Ronald Reagan Presidential Library
Digital Library Collections

This I1s a PDF of a folder from our textual
collections.

Collection: Reagan, Ronald: Gubernatorial Papers,
1966-74: Press Unit

Folder Title: Press Conference Transcripts —
10/26/1971, 10/27/1971, 11/17/1971, 11/22/1971

Box: P03

To see more digitized collections visit:
https://reaganlibrary.gov/archives/digital-library
To see all Ronald Reagan Presidential Library
Inventories VISit:
https://reaganlibrary.gov/document-collection

Contact a reference archivist at:
reagan.library@nara.qov

Citation Guidelines: https://reaganlibrary.gov/citing



https://reaganlibrary.gov/archives/digital-library
https://reaganlibrary.gov/archives/digital-library
https://reaganlibrary.gov/document-collection
https://reaganlibrary.gov/document-collection
mailto:reagan.library@nara.gov
https://reaganlibrary.gov/citing




if%?amf( Chine 7& LA
October 26, 1971

GOVERNOR 'S STATEMENT IN CABINET ROOM TQ PRESS ~ 11 a.m,

Good morning. Some of vou were downgtairs and when I came

in this morning and I made a statement and it just seemed to me to

be fair that I cught to give the rest of you a crack at it. The

reception, of course, had to do with- the vote of last night at the
, W
Ty

United Nations, ousting the Republic of China and seating mainland

«

“China in the UN. I was asked my opinion and I said and will repeat

to you that T was dee?ly shbcked as/I think most Americans were last 
nighéby that vote, I was also disgusted and very frankly I think

that it confirms the moral bankruptcy of that international organizatior
Q. Do you think we shbuld get out of the United Nations? |

A, I don't think it is for me to say what the options are and I think

that would be an extremely drastic move because there are several

service organizations to the UN who are doing many worthwhile practical
things particdarly in the less developed parts of the world. But I
=3 = B x g
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don't think the United States should simply sit there and take this
without some kind of action and just take it as another vote on an

i ' X i3 2 s - -
issue and one which we were disappointed with the outcome, I don't

-

think the 2merican people will hold still for tha:

e
Q. What action do you recommend?
B Well T think there are other alternatives than to outright leaving

of the UN. I think for example we could sit there and continue
membership but not participate in the voting, which would be one,

Q. Withdrawal of financial support, do you think Congress ought to

do that?

b
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I think there should e a review of the organization of the
United Nations to see whether you could not place more power with
those who actually have the resgponsibility for the course of the
world....the major nations. It just doesn't make sense any more.
Frankly I used the term thiS mornihg and I still stick to it---
st is a kind of }f:.angai"oo court.
-
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the moral bankruptey of that organization.

Q. Weren 't :you asked what
“policy?
A, X know we are going to have a

Anything or any discussion on the trip before we get into it and

open it up is ....it's an entirely to

we wait until tomorrow,

press

o long

What is your reaction to the vote in the UN

to admit Red China?

conference

a. subject.

I was deeply shocked and I was discusted and I think it confirms

reaction you had received to the Two-China

tomorrow,

y

L

Why don't.

How do you judge the reaction of a two-China policy among the

e countries I was
are didn't seem to
that was inevitabls

se to vou then?

Q.

pedple you met? Have you made some comment already?
A, "There was a great undersLdndlng in most of. th
in as to the reasons for the trip to Peking and th
be any upset about the tour, they seemed to think

Q. The vote last night did not come as a surp

A, - 0Oh yes it did. I was convinced,

that while 1t was going to be close t
the votes to go for the two-China~—-s

longer Red China coming in---we didn

But the mood of the U.&,

of Taiwan, so this

1, TG
he U,S.

Sinee

as I am sure everyone else wa

t have

asgure th
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and I think they sa

we

em

for a parliamentary mansuver when they made that

expected the vote to come that early.

th

we couldn 't

the votes
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ought would have

‘preventfany
to do that..
£ the continuation
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rst vote,  No. one
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A, Well I am guite sure that Congress has some ideas of that kind.

They have wmade that known already that they have been donsidering,

~

even before this vote, they have been considering the somevhat
disproporticnate share the United States seemed to have heen paying
for the support of that particularly when some nations such as France

and Russia are so far behind in their support.

Q. President Nixon said he had the vote., Why do you suppcse he
was so far in exrror? _
A. Well, I have sat downstairs here myself with the legislature

upstairs and thought we had the votes on some issues too. I don't know

I do know that we knew it was going to be close but I know on my own
trip that I had no hesitation aboutkfelaying the,confidehce that we had
that we were going to be sustained in this. We have come to a point

in which‘the United States knew it no longer had the vdtes to prevent

the seating of Red China. This was just a fact of life, and we had

to face it. The United States then made an effort knowing that to

the gseating of Taiwen and Red China. This was what changed our positio
foeom what it had Leen ovey the last vears., As I say everyone

1%
wag confident and I am gulte sure it came &g .a great shock to. everyone
conicerned,
Q. The new Jdirection in which the TN dis voling?

T | I T g P S L ey RPN - : 2, ‘.
A, I don't know if there is a new direction or not, I think the

United Nations had in its beginning organization plans for a subsequent

e

period in which they would review the structure of the United Mations

i
(‘\

having t it up to begin with they recognized the possihility of

—

error, the possibility of changes being needed, I think it is high

time they review an organization in which nations totally less than

o

10 percent of the world's population can actually make decisions

N ¢
. . v
affecting the entire world, .

-t



A, I certainly

Q. Anywhere in your tour did you try to influence their th nkin
on the two-China policy to get votes? .
B, Yesg, I discussed that., Even a non-member of South Korea wWas

‘working very ‘hard to persuade nations to support the U.5. position.

/O.L

Q. Do you think your trip, in part, was to persuade some these nation:
A, I was not under any orders but knowing the attitude of the U.S.

when I saw an opportunity I took it.

-

Q. Do you think it seriocusly weakens what our suppért chould bhe
for the U.N. concept?

think the U.S. should give very serious thoughts
ﬁo what its position should be because this.is nothing but a

ridiculous dekating society--~it has been for some time,.

Q. Do you think we ought to withdraw financial support to the U.N.?
&, That is up to Congress, from all indications they are certainly

going to do something.

Q. Do you think we shouvld withdraw from the U,N., itself?
A, I don't know whether to withdraw tetzlly from the adj*ncts of

=
N
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the United Nations. You know the service orgar ns surrounding
it are doing good work. I don't know whether it calls for that but

certainly I do not think the U.S. should be still there and go on

business as usuvalafter a slap in-the face by what was nothing more

¥
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PRESS CONFERENCE OF GOVERNOR RONALD REAGAN
HELD OCTOBER 27, 1971

Reported by |
Beverly Toms, CSR

(This rough transcript of the Governor's press conference
1s furnished to the members of the Capital press corps for their
convenience only. Because of the need to get it to the press as
raplidly as possible after the conference, no corrections.are made
and there 1s no guaranty of absolute accuracy.)

-==000 ===

GOVERNOR REAGAN: It*icn't time to get up yet in Tokyo.
I haven't gotten back on this schedule yet, so don't take advantage
of me today. Let me Just say before I start, there 1s a copy of
a telegram or a cablegram being passed out to you which I sent to
President Chlang Kal-Shek and Madam Chlang yesterday, and that the
United States -- United Nation's vote, a copy of it.
Q Governor, thlis 1s not on that subject 1f anybody wants to
ask on that. |
A No, I Jjust wanted you to kngw that that's what was golng
down the rows.
Q Yesterday Los Angeles Chief Davis was highly critical of your
administration with respect to yomr administration's Correctlons
in the aftermath of the shooting of the policeman that was on 72-hour
furlough. As I understand it, the Chief said that long-term
incarceration has been virtually eliminated and that because of the

prison population has declined under your administration there's

dangerous inmates being turned loose in California. Can you respond
to that”?

A Yes, I can respond. I read that Chief Davis found it
necessary to smmd such a letter and I'm sure npon reflection he'll
realize that he hasn't been exactly factual 1n this. No one regrets
the death of a policeman, any policeman, more than I do or any other
citizen who is murdered. And this administration has done more than
has been done in a great many years in this stath to try and give

the local law enforcement officers more tools with which to work.

