be explained. I believe that the, that 

if the Government is going to veto a bill, they should have to 

explain to the people why it is being vetoed, and whether there 

is a better system then calling in expensive extra sessions, this 

could be worked out by the Legislature, actually if the bills 

would come down in less of a rush at the last minute, perhaps they 

could in the regular session treat these vetoes without having to 

come back, but I am not going to be so optimistic to believe 

that we can bring about that change. l)Jstorically, legislation 

does seem to come in a flood in the last few days. 

Q. Governor, on the subject of Medi-cal, last week Spencer 

Williams made it bluntly clear that during this period the 

recipients could receive it and then from there the vendors might 

not be paid for any services they render at this time. The 

recipients say the vendors are very reluctant to give them Medi

cal. 
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A. Well, now, I can't comment on what Spence Williams said 

because I don't know that, but I will tell you what the situation 

is; Unto this day we have warned all vendors that if they 

continue give the services that is not in keeping with our new 

set of regulations, and we win on this appeal basis, they will have 

given the services free. There will be no pay for it. They are 

taking that chance. If they have enough faith in the upholding of 

the Judge's decision that they go ahead giving the services that we 

have ruled out, they won't be paid if our regulations hold up. 

Q. Is that in effect ignoring the Court Order, Governor Reagan? 

A. No. I think it is obvious that if we win, the situation 

is actually there is no question that I am impatient with this 

Court Order and what it has done, and I would like to point out 

that the alternative that the Judge has given us is unthinkable. 

The alternative ts to lop 160 thousand people completely off the 

rolls, medic:i~lly irdigents off the rolls for any kind of treatment, 

or service whatsoever, and this, we believe, is contrary to the 

National Law, and would cost us, the Federal Fund, to say nothing 

of what it would cost those people. It makes a, you know, it makes 

a nice sounding phrase to say 11why shouldn't we just trim proport

ionately all across the board on all services. 11 And the, your 

first inclination is to say, "Well, that makes sense, that sounds 

fine, 11 but when you actually analyze what this means, it is pretty 

ridiculous because what it means is that you are saying to someone 

who needs a cancer operation, "You can't have the cancer operation,n 

so that someone else can have braces on their teeth. 

Q. 

A. 

Q. 

Governor, why did you sign the bill requiring this, then? 

Requiring what? 

Requiring across the board cuts when feasible instead 

of lopping off complete services, if it•s ridiculous? 

A. We did lop off complete services. 

Q. Well, but the Court found that that, under the legislation 

was the nuJUber one priority for cuts, it was the Legislature that 

did this under a bill signed by you. 

A. No. That is why we and the courts disagree with our 

interpretation of the legislation. 

Q. Governor, all other considerations besides, and speaking 

h7pothetically, do you have any ideological objections to a 



Rockefellen-Re~6an Ticket? 

A. That gets us --

VOICE: Could we stay with Medi-Cal for just a moment? 

GOVERNOR REAGAN: He wants to stay with Medi-Cal. 

I have never been so happy to be a recipient of Medi-Cal 

benefits myself. 

No. I can answer you; let me just answer his question 

now, and dust this off. No. I just made it plain, I am not 

interested in any such contest at all, any such position. 

Q. I don't understand. You said 11 no. 11 Does that Y.,9 

mean you have no hypothetically ideological objection were it 

to come about? 

A. Well, there is no need to explain it. I am just not 

interested in that proposition at all. 

Q. 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

That's either side of the ticket? 

What? 

That's either side of the ticket 

That's right. 

Why is that, Governor? Why aren 1 t you interested? 

·well, for one thing, in the sense of being abJ e to 

contribute a service, or do what you, some of the things which 

you believe need doing, I think there is a greater opportunity 

in this position then there would be in that position. 

Now, who wants to get back to Medi-Cal. 

VOICE: I think that's about it. 

Thank you, Governor. 

GOVERNOR REAGAN: All right. 
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