At the same time we have been very progressive in our approach to

rehabilitation. Now, in the 72-hour furlough or pass, this is

given In the last 90 days that a man 1s in prison hefore hig release,

in order to help him get re-adjusted to go out and have time to find
-]-



a job and so forth, and it's keen in effect since 1968, I could
tell you that Just in 1970 and '71 there have been and are projected
by the end of this year some 24,000 of these. M>re than 20,000
already have these passes, have been granted, and this was the only
case of this kind, the only murder, back in 1968 there was a case of --
-of vehicle manslaugﬁér with one who was on furlough, Obviously

you can't be perfect, and I think the Chief himself has admitted that
even 1in the selecting of his own personnel you can't bat a thousand
per’cept and be perfect, But we have been ~-- we are leagihg the
natio;'in rehabi{itation. We have reduced the rate of parolees

who commit crimes and go back to prison. We have cut it in

half under our present procedures. Naturally we are going to take
the Chief's letter and we are going to refer this to our people who
are in charge of these things and of the probation system to see if
there 1s anything we can do to improve the sltuation. But I think
it is decidedly unfair of the Chief to suggest that thls administra-
tion has increased the danger to hils personnel or to any other citi-
zens., As a:matter of fact, we have passed more than 40 anti-crime
bills 1in the last few years and in California more than in most other
certalnly in all other major states the rate of increase in crime

has been drastleally reduced.

Q Governor, another kind of reform, the other side of the

coin that some people talked about, is the high gost of trials

because of all these pre-trial motions and so on in the Angela
Davig trial, for instance, as a prime example of it, do you have
any thoughts about dolng anything to tighten up on this sort of thing?
A Yes. As a matter of fact, we have asked the Chlef Justice
of the Supreme Court and he has been conducting a study and there
are studles and proposals for experiments on hand right now that
are going on with the idea of speeding up Justice. This is a very --
a very real problem and I think probably one of the great probhlems
that has to go with e¢rime 1s the lack of swift and immediate and
certain Jjustice,
Q Have you any thoughts as to how you might tighten that up,
make them swift?
A Well, Ed, I don't know what reports have come in from the
Chief Justice,

ED MEESE: We have two groups, the Commission on Trial
Court Pelay in the judicial area, and the Attorney General is dolng

-2a



research on t:is g;so, so we have two sets o1 Eeports which have not
yet come in.

Q When were you first aware of the tentative recommendatlons

of the K#ldgord- report?

A Well, what you call a first tentatlve recommendation is --
well, I couldn't pinpoint qpe date at which I knew. What has -~

is being called the K&ﬂ@gaéireﬁgft aretthe work sheets or the reports
of pald consultant firm and from more than one individual which

were then turned over to the Board of Corrections and they 1ln turn

have not come back to me or have any £infinished their study of
their own consultants!' work and their reports, And there has heen
no changing or alteration or difference as has been charged by some
in any of these reports. What has happened is someone got their
hands on one of the consultant's reports, the consultant himself

has stated on several occaslons that there has been no falsification
or no alteration of his recommendations. But these are now being
studied by the Board and later thls fall they will come ~- they #1111
finish thelr summation and theilr report.

Q Governor, the question was along the lines of when did you
first get wind of gsome of the recommendations coming from those paid
consultants? June? |

A Well, as I said, I dontt -~ I don't recall anything other than
&% a casual knowledge of it tecause I knew the process, and I ~--

I'm walting for the report from the Board,

Q Were you surprised with some of the recommendations that you
heard, such as doing away with the parole board or vittimless crimes
and that kind of --

A Well, with all that's been going on, as I say, you have to
kind of compartmentalize things in your head here and you wait until
your board cvmes in with thesummation and the recommendation and
then we will take 1t up as a matter of business. I've been dealing
with other priorities.

Q Governor, another kind of reform, tax reform. I understand

that you've been dbriefed %y your staff on what's happened during
your tour and that you may te meeting with Assemblyman Gonsalves on
his latebt offer, Can you tell us about that?

@
A Well, I'1l me¢t with Assemblymsn Gonsalves, I woufd with

anyone else on a plece of legislation who wants to consult with me.

Whatever he wants to propose, I'm quite sure he wants to discuss his
: _3-



bill.  He must know by now having participated: in those 16

days of discussions pretty much what my stand 1is and what I think 1is
acgeptable, And I'11 be very happy to meet with him or anyone

else on this subject.

Q It was not planned to meet with him anyway?

A I don't know if it's been scheduled as yet, but we are

golng to have the meeting.

Q Governor, Speaker Morettl said after he was defeated 1n the

assembly last week he thought the tax reform in this session was

dead. Do you agree with that?

A Well, I have to say that my optimism has been cooled quite
conslderably. There was no question but the outcome of all of the
negotiations that we had revealed that there was a great difference
over our thelief that if you were going to have tax reform you had to
have guarantees dg§tten in that the individuals who have their
property tax reduced and who in turn, along with the other citizens,
accepted 1ncreases in other taxes, to pay for that property tax
reduction, that that reduction was going to be guaranteed, that it
would be permanent. And we were shocked to find that there was

a differente of oplnion on this and we ~- we think we have had a
couple of experlences that teach us that unless you write in such
guarantees tax reform 1s meaningless. When they ~- the first sales
tax was passed in California, it was passed on the promise that it
would reduce property tax. It did nothing of the kind. Property
tax, of course, is many times higher than it was at that time -- at
that point. When we gave the $750 exemption, it only took 18
months for local government to ralse property taxes up above what
they would be and it does little good to say to someone yes, but
your taxes would be that much higher if you weren'’t getting the
exemption, and so we have lnsisted there must be such guaranfees,

Q Well, back to the question, 1s ta§ reform deéﬁ?

A I'm going to meet with him on this. As 1 say, we came

as far as we could go in a compromise in an effort to get this and
the meetings fell apart on the 1issue of such guarahtees and without
such guarantees, yes, tax reform 1s dead until the legislative
leadership on the other side and the legislature itself is willing
to agree that any tax relief we give to the property owner must be
made permanet and guaranteed.

Q Have you keen briefed on what is imminent, what the Gonsalves

measure has, and his latest thing, and you think that could be a



starting thing?
A Well, a starting point for what?we We went through 1§ pretty

weary days and very frankly if there had been a real intent to have

legitimate tax reform 1t could have been accomplished in 16 days.

As a matter of fact, it would have been accomplished béfore June 30,
had there been some leadership in the legislature.

Do you think -- is there any léadership now?

Pardon?

Is there any ldadership now?

Youlllzhaveotasask them.

Are you talking about both parties?

What?

Talking about both parties?

rooOH o O o O r O

No, no, I'm not. When I talk leadership, I'm talking
those in charge of the legislature and appolinting the committees and

naming the chairmen.

Q You are talking about Democrats?
A That was the word --
(Laughter)
A That was the word I was looking for.
Q You used to be one.
Q New subject. 0. K., Governor, last week in Washington

Senator Magnus's bill to legitimatize the E] Paso gas monopoly was

heard.  Now 1\§is my understanding that you had favored the bill,
Last week the Attorney General came in and favored it with two
amendments and California PUC apparently wasn't responsive, Can you
tell me the administration's position now?

A Yes, let me clarify that, i1t seems to be a little misunder-
standing. I have never written any letter favoring the particular
legislation that is now being discussed. After an 1investigation
here I wrote a letter to Senator Magnus -- I guess more than ayyear
ago and there was no legislation, there was no bill, but telling

them our position herég- with regard to wanting something that would
assure the people of California an adequate supply of natural gas

at the lowest possible figure to the consumer. The best interest

of the consumer,. Now, hils legislation is dvidently the result of
this same type of thinking. I'm not golng to say it was the result
of our letter, but this is what we had suggested. And the amendments
that have been proposed, yes, we believe -- that have been proposed

by the Attorney General, we believe those amendments are for the
-



good of the people of California, we mupport them and I think they
were favorably received by the committee in Washington.
Q The U. S. Justice Department opposed the bill, does that give

you pause?

A Well, I don't know the basis for their opposition to it.
Q Nor do I°?
A No, I only know that what we are interested in in Californila

is, as I say, an adequate guaranteed supply of natural gas for the
consumer in California at the best possible price. A #£air price.
Q Governor, earlier you vetoed a billl by Senator Rodda which

was bxtended, allowed districts to use permissive override tax to

finance school lunch programs for pre-school chlldren attending
pre~-school programs. And you said that there mumst be an end to
the practice of bypassing the voter in matters affecting financing
of programs at the distriet level. While you were gone, Governor
Reinecke signed a bill by Senator Deukmejian which allows the Long
Beach school district to use .acpermisgsive override to finance

a reglonal occupational program, isn't that a 180 degree contradic-

tion?
A Well, your --
Q I know 1t is specific and ~- but it is the principlé I'm

asking you about.

A Well --
Q Roth affetting the -~ concerning the permissive override.
A Well, I don't know if the principle 1is violated and I would

have to -~ you'd have to give me a little time to look into this and
see what the details were of the -- of the two bills.

Q Governor, on another subject. I wonder if you can tell us

-~ -~
what you think of the concept of changing the names of:some state

-

colleges to Califéfnia State University.

A Well, this 1s one here -- this problem, I ~~ 1it's got some
pros and cons and 1t 1s a very difficult one. I have many times said
in effect, 1f a college is indeed a university, is in fact a univer-
sity, 1t certainly should be able to use the name, On therother
hand, there is great concern in educational ecircles that with the

name might Indeed go some alterations to where we would have a competi-
tive situation with regard to research and post-graduate degrees that
18 now being handled adequately by the university system, and that we
might find ourselves drifting away from -- to the original concept

of the state colleges. It is agdifficult situation and I can



understand some ' 1te colleges that have rea ed the average

university status wanting to have this name, I Just have to tell
you that I haven't resolved the issue in my own mind yet as to just
what 1s fair and what we can do. I would prefer to wailt on the
study that we have andour own coordinating council of higher

education may have on the master plan and see what their recommenda-

tions are,

Q When -- excuse me, Governor, when is that study?

A When 1s that study -- I can't tell you exactly right now.
Q You vetoed Adsemblywoman Fong's bill on venereal disease

education. She has sald that she thought gue to because you have

not been properly informed on the bill staff. Now, if she gets that
bill back to your desk and can get it back to your desk, will you
reconsider youriposition?

A Well, I bake 1ssue, a little bit, with all due respect, to
Assemblywoman Fong, about the idea that I was not properly informed.
I think there's been a great deal of misinformation about thé bill
and the reasons for vetoing. First of all, right today in
California and evidently some teachers aml administrators in schools
aren't aware of this, there is no hindrance whatsoever in the way

of instituting and maintaining classes and education with regard

to veneapal dilisease. The only thing is that today in imstituting
or putting into effect such classes the school must notify the
parents that the child-is being taught this particular subject.

There was really no need for the Fong bill. It 1s not necessary

to institute courses in venereal disease education. All that

the bill did was remove the necessity for the school notifying the
parents Now, I made a technical error in my veto message, I sald
consent of the parents. It isn't consent, it is notification.

Then if a parent =-- there are several reasons for this, if a parent
has any objection, religiously or whatever reason, they can withdraw
their child from this class. But mainly it is also so that parents
can inform themmelves and when the child comes home and starts
asking certain questions the parent can have gome knowledge or

ldea of what 1s being taught, familiarize himself with 1t if he wants
to go to the school, and do so, and thus be able to help at home,

in this education. And I vetoed the bill simply bécause my bellef
that there 1is too muech government interference in the family relation-
ship in too many areas now. And that there was no reason to remove

this necessity of the school notifying the parent. I am in favor of



the schools givintwﬁhis kind of education and N am asking -- have
asked for a meeting with Superintendent Riles and with our public
health peoplé to sit down now and stimulate and have more of this.
Lieutenant Governor Reilnecke signed a bill with eegard to VD educa-
tion that carries it a step further, although in the school; but
involving legitimatizing'information on this while I was gone,. Two
months ago I signed another bill that made 1t more possible for us.
There 1s an epidemic situation, we do need the education and this
bill had nothing to do with making more education possible. It
Just simply, as I say, removed the necessity for the schools noti-
fying the parents they were teaching these courses and I Jjust didn't
think that was right.

Q With too much government interference in family life, do
you thikk Willie Brown's bill should pass, the one on consenting
adults,whatever thelr sezual relations, and get the government out

of the hedroom?

A Well, 1t 1is hard for me to speak objectively because I've
never felt the presence of government in the bedroom. I ==~
& But it 1s there?
A Yes, we know that -~
(Laughter)
A I just have to say I have -~ I have no comment,. They

disposed of the bill and it didn't have to come down to me for any
particular treatment, so -- no comment on Willie Brown's bill.

Q Governor, I wonder what your reaction was to the dilsclosure
this morning on the wires that an agréément had been signed several
years ago between Mr. Livefggre and P.Gfg'E. regarding the Point

Arena Nuclear nggygggggmand I wonder if you were aware of the

agreement at that time and if so, 1f you think it was correct and
what your thinking behind 1t was.

A This seems to be the day for clearing up misunderstandings.
I've seen an AP story, I don't know how many others there might

be, and with all due respect to Assoclated Press, let me clear the
docks on that one. I have boasted many times that this administra-
tion did not wait for the great furor about enviromment and ecology,
that this administration in the first few months we were here
started in to do such things as -- as trying to protect the environ-
ment and trying to find arrangements whereby we could ensure that
some development even -~ even a state development or project dig

not destroy the environment. In this instance, long before there
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a contract or sig-;d a deal, but into an agrevhent and at the

request, I might add, of the utility companies who had just gone
through the Bodega Bay experience, that we would work with them and
they agreed to work cooperatively with us about any sites that they
might have for powerplants, that we would work with them on a study
of the ecology ~-- the environment and so far they have been most
cooperative on that. So what has happened is that the one company
has put up money, actually, to finance a study by our own fish and
game people and our environmmentalists in the government on this
particular site and there'!s no such agreement. If -~ in other
words, 1f new evidence comes out in this study that would warrant
us objecting to that site on ecological grounds, the company 1s
aware that we will -- that we will present that evidence. And
since that time, of course, there‘has been the federal law. As a
matter of fact, this agreement and this cooperative effort on our
part was the pattern for the federal government's subsequent law.
This was looked at with great favor all over the United States by
what we were doing.

Q Governor, is there an agreement by the administration not

to oppose that Point Arena powerplant?

A No, there is a statement, as I understand it, to this effect,
that as of now we have no evidence -- we have studied this
completely and there 1s no evidence against placing the plant there,
but as I say, a study continues to go forward and if new evidence is
introduced -- in other words, if we find new facts that suddenly change
us, and we say walt, there 1s something we have discovered that we
didn't know before, the utility 1s aware that we will present that
evidence. A
Q By presenting the evidence -- you mean you are keeping your
options cpen to oppose that plant, 1s that correct?
A That's exactly what it amounts to.
Q But does the agreement permit the state to prevent construc-
tion of that plant? |
A Yes, because by now we have—the laws are on the books now.
Q I mean dows the agreement itself prevent that?

ED MEESE: There is no agreement, This is merely a

statement of our analysis of the environmental impact of this particu-~

lar site.

-0~



Q What about R:’he thing which is:headed | h};reement," and it 1s
signed by Mr. Livermore and Mr. Bonner of P.G. & E, 1s that or 1s
that not an agreement?

ED MEESE: It is an agreement to cooperate in the study.
A A letter of understanding.
Q The burden is on the state to show damage?

Well, thattg --

MR. MEESE: The burden =--
A That 's our business, the environmental control area, but
as I say, they have put up the money to finance the -- the examina-
tion or thessurvey.
Q GoVernor, who makes the study, Governor? Does P.G.& E.
make the study or the state?
A Oh, no, we make 1t, our fish and game people, our yenviron-
mental people.
Q Ff the findings of that study are adverse, what effect
does that have on P.G.& E's plans to go ahead or not bulld the

A ey B

plant?

A We will take the adverse information to them and object to

the location.,

2 Can you stop them on the basis of that study?
A I think notice -~ yes, we can.
Q Yes, Governor, 1if I can Jjust interject, the Public Utilities

Commission and Atomic Enjgrgy Commission both require the statemert s
on environmental.impact before they grant the permits and that's the

purpose of this.,

Q Change of subject, Governor,
A A1l right.
Q I'd like to go back, stbnce someone brought up the K&#ldgord

repért, and the Department of Corrections, the Huuse Judiclary

Subcommittee held a hearing in California Monday after touring

both San Quentin and Soledad. The subject of the K#ldgord report
came up and the contents and context of the independency of that
report. It seems that Ké&ldgord in putting a report together
submitted raw data, the task force reports, to state officials,

Mr. Procunier , Mr. __ and so forth, for comment, The feeling
of the committee 1s thls was to be an independent report in that
the federal funds were used, And state officlals exercised
apparently great control over their own comments, some of them very

harshly worded comments, with respect to the opinions of the task



eventually came ouwn to us 1s a toned down veréion, ifyou will,

from the original data prepared by the task forces. This criticism
came out in the latter hours of that hearing, I wonder what your
comment to the procedure 1s, specifically.

A It seems to me that the procedure is very plain, very
evident. You refer to task forces. The only information that

has come 1n so far have been from pald consultants, people that --
the task force itself hired. And they now have the responsibility
Cf coordinating this and Jjudging and looking for &actual error in all
the information that has bteen brought in by the paid consultants,
and what has caused all of the talk 1s evidently one copy of scmeone's
of one of the paid consultants, some copy of their .reports to the
commlittee. And the committee or the task force has not finished
its compilation of all of this information.

Q Well, the point was you feel then that state officials
should exercise input into independent federal studies like thils?

A Well, I think 1f I go out and hire a consultant to help me
on a decision that I have to reach, that I've hired him and 1£ is

my responsibillity then not to just without reading it hand out his
pald consultant!s report, but to take this now, put it together

with all the other information I have, and what my responsibilities
are, and then come forth and say here is my recoimendation, and this
1s -- this is all that's being done.

Q Governor, I'd like to ask you a question about your telegram
to Chiang Kai-Shek., You said, "I've told the President of my
displeasure,” How did you tell the President and when you did tell
him did you make a report on your trip?

A No, because thisc wasgs a phone call and I'm loocking forward
to a meeting with him to discuss the entire trip which I visited

six nations, but -- yes, I called him and he réturned the call
yesterday morning, and when I told him of my great unhappilness and
displeasure at thls --

Q Governor, what did the President --

Q Did the President ask you specifically to tell Chiang Kai-
Shek that, in effect, there would be no problems, that Nationalist

China would retain a seat in the United Nations?

A No, no one could guarantee that, but all of us who had any
information, and myself, judging from talking to them or talking to
our own people, we were all optimlistic, As a matter of fact, this

is, I'm sure you recognlze, came as a great surprise while we knew
L T



the vote would be fairly close, we believed that we had the vote

in the United Nations, and those people that I met with in Asia,
they themselves were dealing with other governments in the U. N.,
and lobbyigg for an approval of the United State's position, and
there was é general optimism that this was not going to happen, that
we were golng to win, The plain truth of the matter is we weee

double-crossed by some nations that switched their votes,

Q Governor, --
Q Governor, Assemblyman --
Q -- introduced a bill to have the Uhited States withdraw from

the United Nations, would you support such a bill?

A Who 1s that?

Q Assemblyman Burke from southern California. Do you think
that this was out of his Jjurisdiction to ask the U. S. to withdraw
from the Unlted Natlons?  Would you sign such a bill?

A I don't think it is -- well, I'm not in a position to sign
such a bill, I think that -~ I don't think there is any question
but that he is volting the sentiment of a great many Americans
including myself, that all alternatives should be considered from
wlthdrawal to reduction of funds to whatever, to show our indigna-
tion at what has been obviously nothing but political expediency

in the Unlited Nations. I volced my disgust yesterday at this, my
feeling-about 1t. And I canlt speak too strongly about 1it. I
don't think there was any morality in the action that was taken at
the Ua N. whatsoever, and I think if the U. S. government does not
take some action that shows its dlspleasure the people of this
country are going to be very angry, indeed.

Q Governor --

Q I notice in the telegram here you refefred to the immoral
attion of the General Assembly in kicking out Formosa. I was
wondering i1f you considered at all immoral the United Statels
action for several years of keeping mainland China with 700 million
people, that are represented in this rural nation?

A No, I don't think it was immoral, and I think 1t is somewhat
fmmoral today,the wording of the Albanian resolution, to suggest that
simply by taking over a people by force to never giving those people
an opportunity to -- by referendum to vote and agree that this was
the government they wanted, to hold them in bondage literally just

over a passage of time makes that government automatically the



legitimate governmént of the 700 million people. I think the
question still remains as to whether the government in Peking 1s

the representative of 700 million people or whether 1t 1s holding
in bondage 700 million people.

Q Do you see any contradiction, for example, to support a
couttry like the Union of South Africa, the white government doesn't
support or obviously representﬁ its people, and not in the past
support the mainland ehina?

A The charter of the Unlted Nations makes it very plain that

the United Nations cannot interfere with the internal problems of
any country. So the charter 1tself prevents what you are talking
about, But, again, we had recognized for many years that Chlang
Kai-Shek's government is the government of China, and it was on this
basls that we ~- that we took our stand. Now, the plain and simple
fact is that this year it became apparent that we no longer had the
votes and could prevent the action with regard to the seating of
Communist China, so the U. S. took the position then of, all right,
we would agree to that providing that both Chinas were retained

in the U. N., and this left still the internal matters of -- between
the two contesting gogernments as to who was the legitimate ruler

or government of China, and this is the matter upon which we lost.

Q Governor =--

Q Governor, you said --

A Wait a minute, he was interrupted earlier.

Q Governor, what did President Nixon say to you regarding

the U.N. situation?

A Well, I think that any questions about what he sald to me, you
don't quote the President. I think that -- I don't think he'd mind
if I told you that when I told him I dldn't sleep very well the

night before after the decision, he sald he hadn't slept very well
either, but beyond that I think you'd have to ask the White House

what --

Q Meanwhile back in California.

Q Walt a minute. Wait a minute.

B No, wait a second.

Q Stay in the Orient a second. Could yoégive us a brief

summary of your trip, any impressions you received or anything you
might have shanged your mind on or, you know, how the -~ how did the

trip go?
~13-



A Oh, well, let me -- I'm nof going to pose as aniinstant
expert, I don't like pepple that go there for 48 hours and suddenly
know how to run the show, But I will say this, first impressions
and a lasting lmpression, in all of the six nations that we visited
1s that we better shorten our lunch hour. It sounds strange to
talk of ~- of a ploneering atmosphere when you were in a country
that has a civilization and a history that 1s thousands of years
old and yet that was the ohly way to describe 1t, It was -~ 1t
was llke an America:n in a younger day. The energyy the drive, the
progress that they are making and usually Americans have gone abroad,
I suppose, with the 1dea that we have some know-how to impart to
them. I want to tell you, I came home wanting to imparbd some
know-how here at home, On some of the things that I saw, from

the great ship bullding yards in Kobe to Singapore which to those
people who were concerned about the environment, Singapore, I
swear, must be the cleanest city in the entire world, bar none.

And this -- this extends not only to litter and to cleanliness, but
to even the elimination of -- of pesty insects, and so forth. But
every country that ~-- the drive and the progress that they are
making is so fantastic, when you compare fhe growth rate and produc-
tivity of Japan last year was 14,2 per cent and in the United
States 1t was only 1.9 per cent -- I think that sometimes perhaps
some of the hilerarchy of organized labor in this countfy should
take a trip abroad.

Q How did you like the food, Governor?

A What? It was wonderful; and I even mastered chopsticks.

I have a secret to tell you, I didn't really have to wait till

I went there to master them, I had to learn to use them in a
pleture once.

Q Governor, 1f you think the U. S. doesn't take some action
the people will be unhappy, do you think i1f President Nixon fails
to take some sort of action that 1t will harm his chaﬁgés for
being remomiﬁéted next year?

A I'm not golng to comment on this in the context of polities
or anything, I'm only going to say that I think the U. 8. govern-~
ment should reveal 1lts understanding of the fact that the Ezﬁﬁfﬁl
Nationss has not lived up to the great deeams that we had for it
some years ago,

~1l4-



’Q Governor, you sald -~ |
A And certainly, among other things, a reorganization is
necessary. And you have a situation iﬁ which, as I sald yesterday,
mope than 50 per cent of the natlonswwho can win a vote -~ now this
was not true in this instance, in this particular vote, There
were major nations involved on the othef side, but you can actually
muster a better than 50 per cent vote among nations that represent
less than 10 per cent of the total population, of the world.

Q Governor =-=- i

Q Governor, it is a political context to what we are talking
about, because in the -- there is an election coming up next year,
do you think that it will have any effedt on President Nixon's

chances for renomination or re-election?

A I just want to wailt and see if We aren't going to take
an action.
Q One question on the United Nation? In the future, as

in your years as Governor, will you sign any proclamation deg&laring
United Nations Day in California? |
A Well, you say any time in the fﬁture, they might have
that reorganization. If they put one dn my desk right now, no, I
wouldn't sign it.

MR. RODDA: Thank you, Governor.

--r-OOO—-—-
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MR. ZIEGLER: The President has just met with
Governor Reagan for an hour and a half. They talked about
the recent trip Governor Reagan took as a personal representa-
tive of the President between the period of October 2 to the
23rd, to Asia. The Governor was the personal representative
of the President to the Republic of China's national celebration
on October 10.

The Governor will give you a rundown on their
discussions and take your questions.

Governor Reagan.

GOVERNOR REAGAN: There is nothing in the line of
an opening statement except to continue the remarks of Mr.
Ziegler and tell you that this finally was my report to the
President on that trip and my meetings with the various BHeads
of State in the six countries we visited.

So if any of you have questions, go ahead.

Q Governor, did you also talk about any of—~the
problems you have expressed that you have with the agencies
like HEW?

GOVERNOR REAGAN: Well, I reported to him the state
of our welfare reforms, for example, and where we are with
regard to those areas where we must have waivers from HEW.

0 Governor, how would you characterize your report?
Are things looking good over there for us? What did you tell
the President?

GOVERNOR REAGAN: I told him, as I am sure you can
all realize and as we well understand, that when I was there,
what with the Peking visit and all, there was an occasion to
reassure the people in those countries that this country had
no intention of abandoning its alliances or its friendships
or treaties with those wvarious nations.

For example, in Taiwan, and the President himself

has confirmed, this Nation is still committed to its alliance
with Taiwan.
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Q Governor, did you get the feeling that they
believed what you were saying or were there still questions
in their minds about that?

GOVERNOR REAGAN: I had a very distinct feeling in
each place we left that there was a reassurance and they
were easier in their minds, because we would usually segue
from that kind of talk into one of the things I was interested
in, particularly from our own California standpoint, as well
as the HNation's as a whole, and that was the expansion of the
trade that already exists between us and the commercial
relationships, and we had good meetings on that score.

Q Governor, was there anybody else in this
meeting this morning besides yourself and the President?

GOVERNOR REAGAN: No, I was reporting to the President.

Q Did the subject of domestic politics per chance
come up?

GOVERNOR REAGAN: Well, no more than some chit-chat
between us over coffee about the recent dinner with the closed
circuit television, and comparing notes of what it was 1like
at our dinner in Los Angeles and what it was like at -the dinners
he attended.

Q Governor, a number of conservatives in this
country are supposed to be unhappy with some of the things
that the President has done, such as the Peking visit. Do
you think there is a way of getting through to these people
and explaining? Are you trying to explain this or do you
agree with the President's position?

GOVERNOR REAGAN: Yes, as a matter of fact, and that
yes is to all your questions, that there is a way. There
is no question but that based on our past history and the
record of things that you refer to as the conservatives
disagreeing with, all the way back to Yalta and Potsdam and
some of our international relations, that these people would
be concerned with the announcement that a President of the
United States was going to Peking.

I have found already, in pointing out to them that
there might very well be reason for that concern, if someone
else were going to Peking, based on the past record of
performance, but that this President has certainly revealed
throughout his entire public career, an awareness of the great
fundamental differences between our philosophy and that of the
Communist nations, and that he has said only that he is
going to try and establish communication to try and take us
a step further away from confrontation, and that he has made
it perfectly clear that he has no intention of abandoning
old friends or breaking any of our alliances with our friends.
I have found when it is presented to them in this way, that-
most people who were disquieted by this announcement see it
in a different light.

I am sure after he has completed the trip, they will
find that their fears were groundless.

MORE



Q Did you discuss this in this context with him
this morning.

GOVERNOR REAGAN: Well, only in the sense that it
figured in the report. MNaturally there were, in the countries,
audiences-~for example, with President Chiang Kai-shek there
was this concern about was there any possible change in
American policy--and I was authorized to reassure them that

no, there was not, and yes, we were still allies and we
intended to be that way.

Q I meant in the context of American politics and
the possible discontent of conservatives here. Did you discuss
that with the President?

GOVERNOR REAGAN: Oh, no, there was no need for that,
because we have had conversations about that before.

Q Governor, back to this welfare question for a
minute, did the President give you any kind of assurance that

the waivers necessary to carry out your programs in California
would be granted?

GOVERNOR REAGAN: Well, Lou, let me just answer it
this way and tell you that the President from the very first
has approved our approach to the welfare refq;m and the
experiments, for example, in the community work forces, the
experiment of seeing if we can recreate a community work
force out of people who are on welfare.

He has approved that and approved :that and approved
such an experiment in California. He did sc in San Clemente
several months ago, and he hasn't retreated Iyom that position
at all.

0] Governor, are there other issues the conservatives
are exercised about, policies of this Administration?

GOVERNOR REAGAN: Mo, I don't thirk so.
Q Governor, when you called thz President the

day after the U.N. vote expelling Taiwan, what did you say to
him?

GOVERNOR REAGAN: I expressed my great regret and told
him I hadn't slept very well the night before, and he confessed
to me he hadn't slept very well either. I said I was sure
that the people, a great many Americans, were going to be
disturbed about what had happened, and he also was disturbed
about what had happened.

Q Governor, when vou meet with Senator Buckley
this afternoon, are you going to try to enlist his help in
rallying the conservatives around President Nixon?

GOVERNOR REAGAN: Well, I don't know whether that
will be necessary. Jim Buckley and I aren't as well acquainted
as Bill Buckley and I are, and it was just that being here,

I wanted to touch base.
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We had met in California recently when he was out
there. He came out to do some chores for us, politically,
and I wanted to meet with him and exchange views and tell
him a little about the trip I was just on.

Q Governor, in a larger sense, do you think the
President has any serious problems with the conservatives
in this country, politically in terms of their support of him?

GOVERNOR REAGAN: None that cannot be resolved,
for example, by the outcome of the Peking trip. I think this,
and then coming on top of it, the affair at the United Nations,
has been disturbing, and as I say, I think it is disturbing
to many Republicans. I won‘t even use the label conservative.

It has been disturbing because in the past history
there has been a case of appeasement here and there in our
dealings on the world level, but I think it is easy to point
out that this appeasement has usually taken place under the
opposition Party, and I think when they find out that the
President has no intention of going and bargaining away anything
that is of value to the United States, they will be reassured.

I
Q Governor, would you give us some examples of
this sort of appeasement you are talking about in the past?

GOVERNOR REAGAN: Well, I think in Yalta and Potsdam,
the agreement we made with the Russians. I think in the so-called
Cuban missile crisis, we never claimed our part of the agreement
for the settlement of that so-called dispute. I think the
fiasco in the Bay of Pigs, the tragedy there was certainly
not to the credit of the United States, and very frankly, I
think that the whole matter of the whole Vietnam war, up
until this Administration, when it was just a kind of aimless
pouring more and more men into the mill in Vietnam, with
no solution in sight, and unwillingness to win, and yet no ability
to get out, was an example of foreign policy that was misguided.

I think the fact that this President is winding down
the war and winding it down in such a way that South Vietnam
is not going to be deserted by its allies, but is going to be
in a position to take care of itself as a nation, should indicate
the difference between a policy that just went from day to day
hoping that a miracle would happen and somebody who had a plan
and an idea.

0 Have you been asked or do you intend to go out
and speak in defense of whatever policies the President may
have invoked that seem to disturb the conservatives?

COVERNOR REAGAN: Oh, no. My participation in that
sort of thing has already been resolved. I have been getting
a number of requests from around the country to speak to
Republican groups, as we get close to a campaign year, and
we turned all of those invitations over to the National Committee
and let them make the choice, because I can't accept them all.

So we let them decide which are the ones they think I
would be rost valuable in, and that situation still maintains.



Q Did you discuss with the President the California

primary, particularly the prospects of a slate opposed to the
one you plan to lead?

GOVERNOR REAGAN: That never came up.

Q Governor, what impact do you think today's
developments in Thailand will have on that part of the world
and America's role in that part of the world?

GOVERNOR REAGAN: Well, I am afraid a two week trip
to the QOrient did not make me an Asian expert. Some kinds
of people become experts on that kind of a trip, but I am a
slow student.

I would only just hazard this: I doubt that this
means a very great fundamental change in the picture in Thailand

Q Governor, what would you advise the President
today, now, in respect to the United Nations and the support
of it, both financially and morally?

GOVERNOR REAGAN: Well, now, Governors don't wusually
advise the President.
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0 You did have a converszation with him at the
time of the vote?

GOVERNOR REAGAN: Yes, I think that the United
States is keeping an eye on our relationship there in that
body and where we should go. Perhaps I might have a position
that would be one of some immediate changes. I think that
the United Nations -- and this is not a new position since
the vote, I said this at the time of their anniversary when
many of them journeyed out and there was quite, as you know,
an affair in San Francisco, the scene of the birth of the
United Nations -- I said at that time I thought that part of
the United Nations Charter or rules that it provided for
subsequent review for the U.N. after it had been in operation
for a while to see if changes should be made. That it
was high time they had that review and I think there are changes
that should be made.

I think perhaps a more realistic membership balance
to overcome the fact,that today nations containing less
than 10 percent of the worlé@ population can actually carry
the vote in the U.N.,should make us reconsider as to how
far we would be bound by a United Nations vote.

Q The Administration has now given up the hope
of having welfare reform put into effect during this term
of office. That is, it has given up on Congressional passage

this year and it takes 12 to 18 months to put it into effect
after that.

Does that make you unhappy?

GOVERNOR REAGAN: Not at all. As long as they let us
try the welfare reform that we are putting into effect and
some other States have put various parts,of the same kind of
thing we have been talking about,into effect, I think it is
a great opportunity to do some experimenting and perhaps
know more about the whole welfare problem than we know, or
then we have been able to see from the standpoint of a
national reform.

e
P I do not hold wiEQ the idea in this instance, that
Washington has all the answers with regard to welfare. We
are out where it is working. We have to make it work. And
frankly, it is probably one of the most colossal social failures
that we have in our government, is welfare as it is presently
organized.

Q On that point, Governor, there are reports
that an amendment is going to be offered to the taﬁ“bilf—today
which would give a billion dollars, as I understand it, _to
the States to help reimburse them for the very heavy welfare
expenditures. Did this come up this morning and do you have
a position on that?

GOVERNOR REAGAN: I don't know what the details of
that would be. It certainly didn't come up, anything about
it. The answer in my book has never been one of finding a
different way to finance it. Those States, which out of
desperation, have said if the Federal Government would only
pay for it and just take it off our backs. That is not
reform. Because the same taxpayers pay for it.
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It doesn't matter who is collecting the tax, the
State, the county or Federal Government. The answer is to
reform the program and in California, with only a few
administrative changes and a great spotlight turned on welfare
as we turned it on in attempting to get our welfare reform,
beginning last winter, at the end of November we will be
able to announce that for eight consecutive months the
welfare case load in California has been going down. We had
119,000 fewer people on welfare at the end of September
than we had in March when we started and the importance
of that can be seen when I tell you that for several years
prior to that, welfare in California averaged increasing
50,000 cases a month,

Q What happened to those 119,000, Governor? Did
you run any spot check on how they are subsisting?

GOVERNOR REAG2N: No, we have been so busy implementing
these things we haven‘t done that, but I think some of the
same thing could be seen there as in New York where the
Governor in New York ordered them to pick up the checks
instead of having them mailed and 22 percent of the people
didn't pick up the checks. I don't know whether it is
22 percent of the people or 22 percent of the checks and
the explanation of that is one of the things I think we are
learning is that a great many people have discovered they
can get more than one check and when they had to come in and
pick them up in person, there was the fear of being caught.

Q Governor, many conservatives are very unhappy
with the OEO bill that is nearing final approval on the
Hill and that _would shift legal services from QEQ and
remove your veto and the veto of other Governors and create
a new legal services corporation.

Did you have occasion to discuss this with the
President?

GOVERNOR REAGAN: No.

C In any case, would you like him to veto the
bill should this provision remain in it?

GOVERNOR REAGAN: We didn't discuss it and let me
point out in California I never discuss a bill as to whether
to veto it until it actually gets to my desk. As I said, out
there what starts in the Legislature as an orange sometimes
cones out asg an apple.

I don't know what the bill will be., Let me just
say that I am in favor of a correction and a change in the
present legal assistance program because for the very reason
that we vetoed the rural legal assistance program in
California. They are not working the way they were intended
to work and the people that were intended to have personal
and private help in their legal problems were not getting it.

We have some idea and we have been authorized to try
an experiment in California and we are going forth implementing
that to see. Just to simply take away the Governor's veto
I think, is a step backwards, because once again, the Governor
is on hand at the scene and able to know whether it is working
or not and I think the Governor should have the authority
to veto the program.
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- 0 Do you think in 1972 the old historic rule of
geogfaphic balance ought to be a major consideration in putting
together the Republic National ticket?

GOVERNOR REAGAN: I wonder what you are getting at
with that guestion. Would it be an answer to your question if
I told you that the only plan I have and the only desire I have
is to continue being Governor of California for the rest of this
term.

Q Will you go further then and tack on the General
Sherman statement -- I ask this in all geriousnessg ==~ are you
at this moment ruling yourself out between now and 1972 for
any place in the National ticket?

GOVERNOR REAGAN: That is right.

Q Do you believe Vice President Agnew should remain
on the ticket?

GOVERNOR REAGAN: Yes.

Q Governor, Senator Cranston says he expects you to
be his opponent if he runs for re-election in 1974. 1Is that a
good guess on his part?

GOVERNOR REAGAN: I don't know whether it is a good
guess or not, but I will not say anything that will relieve
him of the worry for the next three years. He ought to have

something on his mind. R

Q Ron, Governor Reagan said when he represented the
President on Taiwan he tried to reassure the China Government
that we would maintain our commitments. In view of the fact
that Mainland China now is in the United Nations and Mainland
China claims absolute sovereignty over Formosa, does the
President still continue his promise of military support for
defense of the Goyernment of, Formosa?

MR. ZIEGLER: I think the Governor represented the
President's view very clearly on the U.S. commitment to Taiwan
and the U.S. position is that we stand fully behind the defense
commitment teo Taiwan. President Nixon has made that very clear
in many statements which he has made and there is no change in
that policy, nor will there be a change in that policy. The
United States stands fully behind its defense commitment to
Taiwan.

Q Ron, is H.R. 1 still a top priority bill for the
Administration?

MR. ZIEGLER: Well, Secretary Richardson spokes about
the matter yesterday and Governor Reagan pointed out to you
that the President and Governor Reagan have had a very
productive discussion about welfare reform and the need for

welfare reform. H.R. 1 is welfare reform and remains high
on the Administration's docket.

0] What about plans for this afternoon?

MR. ZIEGLER: Jerry Warren will brief at 4:00
Q Do we have a 1lid until then?

MR. ZIEGLER: Yes, sir.

THE PRESS: Thank you, gentlemen.
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GOVERNOR REAGAN: Good morning, I have an opening statement.
It isn't -- I don't have any release on it. It's ad 1lib. But I
would like to ask -- I'd like to ask your help and cocgration.
I'd 1like to ask it also of the electronic media. As a matter of
fact, I can almost : pub.t - it on an equal time basis, but not on
behalf of myself, but equal time for the young people of California.

The confusion persists about the venereal dlisease education bill

in the schools. It has been carried recently on a number of outlets
of the eletronic media, 1t has been carried recently in the press,

it has been extended to a county health officer who's reported ine
one of the papers from Los Angeles making a statement. Let me hake
one thing plain. Number one, all of us should be in support of
venereal disease tralning and education in our schools, I have

made a public service television film tothat extent, urging parents
to call attention on the part of their own schools where their own
children are going to the need for this. It is eplidemic proportions.
I have met with Wilson Riles. Guidellnes have gone out to the
schodls., We have made $200,000 of public health money available

for this, and for the start of a program to indoctrinate first the
teachers, a training school for the teachers in order to institute
this immediately. No consent of the parents 1s needed. The law
that I vetoed I vetoed simply because 1t was unneeded, and it did
cross out one thing that 1 think 1s essential and should not be
eliminated. It merely requires that the parents be notified that
their chlldren are going to geﬁ this training.

Now, as I say, we have proceeded, we are on our way with the
program and I hope that all of you will take advantage of the oppor-
tunity to make this public and to let the parents know so that they
can encourage schools to go forward, There 13 no way that teacherst!
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e¢redentials are threatened, they do not have to get comsent to

have this program, and I urge the immediate expanéicn of training

of this kind because it 1s a problem that 1s hurting our young
people, It 1s of epidemic proportions.

Q Governor, 1s it a coincidence that you are making this state-
ment, holding this press conference at precisely the time when

March Foﬁg is seeking to overr;;e your vegg of her blll dealing with

venereal disease education?

A No, I have Just returned, I am not concerned about that

at all. I am concerned when I try to keep up or catch up with the
press out here that I have missed while I've been at the Governor's
Conference, and discovered someone that's supposedly knowledgeable
as a county public health officer giving a public address to other
professionals in the field and saying that at.the moment they cannot
give this course in the schools. And this information seems to
have been’spreading more and I go by my own mail of people who want
to know, people who have contacted me want to know why the state
should not favor this kind of a program. Favor it, we are
enthusiastically in support of it, and I would suggest that anyone
who questions this can check with the Superintendent of Education
or the State School Board about our meeting. I think you'll find
that 1t 1s going forward and the plans are already teing laid and
carried out for teachers' indoctrination or training re: indoctrima-
tion with the materials and so forth that will be used in the
program,

Q And after heipg notified the parent does have a right to
say, he doesn't want the student in that class, right?

A A parent can -- yes, a parent is notified, but there 1is a
great difference between a parent, whether for religious reasons

or whatever, saying I want my child exmused from that class, and a
parent having to give a consent in order to train or to teach the
course, And I Just believe that the one thing that the bill would
have done was simply remove the necessity of informing the students
and I just think that there is too much of a tendency today of
government to put itself between the parent and the child, and
therefore this bill -- it wasn't worth it to Just simply take this
one factor out of notification, Good Lord, the schools cammbtify
them every week of a PTA meeting by way of the students. It is
going to be no strailn on the schools and as I say, werhave already --
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our staff has hel ™d Wilson Riles:and last WLAE the guidelines went
out for the notification to the parents and how this is to be done.
They have gone out to the school districts already.

Q Governor, under the current law can a parent remove his

child from the educational course in V., D.?

A Yes, Oh, yes, and under a number of other courses also.
Q Isn't that sort of a form of granting permission to --
A Well the thing that I'm trying to correct 1is an inference

that has been made or a misunderstanding that consent of the parents
is required in advance or you can't have the course or teach the
course, And I think the -- the basis of the right of a parent or
the ~- of a parent to withdraw a child from a class in school --
this has been a rather inherent thing where certaln religious
differences and so forth have occurred about certain courses for a
long time. They can do 1t in eertain areas of physlology classes
right now.
Q Governor, notification of PTA meetings is oftenﬂgpne by Just
sending a note homq/with the child. What are the guigzlines for
the type oﬁhotifiggtion that would be reguired in this case?
A Well, these were drawn up last week while I was gone, I'd
have to ask Ed here exactly what they said, but I know in the meeting
we had with Wilson Riles we offered that help to him, he accepted.
So what has been the result, what 1s the nature of it?
ED MEESE: The law requires that the notlce be sent home
in the same manrer, customarily used for sendlng home noti%ﬁes, which
can be by the students, by the malls or whatever way is normally
used. That's the way the law provides.
Q It 1s all it requires, a simple statement that a course will
be taught, or is the notice more than that?
ED MEESE: It requires the statement that a course will be
taught and that the instructional materials will be available
if any parent wants to look at them.
Q Doern't notify the parents that they have a right to withdraw
the students from the course?
ED MEESE: I think that probably would be in the notice
also.
Q Governor, concerning another vegg of yours on the methadcne
bill, your message, you said that we should learn how effectively
these programs are meeting their goals. The President of the
Federal Food and Drug Administration aidd the Bureau of Narcotics and

Dangerous Drugs have seen fit to usze i1nformariam friam sranmA +haa



country to recommend that methadone 1s safe and effective for

treating heroin addicts. Did you use that same information or are
you aware of information not only in California'but the rest of the
country?
A We now have a five million dollar program and 1t is being
carefully watched. Whatever the Food and Drug people sald, I can
only tell you that there have been deaths from overdoses of methadone.
It 1s an addictive drug, even though 1t doesn't have some of the
deletery side effects of heroin. And there 1s an addiection problem.
There's even a problem of some individuals who go out in spite of
the prescribed ques and get additional on the black market the same
as they would go out for hercoin or anything else. And our feeling
was that this bill was premature. That we have this program,c#&
five milllion dollar program golng. We have it being carefully
watched. The program that was in the legislation, we don't know
it might be too small or it might be too big. It was Just
premature. That 1f this program, when our people come back to
us with recommendations, they may recommend going much fakther and
all out, but there are still some unanswered questions in it and
we are depending on our own experts in this who are ~- who are
conducting the program right now.
Q Governor, how do you feel aboult funding the program similar
to the probation subsidy where you pay the county for people kept
locally rather than going to state prison?

ED MEESE: That bill hasn't come down yet.
A That hasn't come down.,
Q Another subgect.
A All right,
Q Governor Reagan, the other night on the David Frost show he
asked, if you found yourself in the same tax position this year
would you pay taxes or not? You sald you'd pay them anyway because
you didn't mant the furor, Does that make sense? I mean, if it
wasn't wrong last year it isn't wrong this year, is 1t?
A No, 1t doesn't make sense, and it didn't.make sense last year,
The whole fuss that was raised. But what I said to him was amd that
converaation will show, that after -- after the clouts on the head
that I took I was going to tell my lawyer that if I was Simon Fure

and didn't owe a dime, I was golng to invent something, Make a
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contribution to tr« state,

Q Isn't that illegal?
(Laughter)
A It might be, then it would be up to the Franchise Board

to come back and force me to take the money back,

Q If they send you a refund, what would you do with it?

A What? Well, could I give it to charity, which would
increage my deductions for the next year,

Q Governor, there 1s a group in Oregon which is involved

in a letter writing campaign now urging you to become involved in

the presidential campalgn, I wonder if some of those letters have

reached you and what your reaction to that is. in Oregon is.
A That's the first I heard of it. The 1ettérs ma%ﬁave

reached here, but as I say, this is my first morning back. No, my
reaction 1s very simple. While at the Governor's Conference in
Indiana Nelson Rockefeller and I co-sponsored a resoljzion that was
unanimously passed by the Republic Governorsfsuppégting the
renominégion and re-eléﬁtion of Richard Niién.

Q Speaking of bills that are on your desk, when do you plan
to take action on the Priolo 18 year majority? You'lve favored

the idea of giving the 18 yearolds the duties of citizenship now

that they have the right to vote.

A Well, that bill we haven't had a chance to put that through
the usual process that we do in cabinet meetings, so I'd rather

not comment on 1t now.

Think y8u'll act this week?

What?

Think you'}l act this week?

I hope so.

O oo » O

Now, there is one sort of related bill that will not get to
you, I wonder if you've taken any position on that, it 1is the
constitutional amendments which will allow the people to vote on the
question of letting 18 year olds drfﬁk.

A Well, I =-- on that one I can tell you, as I have said on
several other bills before, regardless of how I might feel about

how the people should vote on it, I agree with the right of the
people to vote on it, to make that decision.

Q Governor, change of subject. Will you suppert legislation
or sign legislation Which provides for the sfgge to picﬁ up the cgst
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of the Angela Dav  trial?

ED MEESE: This 1s another bill that hasn't come down yet.
Just to correct the record on the other one, the bill is down but

has not yet been considered by the Gove nor on the probation subsidy.

A As I say, that bill hasn't come down yet.
Q Governor, on another bill --
(Laughter)
Q What about the one that increases compensation for workmen

that are injured or killed in the course of their

A Wait a minute, are you talking about the =--

Q Talking about Assemblyman Fenton's Workmen's Compensation

reform package.
A This one, has this come down yet, I -~

ED MEESE: I think it is &tlll in the Senate at the
present time.
A It is s8till in the Senate.

ED MEESE: At leakt we haven't considered it yet, QGovernor,
in cablinet meetings.
Q Governor, there was an argument on the floor that these
two bills are tied together and that you have agreed to sign both, but
you wouldn't sign one wlthout the other, That was the inference
or the implication that there was some kind of a deal made with --

between business and labor that you were involved in.

A You use that word "A deal made."
Taughter)
A I don't =--

ED MEESE: Governor, this is a case of bills relating to
Workmen's Compensation, and the general position taken, without
dealing with specific legislation, 1s that the entlire system should
be reformed rather than merely increasing the benefits. And I

think that was the discussion on the floor.

o

Q Governor, what's your attitude towards Connally'as a Vice-
Presidential contender? There's some reports that you would opprose

him if he -- you knwew, what would -- 1if the President decided to
take him as Vice President, what would your feeling be?

A Well, I think in politics today, and most people recognize
that the President has a very large voice in choosing his running
mate, at the same time that doesn't preclude people in his party
giving him counsel, and even pressing for some other candidate,

I've made 1t perfectly plain I think Ted Agnew has heen a great Vice

President and T am one who helieveas +hat Taed Acnew ahnmiilA he am t£ha



™
ticket. And I t! 'k a great many Republis - nost of them feel

that way. So that 1s my preference. It 1s a preference I certalnly

would express to the Presldent.

Q How do you explain the sudden silence of Mr. Agrew and also
the renewed speculatlon of change, Governor?/ o

e
A Well, I can't comment on the speculation for change.

People, particularly 1n political years, speculate on a lot of
things. But I do know that the recent twenty dinners connected by
closed circult television, the President was most fullsome 1in his

praise of Ted Agnew and the Jjob he had done.

Q gpat did you think of the Vice President's remarks about
Congressman McClogLey, reference to Benedict Arnold.

A Well, I think -- I got a couple of letters on my desk about
sone one liners that I've used in some political speeches, I think
that 1t is nitpicking and it always seems to be ocne-sided nit picking.
élways aimed at one particular party. He made a humorous remark.

He was in a succession of the re~opening of his remarks of one

liners on political matters and about potential opponents on the
other side, and he was getting pretty good laughs, too, I might

add, and he got on this one and I don't think there was gmything

in bad taste or wrong about it at all.

You thought it was funny at the time he said 1t?

What?

Did you think 1t was funny at the time he said 1t°?

Yeah, I laughed.

O£ o O = O

Governor, new subject, On reapportionrment, some one 1is

bound to ask you sooner or later, I suppose, the County chairmen

in Santa Clara County, both Republican and Democrat party have urged you
to veto the current reapportionment bill because it gplits Santa

dggra County tetween six Senate Districts, one of which goes to the
Oregon btorder and the other one foes to the Arizona border. I wonder
if you would comment on the Sanfngliga égﬁnty prn, specifically,

and 1f you can tell us now whether you would veto the reapportionment
plan since it has been merged with the Assembly bill, which gives
Assembly democrats a 44 -~ 33 -~ 44 and 36 split,

A Well, now; let me be general on one and specific on the

other because I just haven't gotten back -~ I haven't had a chance

fo sit down with anyone on what the details are or how far we have

gone foward reconclling:the differences between Republicarand Democrab
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" plans. As to Sar ™ Clara County, I think we 1ve -- they have

a legitimate compdaint. I always say that reapportionment should

be based on what is best for the people, not their representatives.
And that you should try as nearly as possible to have districts

that represent a community of interests where there is a logical
reason, such as a county to have a representative and that -- not

to be so divided up that the county literally has no representation,
that the ~- they are such a tag end, each part of the county ofve
some other --of a representative's district that he can afford to
make decisions without taking thelr interebt into mind, because
they do not represent a large enough segment of voters. And
that!s for the specific answer, I think they have a legitimate
complaint just from what I generally have heard. Now to the broad
answer, because I haven't seen the specifics and I haven't had a
chance to meet with our leadership and see where we are, what the
compromises are that are beilng atéempted, the changes that are still
being contemplated, let me Jjust say that once again this should
guide us. I am opposed to gerrymanders whether they are Republican
or Democrat. unThe péople heve-a right to believe that when a
reapportionment comes along it will be based on what is the best
representation for the people, not creating a lot of districts that
like Jerry Martin said, look like skinny octopuses with long sharp
fingernalls or 1s it octopi?

Q New subject, Governor. Y>u wouldn't necessarily veto

a bill Jep® because it consolidated the Assembly with the

Senate veapportionment?

A Oh, not on tha% as a principle. If -- if in an attempt to
get one Jerrfﬁander passed by putting it in with a bill that they
thought was all right and one that would be acceptable to me, that
deviee won'!twWwork.

Q Governor, are you -- excuse me. Are yousaying that even
though the Republicans in the legislature supported this reappertion-
ment bill, ifyou found that 1tiviolated commuﬁity inte;ésts aqd h&ve
Jerrymandered too far towards the leglislature, you would vefg it?

A I don't anticipate that the Republicans in the legislature
and I are going to find oursel¥escon opposite sides. They know

my feelings and I must say that the plans that they have originally
put forth I thought were very fair and wdre virtually neutral plans.
Now, I want to meet with them before I give any answer, I want to
find out exactly what it 1s and what's going on in the attempts to
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Q Governop, ‘cently a fed§¥;1 court Ju 27in San Franecisco
blockég‘the continuagge of a freeway in Eatt Bay over there, and he
ruled becau§; of inadequate relocation programs for the people in the
way of the freeway, and also environmental poliﬁies. The state

has not yeb aprealed that decision but a similar case in the State

of Washingtonj~the federal circuit €fourt, rules against the state

up there, Do you feel that the rulings will have any effect on the
freeways now in progress and those planned in the future in the

state?

A Well, I don't know what effect they might have in the futureg
but the minute I saw that I have asked and so far I don't have the |
report yet -- I have asked for a report on this because 1t seems
strange to me because the policy of the Highway Division under this
administration has been to take 1lnto consideration not only environ-
mental problems, but community problems, neighborhoods ~- as a matéer
of fact, I'11l recall to you that California is the state that for

the first time in history made highway building funds available to
relocate neighborhoods when it was inevitable that some neikghborhood
had to be changed by a freeway, and so I was hard put to understand
Just what this was all about, and I can't believe that we have in some
way changed our policy and I still don't have a report, so I couldn't -
I can't go beyond that.

Q In thils case it wes a ~-- federal funds were involved and
relocation program did not meet federal standards.

A Well, let me find out what it 1s that develops. As a ’
matter of fact, the federal government in i1ts policy of providing fund.
for relocating of neighborhoods, they got that idea from us. We
first brought that about to solve a problem down in central Los

Angeles in the Watts area with regard to a freeway that -- 1t had

never been done 1in the United States before, -

e
Q Governor, how do you feel about the séié of rare books as

a way of solving the economic problems and the Egixggiﬁznproblem?

A Well, I -~ once again, this 1s iike a rerun, do I get a
redldual check because I think we talked about this a few weeks

ago at a press conference, or am I confusing you with somebody

that caught me at the elevator or something? Look, this report
was nothing more than the working papers of a group of auditors who
were supposed to put down, regardless of how they might personally
feel, every possible area they saw that might be an alternative for
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- workable economies- ~ The administration of tk= schools.  They

made this available‘to the university authorities, as we told the
university authorities we would, before we even saw 1t, so that

they could put their input in. It 1s not the report -- no recommenda-
tions have been made whatsoever, either by the auditors and certainly
not by us, and I have to tell you the university administration knows
this,. And the Regents who brought it up know this, And they also
nust know 1if they read some of your printings a few weeks ago,

know if that was an alternative presented to me, I believe the

university library 1s a repository for such things as rare books.

It is a proper place for them and I would be unalﬁg}ably\oppgéed to
selr{ng th;m and the university and whoever over there leaked thils
information and tried to make it thgzxthis was some kind of economy
move by this administration knew this when they leaked it, that it
was false, And we have had calls of apology about it from the
president of the University who 1s not a part of this leak, and who
has stated that he understood exactly what those audit reports

were and’that he didl not take them as a recommendation.

Q Who was responsible for the leak?

A I don't know, I guess when a thing gets into a shop that
big there's always somebody that talks to somebody.

Q Governor, have you declded what you are going to do on the

State college name change bill?

A That one 1s on the desk.

MR, ED MEESE: That was up for discussion of cabinet today.
A That i1s due for the cablnet discussion today,
Q The marginal costs of running the legislature 1s set at about
$11,000 a day. Would you say &t this point that the taxpé?érs are

— e -
getting thelr money's worth?

A No.
Q Why not? Why?
A I think that everything that had to be done in this legisia-

tive session could have been done within the regular session and

they could have been out of here by the end of June or early July
as they should have been. I think that there has been foot dragging
on the part of the leadership of the majority party. And that include:

in some instances chairmen of committees. And I Just say there was

no need whatsoever £6r this session to drag on to where we might for
the first time in history have two conuurrent sessions running, this
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one“and the next or=, 27

Q Would you say Eepublfééns would shére that blame?

A Would share what?

Q Wou3ld share the blame.

A No, there isn't much we can do. The other side calls the

turn on this. Didn't last this long in the one session that I've

had where we had Republican leadership. Everything got done on

tinme, ”
~ -
Q Will you support legislation to limit the number of days
o
in session next time around?
A Oh, I don't know what the approach to this is. I would

hope that maybe they have learred their lesson and they wouldn't
need anything like that, ﬁﬁt if it need be, something must be done
because I think this is disgraceful.

Q You 8&id you would not support it?

A I didn't say that. I saild Iid -~ I seaid I would hope
that 1t wouldn't be necessary, but something has to be done, to not
have a reoccurrence of this,

Q Another subject. If they should try to go on vacat ion
now you wouldn'!t call them back for a special session?

A What ?

Q If they should try to go on vacation now you wouldn't call
them back for a speéfgl seséion?

A Oh, let's not -- you know I'm not going to announce in
advance where we are going to drop the bombs.

s

-
Q Another subject. Governor, what happens if they pass a
P

-
reapportionment plan and you veto 1it? Legally, what's the situation?

What are you goling to do in that situation?
A There are severaltthhngs. First of all, they can go back
upstairs and try again, and I would hope they would. I don't think
the igsue has been resolved yet as to the commission, as to whether
that commission is supposed to be prescribed. I belimwe that it
does, and I would think that woulid be the next resort. Then, of
courge, there are other courts.
Q Governor --

VOICE: Thank you, Governor.

Q There is a new recall Reagan drive that's under way and unlike

those in the past, it is a different group organizing it and also it
comes at a time when the Field podl shows your popularity is at --
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at a point lower L“;n those who support you. first, do you think
it's got a chance? And what are its chances?

(Laughter)
A You -- you'd have to check on that. I don't know that I
go along with Mr. Field in his pell either. I thought we had about
the widest publie support on the welfare reform program that we have
ever had on anything in this administration in these four and a
half years, and I figure that those recall things, 1t i1s sort of
like the swallows coming back to Capistrano. Every time as we get.
on the even of an election year, whether 1t is for the Governor's
election or not, there i1s a recall movement seems to spring up
with regard to me, and I figure it is just part of the game.

Q A few moments ago on the subject of whether 18 year olds

should drink or not, you felt that regardless of your personal

opinions you endorse the idea of getting things on the ballot, or
that is allowing the voters to decide, In that spirit, would you
sign a petition?

ED MEESE: No.

VOICE: Thank you. Governor.

- QOO =
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